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in the Bill are as good as those of the
State Act; and it would be preferable for
the Commonwealth to alter its Electoral
Act to conform with ours in this connec-
tion, instead of our considering the adop-
tion of the Commonwealth system. The
interests of those we represent must be
studied; and with the discontinuance of
railways, the position of a lot of people in
outback areas has become more remote
than previously.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: Travel has speed-
ed up now. You can travel faster in aerial
cars.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: It is remarkable bow
well we are informed on things we do not
understand. Older members here can cast
their minds back over the years and think
of how many occasions important elections
-either State or Federal-have coincided
with very wet conditions. In such circum-
stances, if we were to adopt the Common-
wealth postal voting system our mails in
the outback could be held up for days.
Doubtless many members here know that
what I am saying is a fact. Originally the
railways used to bring mail to the place
nominated for counting. But with the
discontinuance of railways we have to rely
on motor transport; and in some of the
outback country, in the conditions I have
mentioned, motor transport cannot operate,
and I have known of instances in which
it has not been possible to travel by motor-
vehicle in the back country for days on
end.

So we could have the Position that in
one fell swoop, through the discontinuance
of the rail services, votes would not be
counted. But under the existing legisla-
tion everything would be all right provided
the votes got to some outback polling both
and into the ballot box on the day of the
poll. In such circumstances a person
would not be disfranchised, as would be
the case under the proposed set-up.

Several aspects of this matter were dealt
with by Mr. Jones; and I do not wish to
reiterate any of the points he stressed,
because it would be sheer repetition and i
would only be taking up valuable time. I
agree with what he had to say regarding
the disadvantages of the system proposed
by this measure as compared with the
existing Act, and I intend to vote against
the Bill.

On motion by Hon. E. M. Heenan, debate
adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT-SPECIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. G.
Fraser-West): I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
till 2.15 p.m. tomorrow.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 9.21 p.m.

ifleghtivi Amrnhly
Wednesday, 13th November, 1957.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

STATE HOUSING COMMISSION.
(a) Applointmenlt of Building Supervisor,

Albany.

Mr. HALL asked the Minister for Hous-
ing:

Will he give consideration to appointing
a State Housing Commission building
supervisor to be stationed at Albany, such
supervisor to work the district from that
centre?

The MINISTER replied:
Yes. Consideration is being given to the

stationing of a supervisor at Albany. The
commission's collector stationed at Albany
receives maintenance complaints and,
where necessary. authorises the necessary
repairs to be carried out by the Public
Works Department. At present the posi-
tion is being examined to ascertain the
need for a technical officer to be stationed
at Albany.

(b) Erection of House at Frankland
River.

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

(1) Has any, and if so, what, action been
taken to erect the house at Frankland
River for the accommodation of a school
bus driver, approval for which was given
some time ago?

(2) If unexpected delays have taken
place, will he advise me what can be done
to hasten a start on the work?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) A tender has been accepted and con-

tract documents are at present with the
contractor for signature.

(2) Every endeavour will be made to
expedite work on this home.

RESTRICTIVE TRADE PRACTICES
ROYAL COMMISSION.
Presentation of Report.

Mr. W. A. MANNING asked the Premier:
(1) Has the report from the Royal Com-

mission on restrictive trade Practices been
presented?

(2) If so, will he lay it on the Table of
the House today?

The PREMIER replied:
Yes.

W"HOLEMILK PRODUCERS.
Correction of Quality of Milk.

Mr. I. W. MANNING asked the Minister
for Agriculture:

(1) What period of time is usually
given to wholemilk producers to correct
any deficiency in the quality of their milk
before a prosecution is launched?

(2) Is it the policy of the Government
that a Period of time be given to dairymen
to correct deficiencies in the quality of
their milk before they are prosecuted?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) No period of time has been fixed.
(2) Authority to prosecute for under-

standard milk is vested in the Milk Board
and health authorities under the provi-
sions of the Milk Act and the Health Act
respectively. The Government has given
no direction to those authorities regarding
Prosecutions for under-standard milk.

EDUCATION.
(a) Tenterden School Renovations.

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

(1) How long is it since approval was
given to renovations to the Tenterden
school and quarters?

(2) Why has the work not been car-
ried out?

(3) If lack of tenders is the reason, will
the department take early action to have
the work put in hand?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) August, 1956.
(2) A contract was let for the work, but

the contractor failed to proceed and it was
necessary to cancel the contract. The
second tenderer was approached, but he
was unable to Proceed with the work.

(3) Tenders are now being re-invited.
(b) Technical School, Eunbury,

Import of Reply.
Mr. ROBERTS asked the Minister for

Education:
In answer to a question asked by me on

the 15th November, 1955, he stated-
When the new high school block is

completed, the conversion of the pre-
sent high school building for technical
classes will take place (it Is hoped
during 1956).
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(1) What actually was the import of
this answer, especially in relation to-"the
conversion of the present high school

(2) What work has been done and is to
be done to implement this plan?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) This phrase referred to the high

school home science building which is on
the present primary school site. It is
intended to convert it into a technical
school when the new home science block
is erected on the high school site.

(2) Lack of finance has prevented the
carrying out of the plan.

Wc Teacher Assessment.
Mr. EVANS asked the Minister for

Education:
(1) What were the proposals on teacher

assessment recently submitted by the de-
partment for approval of the Teachers'
Union?

(2) Under the above proposals, was it
intended that there should be a scale for
converting the present numeral grading to
the new ones?

(3) If so, what was the scale?
The MINISTER replied:
(1) (a) Teachers should be inspected

less frequently with the em-
phasis shifting to advice and
encouragement.

(b) The numerical system should be
abolished in favour of a scheme
whereby the efficiency Of
teachers is indicated by their
placement in one of five broad
categories ranging from "un-
satisfactory" to "outstanding."

(2) and (3) No, but a scale indicating
what each of the new gradings meant in
terms of the former scheme was used to
explain the proposal.

POTATOES.
(a) Production of Current Crop.

Mr. REARMAN asked the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) What is the total estimated produc-
tion of potatoes from the current crop-

(a) from licensed growers;
(b) from unlicensed growers?

(2) What is the estimated Western Aus-
tralian consumption of potatoes prior to
the digging of the next potato crop?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) (a) 16,642 tons based on the aver-

age yield over the past five
years. 2.000 tons will be re-
quired for seed for summer crop,
leaving 14,642 tons to be mar-
keted.

(b) Very difficult to estimate but
approximately 700-800 tons.

(2) Based on distribution of past years
and allowing for increased population,
5,000-5,500 tons for the duration of the
pool terminating on the 31st December,
1957.

(b) Export Markets,
Mr. HEARMAN asked the Mlinister for

Agriculture;
What export markets appear to be

available to Western Australian potatoes
at the moment, and at what price per ton
net to the potato pool?

The MINISTER replied:
The main export market Is the Eastern

States with the possibility of small sales
to Singapore and Mauritius. The price
for exports cannot be forecast. A ship-
ment which arrived in Sydney on the 11th
instant is being sold at £24 per ton which
will net approximately £11 f.o.b, Fre-
mantle. An estimate of £10 per ton aver-
age f.o.b. has been used by the board as
the basis for the advance payment of £12
per ton to growers.

PUBLIC TRUST OFFICE ACCOUNTS.
(a) Auditor General's Comment, Proposed

Action.
Mr. COURT asked the Treasurer:
What action is proposed in respect of

the Auditor General's comment on the
Public Trust Office accounts on page 118
of the Auditor General's report for the
year ended the 30th June, 1957, and read-
ing as follows:-

It has been the practice to pay
undistributed common fund Interest
to the revenue fund. The table here-
under, taken from the departmental
records, shows the transactions on the
common fund Interest account for the
year ended the 31st March, 1957:-

£
Interest earned -... 46.673
Distributed to estates 22,753

Paid to Consolidated
Revenue Fund .- 23,920

The total amount paid to the
revenue fund from inception was
£98,256.

As stated in previous reports, the
Audit Office has expressed doubts if
such payments are in order. A Crown
Law opinion recently obtained by the
Treasury indicates there is no auth-
ority. and advice is awaited of any
proposed steps to remedy the matter?

The TREASURER replied:
Several amendments--
The SPEAKER: I would like the

Treasurer to raise his voice. I am told
that members at the back benches cannot
hear although I know the 'Teasurer can
be heard at most times.
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The TREASURER: Thank you. The
answer to the hon. member's question is-

Several amendments to the Public
Trustee Act are now under consideration
by the trustee with the Crown Law De-
partment and the point raised by the
Auditor General is one of the sections
being dealt with.

(b,) Proposed Legislation.
Mr. COURT (without notice) asked the

Treasurer:
Is the contemplated legislation for the

purpose of regularising the payments that
have been made to Consolidated Revenue
from the common fund of the Public Trust
office?

The TREASURER replied:
The only information I have in connec-

tion with the matter is that which is
contained in the answer I gave this after-
noon. However, I will have some further
inquiries made.

ALCOHOL IN BLOOD.
Effect of Different Percentages.

Mr. COURT asked the Minister for
Health:

(1) What is the medical opinion on the
possibility of differing effects on different
people from the same amount of alcoholic
content in their blood?

(2) Does the experience show that
different people are capable of different
levels of efficiency and different reactions
even though the alcoholic content In their
blood is the same at a given time?

(3) Is there any indication of the degree
of variation as between persons?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Up to certain levels of alcohol in the

blood varying effects can be found in
different individuals with the same alco-
holic content in their blood.

(2) Yes, up to certain levels.
(3) Up to a certain level of alcohol in the

blood, all Persons could be said to show no
effect. Between certain levels a proportion
of persons would show evidence of in-
sobriety. Above a certain level all persons
would be under the influence of alcohol.

ALBANY REGIONAL HOSPITAL.
Tabling Plan, Tenders, Construction, etc.

Mr. COURT asked the Minister for
Works:

(1) Will he table the plan for the Albany
regional hospital?

(2) Have tenders been called for its con-
struction?

(3) If not, by whom is it to be built?
(4) If tenders were called, what tenders

were received and who was the successful
tenderer?

(5) If it is to be built by the Govern-
ment day labour system-

(a) will tenders be called for bricks.
timber, steel work. etc.; or

(b) will these be supplied by State
Building Supplies. State Engineer-
ing Works or other Government
instrumentalities, without tenders?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) This is not possible as drawings are

still under preparation.
(2) No.
(3) Foundations only are to be laid by

the departmental construction Organisa-
tion. Tenders will be called for the balance
of the hospital.

(4) Answered by No. (2).
(5) Answered by No. (3).

ME3TROPOLITAN PETROL
RESELL1ERS.

(a) Authority for Statement by Hon.
F. R. H. Lavery, etc.

Mr. COURT asked the Minister for
Labour:

(1) On whose authority did Hon. F. U.
H. Lavery tell the Legislative Council that
metropolitan petrol resellers had agreed
among themselves to impose a f20 fine on
any one of them who failed to provide
rostered after-hour service?

(2) Will such a fine be enforceable at
law?

(3) What machinery is to be set up by
the Government or the resellers to-

(a) police the roster service? and,
(b) impose and enforce fines?

The INISTIER replied:
(1) I have no knowledge of the matter.
(2) Answered by No. (1).
(3) In accordance with the provisions

of the Factories and Shops Act.

(b,) Ministerial Attitude.
Mr. COURT (without notice) asked the

Minister for Labour:
Further to the question asked regarding

metropolitan petrol resellers, will he in-
form himself on the matter raised and, in
view of the publicity already given to it,
have the matter investigated and advise
the House at its next sitting?

The MINISTER replied:
I do not feel under any obligation to

give any undertaking in this connection.

FISHING INDUSTRY.
Slipway at BUnbUTZ,.

Mr. ROBERTS asked the Minister for
Fisheries:

(1) Has a request been made recently
by Professional fishermen for the building
of a slipwaY in Bunbury?
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(2) If so, has a recommendation gone
forward to the appropriate department for
the early erection of a suitable slipway.
If not, will such a recommendation be
made?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) No.
(2) See Answer to No. (1).

SUPERANNUATION BOARD.
Investments Within and Outside

Western Australia.
Mr. CORNELL asked the Treasurer:
(1) What was the total amount invested

by the Superannuation Board on the 30th
June, 1957?

(2) What were the respective amounts
invested in securities--

(a) within Western Australia;
(b) outside the State?

The TREASURER replied:
(1) £4,256,912.
(2) (a) £2,931,807.

(b) £1,355,165.

WATER SUPPLIES.
Extension to Kalannie.

Mr. CORNELL asked the Minister for
Water Supplies:

(1) Is there any possibility of the pipe-
line to be constructed from Minnivale to
Kokardine being extended to Kalannie?

(2) If so, when?
The MINISTER replied:
(1) Not in the foreseeable future because

Kalannie is outside both the original and
the modified comprehensive scheme.

(2) Answered by No. (1).

RAILWAYS.
(a) Fire Hazard, Bnrakin-Eonnie Roeck

Line.
Mr. CORNELL asked the Minister repre-

senting the Minister for Railways:
(1) Is the department aware that a con-

siderable fire hazard exists because of the
absence of firebreaks along the Burakin-
Bonnie Rock railway line?

(2) Is it proposed by the department to
mitigate the hazard by burning off along-
side the line or by providing firebreaks?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT re-
plied:

(1) There should be little risk of fire In
the railway reserve unless it spreads
thereto from an adjoining property.

(2) Firebreaks have been provided
around buildings, bridges and culverts
'only, but during organised burning off
operations the district engineer will co-
operate with the local authority as far as
practicable with the limited staff available.

(b) Operating Figures, Suburban System.
Mr. CORNELL asked the Minister re-

presenting the Minister for Railways:
On the 17th October, 1957, vide Han-

sard, page 2319, in reply to a question
asked by Hon. C. H. Simpson, M.L.C., the
following figures were given in respect of
the suburban railway system for the year
ended the 30th June, 1956--

Expenditure...... ......... 872,748
Revenue......... .... ..... 372,421

On the 6th November, 1956, in reply to
a Question asked by me, the expenditure
was given as £1,448,995. What is the rea-
son for this difference?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT re-
plied:

The expenditure figures supplied in
November, 1956, included direct operating
expenses plus depreciation and a propor-
tion of other indirect expenditure.

The expenditure figures supplied on the
17th October, 1957. included direct oper-
ating expenses only.

(c) New Reception Kiosk, Kalgoorlie.
Mr. EVANS asked the Minister represen-

ting the Minister for Railways:
(1) Has work commenced on the recep-

tion kiosk at the railway goods sheds,
Kalgoorlie?

(2) if so, is it intended to incorporate
sliding glass doors, for purposes of venti-
lation and light in the kiosk?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT
replied:

(1) Work has commenced On the check-
er's office at the goods shed.

(2) No. Sliding glass windows are be-
Ing provided.

(d) Standardtsation re New Diesel
Halars.

Mr. HEARMAN asked the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Railways:

What degree of standardisation is being
practised in respect of the 10 new diesel
railcars. proposed to be constructed at
Midland Junction in comparison with the
existing diesel railcars?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT
replied:

A more powerful engine and wider doors
are the only variation from the design of
the existing diesel railcars.

Ce) Amounts of Tenders and
Comparative Costs.

Mr. COURT asked the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Railways:

(1) With reference to the question I
asked on the 12th November, with regard
to the calling of tenders for the supply of
diesel railcars and Westland coaches, what
were the amounts of the tenders?
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(2) With reference to another answer he
gave, how can the Government be con-
fident that the work can be performed
cheaper at the Midland Junction work-
shops than by tenderers when complete
estimates are not yet available?

The MINISTER FOR TRANqSPORT
replied:

(1) It is not the practice to make public
details of prices submitted by Private
tenderers.

(2) By comparing recent tendered prices
with the cost of Previous purchases.

ROADS.
Burakin-Bonnie Rock Area.

Mr. CORNELL asked the Minister for
Works:

(1) Has the Main Roads Department
assumed responsibility for the maintenance
of the roads in the area served Previously
by the Hurakin-Bonnie Rock railway?

(2) If not, is it intended that the re-
sponsibility for maintaining these roads
will pass to the department?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) The responsibility for general main-

tenance of roads in the area served
previously by the Burakin-Bonnie Rock
railway still remains with the local author-
ities. Where a local authority considers
that roads are adversely affected by addit-
ional traffic, they should make representa-
tions to the Commissioner of Main Roads
for assistance.

(2) Answered by No. (1).

IRRIGATION AND DRAINAGE.
Increase in Rates.

Mr. 1. W. MANNING asked the Minister
for Water Supplies:

(1) Is there to be an increase in irriga-
tion rates and charges for the current
season?

(2) Will there also be an increase in
drainage rates?

(3) If the answer to Nos. (1) and (2) is
"Yes," what are the new rates and charges?

(4) What is the reason for the increase
in irrigation and drainage rates?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) Irrigation.

Rates-28s. 96. per acre (two
free waterings) minimum rate

Subsequent watering ... ..

Other charges under by-laws
(but not penalty clauses) ..

Drainage.
Per acre.

s. d.

Harvey, Collie, Waroona, Serl3Cn-
tine-Mundijong. Pinjarra, Bus-
selton drainage district&-

(i) Where neither cut-off nor
outlet facility is provided

il) Cut-off facility ... ..

(iii) Outlet facility-
(a) 10 acres or part there-

of nearest to outlet ..
(b) 10 acres or part there-

of next to the 10 acres
nearest the outlet ..

(c) 10 acres or part there-
of next to the 20 acres
nearest the outlet ..

(d) 10 acres or part there-
of next to the 30 acres
nearest the outlet ..

(e) 10 acres or part there-
of next to the 40 acres
nearest the outlet ..

(f) 10 acres or part there-
of next to the 50 acres
nearest the outlet ..

(g) 10 acres or part there-
of next to the 60 acres
nearest the outlet ..

(h) 20 acres or part there-
of next to the 70 acres
nearest the outlet ..

0i) 30 acres or part there-
of next to the 90 acres
nearest the outlet ..

(j) In excess of the 120
acres nearest the out-
let .. .

6
6

4 0

3 3

2 104

2 3

1 9

1 3

1 0

U+

6

3
Subject to a minimum rate of
1ks. 3d. for each parcel of land.

Wilson drainage district-
Per acre.

Qi) Where neither cut-off nor
outlet facility is provided

0ii)
(iii)

P. s. d.

7 39
5 9

Per cent.
increase.

15

Cut-off facility ..
Outlet facility-
(a) 10 acres or part there-

of nearest to outlet ..
(b) 10 acres or part there-

of next to the 10 acres
nearest the outlet ..

(c) 10 acres or part there-
of next to the 20 acres
nearest the outlet ..

(d) 10 acres or part there-
of next to the 30 acres
nearest the outlet ..

(e) 10 acres or part there-
of next to the 40 acres
nearest the outlet ..

s. d.

5
6

3 3

2 8

2 4

1 10

1 5
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Wilson drainage district-continued.
Per acre.

s. d.
(f) 10 acres or part there-

of next to the 50 acres
nearest the outlet ... 1 I

(g) 10 acres or part there-
of next to the 60 acres
nearest the outlet .... 10

(h) 20 acres or part there-
of next to the 710 acres
nearest the outlet .. 7

() 30 acres or part there-
of next to the 90 acres
nearest the outlet .... 5

(j) In excess of the 120
acres nearest the out-

Subject to a minimum rate of
9s. for each parcel of land.

Land
Land
Land
Land

Stirling drainage-
Unimproved

value.
grading A 50. .. i. in £
grading B .... 3*d. in £
grading C ... 21d. in £
grading D .2d, in £

Subject to a minimum of 5s. for each
separate allotment.

(4) Constant losses on operations, even
without providing for interest and sinking
fund.

POLICE PRlOSECUTION.
(a) Appeal Expenses, Recovery by Crown.

Mr. EVANS asked the Minister for
Justice:

In the case of an accused person being
acquitted in a lower Court. and then con-
victed on appeal by the police to the
Supreme Court. is it a fact that he is not
only punished for the offence, but he also
has to pay, apart from his own legal de-
fence at the appeal, the casts of the police
in appealing?

The MINISTER replied:
Yes, in most cases, except that under

Section 219 of the Justices Act, 1902-1948,
it is provided that, where on an appeal
brought by a police officer the decision
appealed against is not confirmed and has
involved in the opinion of the court or
judge hearing the appeal a point of law
of exceptional public importance, costs
may be allowed to the respondent.

(b) Recovery of Legal Expenses.
Mr. EVANS asked the Minister for

Justice:
(1) Is there provision under the

Justices Act whereby an accused person,
acquitted in a court of first instance, and
further acquitted by the Supreme Court
(after appeal by the police) can recover
costs against the police, for expenses in-
curred during the appeal?

(2) If not, is this not a question of
amending legislation being desirable?

The MINISTER replied:
Yes: Section 219 of the Justices Act,

1902-1948.

BILL-SWAN RIVER CONSERVATION.
Introduced by the Minister for Works

and read a first time.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION.
Closing Days of Sessiorn.

The PREMIER: I move-
That until otherwise ordered, the

Standing Orders be suspended so far
as to enable Bills to be Introduced
without notice and to be passed
through all their remaining stages on
the same day, all messages from the
Legislative Council to be taken into
consideration on the same day they
are received, and to enable resolutions
from the Committees of Supply and
of Ways and Means to be reported
and adopted on the samne day on
which they shall have passed those
committees.

This motion is always moved towards
the close of a parliamentary session.
We are now moving towards the end of
the current session and the endorsement
of this motion by members will assist in
the speeding up of procedures. In the
event of the motion being carried, the
Government will certainly not attempt to
use it for the purpose of refusing or
stifling discussion, but merely to ensure
that the norm~al processes of the House
are speeded up as set down in Standing
Orders.

I think members are aware that con-
siderable time can be saved when Stand-
ing Orders are suspended, and if the
House is to complete its business this
session within a reasonable time from
today, it is essential that the motion be
carried and that advantage be taken of
it within reason. I again give an assur-
ance, if such be required, that the Govern-
ment will certainly not in any circum-
stances use this motion, if carried, for
the purpose of refusing reasonable discus-
sion to members.

Hon. D. BRAND: We would not oppose
the motion because each one of us would
like to see a reasonable close to this
session. We do not wish a repetition of
what I understand happened last year,
and what I experienced the year before.
To Say the most kindly thing about it,
the situation was chaotic in the last two
or three days which eventually ran up to
Christmas. I remember the criticism that
the Leader of the House levelled at my
colleagues the member for Murray and
the member for Stirling. for their lack of
co-operation and so on.

The Premier: It was bad in that year.
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Hon. D. BRAND: It did not equal the
situation that existed in the last two
years; it did not come within cooee of it.
Private members generally bad a reason-
able opportunity of having their say, even
though we did sit late at times. The
Premier said that he hoped to bring about
the close of the session on the 22nd
November, but even though we started a
month early, I do not think there is any
hope of finishing the session before the
30th November. One has only to look at
the notice paper to appreciate that fact.
The Minister for Works has still to intro-
duce a most controversial Bill-one which
I think should have been introduced
earlier. There is also the Bill relating to
unfair trading and profit control which is
likely to be controversial.

The Minister for Labour: That is not
controversial.

Hon. D. BRAND: It may not be any
more controversial than the Minister for
Labour thinks the statement by Mr. Lavery
in another place is controversial. But we
will wait and see. There are also the Bills
dealing with natives' status as citizens.
workers' compensation and the metropoli-
tan transport trust.

The Minister for Transport: The last
one is not controversial.

Hon. D. BRAND: Those Bills should be
thoroughly debated in this House. Apart
from that, we have 180 amendments to
the Local Government Bill and several
amendments to the Juries Bill. The second
reading debate of the Education Act
Amendment Bill has yet to be concluded.
and there are several others which will
probably take a great deal of time. We
cannot be expected to pass the legislation
dealing with reserves and road closures
without any discussion, and there is also
a request from Parliament for a superan-
nuation Bill for members.

Apart from all this we are still awaiting
Government action on the report of the
Honorary Royal Commission into restric-
tive trade practices, and members would
also like an opportunity to discuss the
report on Chamberlain industries; because
members will recall that this committee
was set up as a result of the proposal for
a select committee. The Rouse should
be given an opportunity to discuss the
findings of that committee. The Bill deal-
ing with long-service leave went through
in 12 hours, and while there was a, reason-
able degree of co-operation, such a highly
important measure should have been dis-
cussed for a longer period. It could have
been introduced earlier.

With those few words, I would say that
we are pleased to co-operate with the
Premier, at the same time not forgetting
that there is a need to give members the
opportunity of discussing within the
reasonable hours of the session the Esti-
mates, both general and loan.

Question put and passed.

BILL-LONG -SERVICE LEAVE.
Third Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR (Hon.
W. Hegney-Mt. Hawthorn) [4.57): I
move-

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

MR. COURT (Nedlands) (4.581, I feel
I should make some comment on this Bill
because now that it has passed through the
Committee stage, it presents, in its present
form, a most extraordinary hotch-potch.
It is true that some amendments were
agreed to by the Government, and these
have been incorporated in the Bill. But
the fact remains that the Government has
refused to accept the main points of differ-
ence between the opposition and the Gov-
ernment. They can be briefly sumarised
as follows-

(1) The proposition of the Opposition
was the acceptance completely of
the code.

The Minister frowns, but the fact remains
that there is a code.

Mr. Potter: But it is an eastern code, not
a western code.

Mr. COURT: If the word "code" is ob-
jectionable to the hon. member, I would
agree to refer to it as the national agree-
ment-but I thought we had decided to
call it the code. If the hon. member wants
me to switch, however, I will refer to it as
the national agreement. I was only trying
to oblige. We accept, completely, the
arrangements of this code that has been
the result of negotiations between em-
ployer and employee.

Briefly the position is, that the code
provides for three months' long-service
leave after 20 years' service. it also pro-
vides for pro rata entitlements after 10
years under certain conditions and auto-
matic pro rata entitlement after 15 years.
We consider it to be a balanced approach
to the problem. The clauses in the agree-
ment are the result of deliberations be-
tween bodies which have had considerable
industrial experience both on the employer
and on the employee side, and one would
expect their findings to be responsible and
soundly based in the light of industrial
experience.

Against this the Government's proposi-
tion is for three months' leave after 10
years' service. It is our opinion that
industry in this State at this point of time
neither expects that particular basis of
long-service leave, nor can the economy
or Industry in Western Australia afford it.
For some reason that is beyond me the
Government has shown a complete indif-
ference towards the cost of this, and a
complete indifference towards the negotia-
tions successfully completed by the em-
ployers on the one side and the employees
on the other. The Minister has treated
it with complete indifference and indeed
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with scorn. He went so far as to say on
two different occasions during the debate
that the Government would not under
any circumstances accept certain of these
conditions.

Is one to assume that the Minister is
laying down the gauntlet and saying, "If
we do not get our proposition, we would
rather lose the Bill'? If that is the
Government's attitude. I think the sooner
it is made public the better it will be,
because I am quite convinced that the
workers of this State will not thank the
Goverrnent for adopting that attitude.

Mr. Moir: They won't thank you either.
Mr. COURT: What for?
Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Making it 20 years.
Mr. COURT: We are supporting the

long-service leave proposition on the basis
of the code-

The Minister for Transport; Who is
the Government of this country, the people
here or those at the other end of the
building?

Mr. COURT: -and that is all we are
trying to do.

The Minister for Transport: You might
ask-

The SPEAKER: Order! I suggest the
hon. member address the Chair.

Mr. COURT: If the Government has
made up its mind that it is not prepared
to accept this proposition that has been
agreed to between employer and employee
organisations, I think it is time it told
the workers of this State, because I am
convinced they will not thank the Gov-
erment for rejecting a soundly based pro-
position, worked out after appropriate
negotiation-negotiation which we should
encourage at every possible turn of the
road in the industrial life of this State.I am not opposing the Bill, because we
believe in the principle of long-service
leave, but I want to make clear where
the Opposition stands, because in its pre-
sent amended form the Bill is neither one
thing nor the other.

MR. PERKINS (Roe) [5.21: I am some-
what surprised at how irresponsible the
Government has been in its approach to
this particular legislation. It is all very
well for Government members to rise In
the Chamber and say that this is a pro-
gressive move designed to improve the
working conditions for employees gener-
ally in this State. I think members of the
Opposition have indicated that they are
anxious to do the same thing. It Is very
much in the Interests of employers to see
that they have a contented and well-paid
work force with good conditions. The
worst thing that can happen in Industry
is to have a lot of industrial trouble and
discontent. I do not think I need to en-
large on that particular point, because it

has been reiterated so often in discussing
some of the problems facing Australian
industry.

Mr. Marshall: This has been discussed
in private industry for 30 years.

Mr. PERKINS: The Government has
been irresponsible in its approach to this
particular question. In Western Australia
at the present time we have a higher basic
wage than any applying in the other
States. Of course, the basic wage Is ar-
rived at after investigation, anid all mem-
bers in this House are conversant with
that fact. However, industry has to find
the additional cost and now we have the
Government coming forward with a pro-
position which, if carried in the form
which it is intended it should leave this
Chamber to go for consideration in an-
other place, is going to mean there will be
a further increase in costs here as com-
Pared with competitive industry in the
other States in the Commonwealth.

I ask members: Is that desirable? Is
that the way to expand industry in this
State? I think members on the Govern-
ment side of the House had better ask
themselves the question; Are they really
sincere in their desire to see industrial
expansion in this State? Frankly, I think
it is a queer way to go about it and place
industry in the position where it is com-
peting at a disadvantage with its competi-
tors in the other States. Why is the
Premier coming out with publicity suggest-
ing that we buy Western Australian goods?
We are anxious to buy Western Australian
goods.

The Premier: Why not buy them?
Mr. PERKINS:, What is the good of

that sort of publicity if industry Is not
in a position to produce the goods on a
competitive basis?

The Premier:, Why doesn't the hon.
member buy them?

Mr. PERKINS: Of course we buy them.
The Premier: Of course you don't.
Mr. PERKINS: The Premier is twitting

me, but we on this side buy a great deal
more of Western Australia goods than
those on the other side of the House.

The Minister for Transport: Anti-
Western Australian!

The Premier: If you could save 2d. on
Japanese goods, you would buy them.

Mr. PERKINS: What an irresponsible
interjection that is by the Premier!

The Premier:. Thoroughly justified; we
know you.

Mr. PERKINS: Government members
seem to deny that there is a code in
existence. All I can say is that we have
seen a document setting out in detail a
certain set of conditions which has been
agreed to after negotiations between em-
ployer organisations and the A.C.T.U.
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Mr. Court: And the Minister has a
copy, too.

The Minister for Labour: Are there any
signatures on it?

Mr. PERtKINS: The Minister seems to
den3y the authenticity of that document.

The Minister for Labour: Don't try to
juggle words!

Mr. PERKINS: A certain set of con-
ditions has been agreed to, and is the law
in certain of the other States of the Com-
monwealth. The point I am making is
that it is an irresponsible attitude on the
part of the Minister, at this stage at least,
to depart from that basic standard-if I
might put it that way-which is at present
in force in the other States. As time goes
on, there will be discussions, no doubt
between the employer organisations and
the A.C.T.U.; and it is natural to expect
that amendments will be made from time
to time.

I am particularly keen on the principle
of direct negotiations between the employ-
er organisations; on the one hand and the
industrial unions on the other. The less
that Governments interfere and cause
complications while such negotiations are
being carried out, the better it will be for
industry in the long run. I feel the form
in which this Bill is now to leave this
House is a very material departure from
what apparently has been accepted by the
employer organisations. on the one hand
and the industrial unions on the other.
The Minister, bath in his introduction of
the Bill at the second reading stage and
during the Committee stage, made great
play on the fact that Government em-
ployees in this State are able to enjoy long-
service leave after 10 years, whereas what
the Opposition was trying to do was to
maintain a provision in the Bill of 20 years.
parallel with the legislation agreed to In
the other States.

In my opinion, it is very misleading in-
deed to attempt to compare the conditions
in the Civil Service, or for Government
employees generally, with the conditions
that exist in private industry. So far as
the Civil Service is concerned a great
majority of members work under the
Public Service Commissioner and must
accept the appropriate rates of pay and the
conditions laid down as a proper return
for the particular grade in which they are
employed. The only way they can receive
an increase or betterment of those con-
ditions is by rising to a higher grade in
the service. Of course, that is in marked
contrast with the position in private in-
dustry.

I think that if members examine the
position, they will find that almost all
employees who will become entitled to long-
service leave at 20 years-probably the
vast majority of those who have been for
ten years with the one employer-will be
receiving many bonuses or an improvement

of conditions, additional to what is pro-
vided for in the appropriate award for
their particular industry. It is only
natural that those employees who remain
with an employer for a long period of time
are the most valued employees and, in
my experience, those employees are always
suitably rewarded.

Therefore, in the circumstances, I think
the Minister has to agree that the condit-
ions in the Civil Service are not parallel
with the conditions which obtain in private
industry, and no useful purpose seems to be
served by using the Civil Service as a yard-
stick for what should be done in private in-
dustry. After discussing this subject with
some of those employers, it became very
evident to me that there will arise a numn-
ber of problems, particularly for small
businesses. The people who are to be most
vitally affected, I am convinced, will be
some of those conducting small businesses
which employ perhaps two or three or up
to a dozen employees. In those circum-
stances, members can well imagine that
losing the services of the most experienced
employees for a period will cause greater
complications than one would expect in a
much larger industrial organisation.

I think that employers generally ac-
cept that this request for long-service
leave, which has been put up through the
appropriate industrial channels, is some-
thing which is for the good of industry
and should be agreed to. Hence, our
ready acceptance on this side of the
House of the principle of long-service
leave. However, when it comes to matters
of detail, that is where we find fault with
this particular legislation. I believe that
if the Government had been more co-
operative in this matter, it might have
been possible to use the granting of long-
service leave not only for improved con-
ditions of employees of industry as a
whole, but also as a means of getting
greater efficiency in Industry.

However, I do not want to enlarge on
this particular point at this stage as I
think it has already been canvassed dur-
ing the various stages of the debate, but
I know that a great many employers are
anxious that if there is to be some varia-
tion. of the various bonus schemes that
have been developed to improve the return
payable to employees who have been with
them for any length of time and have
shown themselves responsible participants
in the particular industry involved, then
it is desirable that whatever legislation is
framed, it should take cognisance of that
particular point.

I1 am very sorry indeed that the Gov-
ernment has not been more co-operative
with the Opposition in considering this
question, because I think that if the
legislation were proclaimed in the form
in which it is leaving this House, it would
put industry in this State at a disadvant-
age as compared with its competitors in
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the other States. I hope that even at this
late stage the Government will give some
further thought to the principles and the
details involved.

THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR (Hon.
W. Hegney-Mt. Hawthorn-in reply)
[5.17]: In reply to the member for Ned-
lands, I would like to say that I thought I
had explained very clearly, and without
any equivocation whatsoever, the Govern-
ment's attitude in connection with this Bill.
I said distinctly and very definitely that
the Government was not going to swallow
the code hook, line and sinker; that the
Government had its own Bill; and that
after due consideration had set down its
own conditions and Incorporated them in
the measure as submitted to the House.

Surely that is clear enough! I pointed
out that we were not going to be dragged
by any code or anything else, and that we
exercised our own initiative. In contra-
diction of the member for Nedlands, I
would reiterate for about the hundredth
time that there has been no agreement. I
am advised on very good authority that
there will be a meeting of the authoritative
body of the A.C.T.U. on the 25th of this
month.

Mr. Court: Do you say no agreement has
been reached?

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I say
that no agreement has been signed.

Mr. Court: Agreement has been reached.

The SPEAKER: Order!

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I have
plenty of Patience. No agreement has
been signed. With regard to the bodies
that met in conference, I do not know what
the employers said, but I know that the
A.C.T.U. delegates are to submit a report
to the A.C.T.U. on the 25th November.
What would be the attitude of the member
for Nedlands if, on the 25th November, the
A.C.T.U. repudiated the code?

Mr. Court: Surely they will not do that!

The MINISTER FOR L-ABOUR: There
we are! There is the member for Nedlands
speaking on behalf of the Opposition, as
he is quite entitled to do. But I doubt
whether he has full authority to speak on
behalf of the A.C.T.U. and forecast its
attitude.

Mr. Court: I know it has agreed to this.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I know
there will be a meeting of the A.C.T.U. on
the 25th November and it remains for that
body to decide whether it will accept the
code or reject it. I do not think the
member for Nedlands will disagree with
that. I have a copy of a document which
was apparently subscribed to by certain
employers' organisations and A.C.T.U.
representatives, but there has been no
finality.

When we pass a Bill here, we do not
say that Parliament has agreed to it. It
has to run the gauntlet of another Place.
Similarly, if two parties agree to something
verbally, there is no final agreement.
ordinarily speaking, until those parties put
their signatures to a particular document.
I am not going to enter into details on
that aspect. Suffice to say that the mem-
ber for Nedlands has been harping on this
code; but he did not forget to try to attach
a very important clause to the Bill by way
of amendment, which would have had the
effect of stultifying the Arbitration Court
forever in the future in regard to long-
service leave.

If his amendment had been agreed to, it
would have had the effect of taking away
from the court in the future any authority
to grant long-service leave. Our attitude
is that Parliament should be entitled to
lay down principles in regard to long-
service leave: but it is not proposed to
remove any power from the court. If we
had accepted the hon. member's amend-
ment. what would have happened? There
are a number of agreements registered in
the court in regard to Government em-
ployees and a number of them have incor-
porated in them long-service leave regula-
tions agreed to by the Government for 30
years.

Mr. Court: You are misleading the House.
There is exemption in the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: There
is no exemption. The amendment definitely
set out that the Arbitration Court would
be required to cancel any award.

Mr. Court: Except those-
The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: There

was no "except" in the amendment. I will
read It in a minute.

Mr. Court: Well, read it!
Te MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Prob-

ably it would be better if I did.
Mr. Court: Read the exemption clause

as well.
The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: No: I

am not going to read the exemption clause.
Mr. Court: You are not being fair. Read

the exemption clause!
The SPEAKER: Order!
The MINISTER FOR LAB3OUR: Here is

the amendment the hon. member wanted
to have inserted-

This Act shall apply in respect to
any worker entitled to long-service
leave under any industrial award or
agreement made or registered under
the Industrial Arbitration Act, 1912,
notwithstanding the Provisions of any
such award or agreement and the
Court of Arbitration shall on the ap-
plication of any person interested can-
cel any provisions in any such award
or agreement relating to long-service
leave.
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The hon. member tries to bring in the
matter of exemption. There are two en-
tirely distinct circumstances altogether
This amendment is definite. It is
an overriding clause; and the member
for Nedlands himself said that we should
have it one way or the other: Parliament
should enact legislation and power should
be removed from the court or Parliament
should repose the power in the court.

Mr. Court: Read pages 4 and 5 of the
Bill.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I am
giving my interpretation.

Mr. Court: It is unfair and biased. Read
Pages 4 and 5.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: it
would have the effect of removing refer-
enice to long-service leave from the A.W.U.
award with regard to Yampi Sound.

Mr. Moir: That is one of the inten-
tions.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Yes.
So far as the code is concerned-and the
member for Nedlands understands what
the word "code" means-there has been
no signed agreement. The code, as it
is called contains a number of clauses
and paragraphs which have already been
incorporated in the Acts of three of the
other States at least. But this Govern-
ment has drafted and introduced its own
Bill.

With regard to the member for Roe.he handled the truth very carelessly, inas-
much as he said that I denied the exist-
ence of any document. I did no such
thing. I do not think he was here the
other evening when the whole matter was
explained very fully and when a long
debate took place, to which the member
for Nedlands. on behalf of the Opposition.
contributed largely. No one-neither the
member for Nedlands, nor myself, nor any-
body else-denied the existence of a docu-
ment.

I would remind the member for Roe
that in his very thriving district of Bruce
Rock-I am speaking from memory and
am open to correction-the road board by-
laws provide for long-service leave for
road board employees after 10 years' ser-
vice; and if we had accepted the amend-
ment moved on behalf of the Opposition
by the member for Nedlands, we would
have helped very directly to remove from
those by-laws the provision which now
exists for three months' leave after 10
Years' service. As a matter of fact, that
applies to about 120 local authorities. We
would have assisted to undermine the
Government long-service leave regulations
that have been in existence for 30 Years.

In his reference to bonuses given by pri-
vate enterprise and the fact that it is
necessary for members of the Public Ser-
vice to improve their standard grade by
grade, the member for Roe entirely missed
the point. In his meanderings, he was

completely meaningless. The principle of
granting long-service leave is that after
a period of service an employee should be
entitled to a certain number of paid holi-
days. Under the Public Service Act, over
the last 50 Years there has been a provi-
sion for long-service leave, not after 10
years' service but after seven years' ser-
vice.

The member for Roe was very wide of
the mark. Hle tried to make great play
to the effect that the Government did not
co-operate with the Opposition. I do not
know what force prompted them, but I
believe that something prompted the re-
presentatives of the Opposition to fall over
themselves in trying to ensure that this
so-called code was established as an Act
of Parliament. It 1.a3 been said that the
Opposition was in favour of long-service
leave, But it remained for this Govern-
ment to introduce something substantial
and of an affrmatlve character.

Mr. Court: It took you a long time.
The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Rut we

did it. Then all of a sudden we find that
the Opposition is all agog-

Mr. Court: You seem disappointed.
The MINISTER FOR L-ABOUR: -to

have a long-service leave scheme providing
for such leave after 20 years' service. That
is the position that has arisen, and that
was the impression I gained during the
debate. The member for Nedlands has
said that there are certain anomalies. It
is hoped that they will be ironed out. But
so far as we are concerned, we introduced
the Bill and want to se it passed, which I
hope it will be.

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

the Council.

HILL-ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 3).

Third Reading.
THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE (Hon.

E. Nulsen-Eyre) [5.29]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a third

time.
Question put and a division taken with

the following result:-

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Ayes ..
Noes

Majority for .. .

Ayes.
Andrew
Brady
Evans
Gaffy
Graham
Hall
Hawke
Heal
W. Hegney
Hoar
Jamieson
Johnson
Kelly

.... .... .... 26

.... .... .... 19

'7

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
W.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr-

Lapharn
Lawrence
Marshall
Moir
Nulsen
O'Brien
Potter
Rhatigan
Rodo red a
Sewaell
Sleeman
Tcms
Norton

:TellerJ)
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Noes.
Mr. Acklend Mr. Nalder
Mr. fossil Mr, Ciddield
Mr. Brand Mr. Owen
Mr. Court Mr. Perkins
Mr. Orayden Mr. Roberta
Mr. Hearman Mr. Thorn
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Watts
Mr. Mann Mr. Wild
Mr, W. Manning Mr. Crommeltn
Sir Ross McLarty (Teller.)

Pairs.
Ayes. Noes,

Mr, May Mr. I. Manning
Mr. Tonkin Mr. Cornell

The SPEAKER: I have counted the
House. There is an absolute majority of
members in favour of the Bill and I there-
fore declare the question carried.

Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted

to the Council.

BILL-LAND TAX ASSESSMENT ACT
AMENDMENT.

Report.

Report of Committee adapted.

Third Reading.
THE TREASURER (Hon. A. R, G.

Hawke-Northam) [5.311: 1 move-
That the Bill be now read a, third

time.

HON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling) [5.32]:
I cannot support the third reading of this
measure. I explained my position clearly
during the second reading stage last night
and I feel that in principle it is undesirable
that a tax of this kind should continue to
be imposed. The only course open to me,
therefore, is to vote against the third
reading, which I propose to do. I did not
realise that the Standing Orders suspen-
sion would comne into operation so rapidly
and I therefore assumed that the third
reading would take place tomorrow, al-
though. of course, that would make no
difference to my attitude towards the
measure.

I have already explained, during the sec-
ond reading debate, that I have already
done something, in a small way, to assist
the Government to replace the revenue
which it would lose if this Bill were not
passed. I am prepared, also, to contri-
bute towards the support of the measure
which will replace the vermin. rate which,
under the present law, is not in existence.
Beyond that, I do not feel disposed to go,
and I thought I would make my position
quite clear before the Bill was read a third
time.

HON. D. BRAND (Greenough) [5.351:
We made our position abundantly clear
during the second reading debate, and we
opposed the second reading of the measure.
Opportunity was taken by us of placing a
limitation on the life of the Bill, as a
second string to our bow, but the position
has not altered in principle and we will

oppose the third reading of the measure,
There is an opportunity now, before the
Treasurer rests too heavily on the income,
which will increase from year to year, from
the tax on improved land, to rid ourselves
of another tax burden, Once a tax has
been imposed for a number of years, no
matter what the intentions or Policy of
any Government, it is difficult to remove
it.

I reiterate that we would be happy to
support any action to reimpose the vermin
tax, at least to cover the amount of
£100,000 which is being deducted from the
land tax revenue and paid to the Agricul-
ture Protection Board for the destruction
of vermin. Apart from that, I would point
out that the Treasurer stated, by way of
interjection, that he would still get this
tax until the 30th June, 1958, and so, I
imagine, it will contribute aL reasonable
total which should help him overcome his
financial difficulties this year. I have
taken this opportunity to make it quite
clear that we are opposed to the imposition
of this tax, irrespective of the limitation
approved during the Committee stage last
night.

Question Put and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes .... .. .. ... 26

Majority for

Mr. Andrew
Mr. Brady
Mr. Evans
Mr. Cleffy
Mr. Graham
Mr. Hall
Mr. Hawke
Mr. Heal
Mr. W. Hegney
Mr. Hoar
Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Kelly

Mr. Ackland
Mr. Bovel
Mr. Brand
Mr. Court
Mr. Grayden
Mr. Hearnian
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Mann
Mr. W. Manning
Sir Rosa Moliarty

.7

Ayes.
Mr. Lapham
Mr. Lawrence
Mr. Marshall
Mr. Moir
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. O'Brien
Mr. Potter
Mr. Rhatigan
Mr. Rodareda
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Sleeinan
Mr. Tome
Mr. Norton

(Teller.)
Noes.

Mr. Nalder
Mr. Old field
Mr. Owen
Mr. Perkins
Mr. Roberts
Mr. Thorn
Mr. Watts
Mr. Wild
Mr. Crozumelia

(Teller.)

Pairs.
Ayes. Noes.

Mr. May Mr. 1. Manning
Mr. Tonkin Mr. Cornell

Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to

the Council.

BILLS (4) -RETURNED.
1, Companies Act Amendment.

With amendments.
2, Shearers' Accommodation Act Amend-

ment.
with an amendment.
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3, Cattle Trespass, Fencing and Im-
pounding Act Amendment.

4, Factories and Shops Act Amend-
ment.

Without amendment.

BILL-OPTOMETRISTS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council's Message.
Message from the Council received and

read notifying that it had agreed to the
amendment made by the Assembly.

BILL-VERMIN ACT AMENDMENT.

Report.

Report of Committee adopted.

Third Reading.

THE TREASURER (Hon. A. R. 0.
Hawke-Northam) [5.42]: 1 move-

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

HON. DI. BRAND (Greenough) 15.43]:
For the same reasons as I outlined when
dealing with the land tax measure, we
oppose the third reading of this Bill. Al-
though the measure was amended in
Committee to place a limit on its life, we
now, I repeat, oppose the third reading,
which will, of course, prevent a perman-
en suspension of the application of the
vermin tax.

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

to the Council.

MOTION-MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT.

To Disallow Uniform General Building
By-laws.

Order of the Day read for the resump-
tion from the 7th August of the debate
on the following motion by Mr'. Oldfield:-

That the uniform general building
by-laws, made under the Municipal
Corporations Act, 1906-1956, published
in the "Government Gazette" on the
5th June, 1957, and laid upon the
Table of the House on the 9th July,
1957, be, and are hereby, disallowed.

Question put and passed.

MOTION-ROAD DISTRICTS ACT.

To Disallow Uniform General Building
By-laws.

Debate resumed from the '7th August
on the following motion by Mr. Oldfield:

That the uniform general building
by-laws, made under the Road Dis-
tricts Act, 1919-1956, published in the
"Government Gazette" on the 5th
June, 1957. and laid upon the Table
of the House on the 9th July, 10.57.
be. and are hereby, disallowed.

MR. COURT (Nedlands) (5.44): 1 did
not intend to take part in this debate as
I expected that the Minister for Works,
on behalf of the Minister for Local Coy-
ermnent, would rise and explain the Goy-
erment's attitude towards these uniform
general building by-laws. As is known,
there has been a lot of negotiation and
discussion between the Government.
various interested parties, local authori-
ties and other bodies and the committee
which the Government set up.

Considerable progress has, I understand,
been made by the minister for Local
Government in meeting the wishes of some
of those who have found reason to object
to the uniform building by-laws. I think
it is safe to say that there is a general
acceptance among both local governing
bodies, the building fraternity and the
architectural profession that there should
be a degree of uniformity in our building
by-laws. For many years there have been
negotiations to bring about this state of
affairs. However, when they were intro-
duced it was found that there were many
anomalies and some of the situations that
could have arisen have been high-lighted
in this House.

Even at this point of time we are not
fully informed about the amendments that
have been agreed to by the Government.
The Minister for Local Government was
good enough to make available to some of
the members, the amendments agreed to
earlier this week. if information that one
hears around the town is correct, a further
conference was held between the members
of the committee who are handling this
matter and some of the interested parties
and further amendments were agreed to.
In particular, they were amendments which
would make it possible to conform to the
uniform building by-laws by using certain
specifications which arc accepted by the
Standards Association of Australia.

There were anomalies whereby measure-
ments and specifications accepted through-
out Australia by the Standards Association
would not have been lawful under the
uniform building by-laws as originally
promulgated. Before the motion is finally
resolved by this House, I hope the Govern-
ment will give us an Indication of how far
it has gone in meeting representations
made to it.

The SPEAKER: Will the hon. member
please resume his seat? I wish to ask
members, particularly those at the back
of the Chamber, to maintain silence. With
all the conversation that is going on. it is
very difficult for me and also the Hansard
reporter who is taking the record, to hear
what is being said. Furthermore, such
conversation in the Chamber is extremely
disconcerting to the speaker and therefore,
1 hope there will be less conversation in
the Chamber than there has been to date.

Mr. COURT:, The point that I am lead-
ing up to is this: I hope the Government
will take the opportunity, before this
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motion is finally resolved, to indicate to
the House how far it has gone with the
representations that have been made to it
for a more satisfactory set of uniform
building by-laws and what machinery It
proposes in the immediate future for con-
sideration by representatives of the in-
terested parties.

I had just explained that when the by-
laws were originally promulgated, they did
not permit the adoption of certain
measurements and specifications which
have been universally endorsed by the
Standards Association of Australia, by
members of the building trade, by archi-
tectural authorities and by local author-
ities. That problem, however, has been
amicably resolved by negotiation between
the Government and the interested parties
within the last 24 hours.

What I am seeking is an undertaking
from the Government that those arrange-
ments, which have been agreed upon be-
tween the Government on the one band
and the various interested parties on the
ether-such as the Associated Sawmlllers,
the representatives of architects in this
State, certain local authorities and the
building fraternity-will be promulgated in
the near future-if not immediately-and
an undertaking that the Government in-
tends to receive representations from the
interested Parties and refer them toa the
advisory committee.

There is a representative committee
sitting at present, the members of which
include Mr. A. Clare, Principal Architect,
a representative of the architectural pro-
fession, Mr. Leighton, and Mr. Sloane,
who represents tbe Perth City Council.
There are, of course, other members on the
committee. It is important for such a body
to exist and for the House to have an
assurance that the Government will
sympathetically consider the representa-
tions that are made to the committee and
the recommendations that will be made
by it.

One feature of the uniform building
by-laws which Is causing considerable
concern are plot ratios. This is more a
town planning matter than building by-
laws, but nevertheless it has been included
in the uniform building by-laws. The last
set of amendments made public make pro-
vision for a revision of the plot ratio
formula. which, I understand, in the main
meets the objections that were raised by
the members of the building fraternity and
the architectural profession. I hope that
before a decision is made, the Government
will give us an indication of what it pro-
poses to do in regard to the amendments
already agreed upon and in connection
with the representations that will be made
to it in the future.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I move-

That the debate be adjourned.
Motion put and negatived.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hon.
El. Nulsen-Eyre) (6.50]: We have given
a great deal of consideration to the uni-
form general building by-laws and I have
here some information concerning them
which has been handed to me by the Min-
ister for Local Government. The inorma-
tion reads as follows:-

Uniform Building By-laws -Com-
ments on other matters referred to in
Parliament together with the view-
point of the Reference Committee
thereon.

1. The by-laws do not provide for
any appeal board.

Comment-At the final general
meeting of the committee set up to
make recommendations for uniform
building by-laws it was recommended
that the technical committee consist-
ing of Mr. A. E. Clare, Principal Archi-
tect; Mr. W. T. Leighton, W.A. Chap-
ter of Architects and Mr. A. 0, Sloane.
City Building Surveyor, should wait
upon the Minister for Local Govern-
ment with a request that a reference
committee to review the by-laws and
Possibly arn appeal committeee be set
UP.

After hearing the viewpoint put for-
ward by the deputation the Minister
for Local Government agreed that be
would be quite prepared to set up a
committee to review any proposed
amendments to the by-laws and that
he would be quite happy to submit to
such committee any technical matters
in connection with any appeals that
may be brought before him.

The board of reference approved of
by the Minister consists of-

Mr. A. E. Clare, chairman, Prin-
cipal Architect.

Mr. A. G. Sloane, City Building
Surveyor.

Mr. W. T. Leighton, representing
W.A. Chapter of Architects.

Mr. A. H. Bracks, representing
Local Government Associa-
tion.

Ur. A. E. Stephenson, represent-
ing Institution of Engineers.

2. "Siting of Buildings."
This is covered by atn amending by-

law published in the Government
Gazette of the 4th October, 1957, fix-
ing a distance of 3-feet from the
boundary site for brick and brick
veneer construction and 4-feet from
the boundary site for wood framed
construction.

3. "'Minimum Height of Rooms in
Shops."

Comment.-The Committee does not
propose to alter the provisions of
Clause 71(b) as this refers to shops
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only and possibly this point may have
been overlooked when the suggestion
for an alteration was put forward.

4. "Washing Machines in Kit-
chens."

Comment-It is pointed out that
Clause 405 of the uniform building by-
laws provides that in the case of a
private dwelling any bathroom, laun-
dry or water closet is required to be
in accordance with the health by-laws.

Referring to
machines, the
health by-laws

the use of washing
requirements of the

are as follows:-
One set of two washing troughs and

one copper, or
At least one washing machine and

one washing trough or sink.
Whilst model 'A' by-law 4AC pro-

vides that where the laundry facilities
consist of a washing machine in ac-
cordance with Model 'A' By-Jaw 4A if
situated adjacent to the kitchen they
shall be separated therefrom by a wall
which shall be at least 6-feet high
with an opening not less than 2 feet 6
inches wide and not more than 4-feet
wide. Accordingly the committee de-
cided that there was no need to make
any specific provision in the uniform
building by-laws.

5. "Basements."
Comment.-The committee Is un-

animously of the opinion that the ex-
pression "basement" used for storage
purposes was not and should not ap-
ply to a residence with a high founda-
tion. The expression "basement" in
Clause '77 applies only to properly con-
structed basements for the storage of
merchandise and goods.

6. "Drainage of Land.'
Coniment.-The committee realises

that the Government is not bound by
the uniform building by-laws but an-
ticipates that all Government depart-
ments, including the State Housing
Commission, will do their utmost to
co-operate.

'7. 'Siting of Buildings with Brick
Veneer Walls."

Comment-By an amendment pub-
lished in the Government Gazette of
the 4th October, 1957, this type of
construction is now treated the same
as brick buildings.

8. "Minimum Number of Rooms
and Size of Dwelling."

Comment.-The committee would
like to draw attention to the special
proviso under Clause 405 to the effect
that a local authority, by special re-
solution, may approve of lesser accom-
modation and further, that in the
event of an application being made
to a local authority to erect a dwell-
ing of less than four rooms and the

application being refused there is an
appeal to the Minister for Local Gov-
ernment who can then use the dis-
cretionary power allowed by the by-law
if he thought this course desirable and
his decision would be final and binding
on the local authority.

9. "Parapet Walls--Three Courses
of Brick should be Sufficient."

Comment.-flealing with this the
committee does not desire to alter the
height of i5ins. as this is only one
brick higher than the three courses
mentioned.

10. "Site Requirements generally
and doubt as to their Legality."

Comment.-The committee is satis-
field with the advice received to the
effect that the fixing of the site of a
building on an allotment is a valid
exercise of powers when promulgating
building by-laws.

11. "Building Line."
Comment.-The committee is satis-

field that Clause 39, in effect, does not
prescribe a building line but only pre-
scribes the distance the building must
be from a street alignment where no
building line has been prescribed by a
local authority.

If a local authority has prescribed
or prescribes in the future a building
line as distinct from a building by-law
then if such building line is 25f t. or
more from the existing road alignment
the building line by-law of the local
authority will prevail.

Note.-Many instances can be quoted
at the present time where, in order to
meet future developments, many local
authorities have, by a building line by-
law, Prescribed building lines for
depths considerably in excess of 25ft.
and the building lines of these local
authorities will take precedence over
the siting requirements of Clause 39.

12. "Suggestions that the By-laws
may be ultra vires the Town Planning
Act."

Comment-In view of the provisions
existing under the Municipal Corpora-
tions Act and the Road Districts Act,
both of which statutes give ample
Power to local authorities to make by-
laws for carrying into effect all or any
of the Provisions mentioned in the
Second Schedule to the Town Planning
Act, the committee is satisfied that
there is no conflict with the power
given and the uniform building by-
laws.

13. "Timber Sizes."
Comment. - The preparation of

Table 345 was carefully considered by
the Drafting Committee which com-
mittee is satisfied with the existing
Provisions. Referring to the comment
on 3in, by Sin, for struts, it is noted
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that both in Table 345 and in S.A.A.
Code No. 056-1946-1948, the size Of
struts is also Sin, by Sin.

14. "Outbuildings to be of Brick."
Comment.-Clause 433 (the one

quoted) calls for outbuildings to be of
brick only when erected in a brick
area. If local authorities do not de-
clare brick areas, and they rarely do
in country districts apart from some
small section of townsites. then all the
outbuildings can be erected of timber.

15. "Scaffolding."
Comment.-The committee con-

siders that inspectors under the
Scaffolding Act are mainly concerned
with the safety of workmen. Building
surveyors, however, are required to
also inspect scaffolding so that they
can be assured that the safety of the
public is not in any way endangered.

16. "Board of Review-Suggested
inclusion of a member of the building
trade."

Cormment.-When the committee
was set up a suggestion was made that
it should be enlarged. However, all
members of the Reference Committee
expressed the viewpoint that the pre-
sent representation of five qualified
persons was sufficient and with this
viewpoint the Minister for Local Gov-
ernment agreed.

It is pointed out, however, that the
Minister could, at any time he thought
fit, alter the composition of the com-
mittee by increasing the representa-
tion.

Actually, this is not a matter that
in any way comes under the Uniform
Building By-laws.

17. "Appeals Generally."
Comment.-It is agreed that there

is no specific reference in the Uniform
Building By-laws for an appeal against
the refusal of a local authority to
approve of plans and specifications.

However, appeals of this nature are
not provided for in by-laws but
statutes themselves.

Both under the Road Districts Act
and the Municipal Corporations Act is
power for any person dissatisfied with
the refusal of a local authority to
approve of plans and specifications to
appeal to the Minister whose decision
shall be final and binding,

This right of appeal is also retained
in the Local Government Bill now be-
fore Parliament.

I think the by-laws have now been
altered to comply with the request of the
member for Mt. Lawley. It seems to me
that all points have been dealt with. I
admit that the first motion dealing with
the disallowance of the uniform general

building by-laws under the Municipal Cor-
porations Act, slipped through, and I
should have been ready; but I led myself
astray by thinking the member for Mt.
Lawley was the first to speak. The follow-
ing are the proposed amendments:-

Approval has been given to an
amendment of the following clauses
and other headings of the Uniform
Building By-laws:-

1. Section 1 - Plot Ratio:
Amend the definition of "Plot
Ratio" by adding after the word
'excluding" the following:-"lifts.
toilets and amenities, stairs, ex-
ternal wall thicknesses, plant
rooms and." The definition will
then read-"Plot Ratio" means
the ratio of the gross total of floor
areas to the area of the land
within the title boundaries ex-
cluding lifts, toilets and ameni-
ties, stairs, external wall thick-
nesses, plant rooms and the gross
area of any floor space in base-
ments or ground floor areas used
for the parking of wheeled
vehicles including access to and
from such space within the
building.

2. Clause 3-Amend Clause 3
by deleting the word "metro-
politan" from line 4. Delete the
word "Department" in lines 4 and
5 and insert in lieu thereof the
word "Departments." The object
is that notice shall be given to
all Water Supply. Sewerage and
Drainage Departments.

3. Clause 13-Delete the figures
and words "22in." and "isin."'
from line 3 immediately following
paragraph (f) of Clause 13 and
insert in lieu thereof "16in." and
"l3in." It is found that with
most local authorities this is the
standard size plan paper for sub-
mitting plans.

4. Clause 23-Add at the end
of paragraph 0) the following:-

(6) Any other building, struc-
ture, tent, gallery, en-
closure or platform what-
soever in or upon which
numbers of persons are
usually or occasionally
assembled.

5. Clause 40 (c)-Delete the
Passage from the word "Eaves"
down to the word "that" in lines
1 to 3. The clause will then read
as follows:-

No cave shall be closer than
2ft. Oin. to a site boundary.
The eaves projection shall be
measured at right angles from
the external face of the wall to

the back of the gutter.
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6. Clause 75-Amend Clause
16 by deleting the words "not less
than lft. high" in lines 2 and 3
and substituting in lieu thereof
"an average of Oft. in height."

7. Clause 107 (Table 107)-
Under the heading of "Angle of
Light" delete the words and
figures "21 to 1" and insert in lieu
thereof "3J to 1L"

8. Clause 147A-Insert a new
Clause 147A to read-

Sand lime (calcium silicate)
bricks shall comply with S.A.A.
Interim 315.
The object of this amendment

is to include within authorised
materials sand lime bricks.

9. Clause 152-Amend Clause
152 (a) by adding after the
figures "1928" in line 2 the fol-
lowing:-

subject to the combined cal-
cium and magnesium oxides
being at least 80 per cent.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I think we can
take the others as read.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: To
continue-

10. Clause 167-Delete the
figures "51-1938" in line 5 and
insert in lieu thereof "56-1948."

11. Clause 215--Delete the
existing Clause 215 and insert in
lieu thereof-

Inspection of Excavations-
Twenty-four hours notice shall
be given to the building sur-
veyor of intention to place
f ootings.
12. Clause 274 - Minimum

Heights. Delete the existing pro-
vision and insert in lieu thereof-

Minimum Heights - Every
parapet in a building of Classes
I, II, 1111 IV, V. VI, VII, VIII.
IX and X Occupancy shall be
carried to a height of l5in. from
its highest part of the adjoining
gutter or where no gutter ad-
joins, from the roof covering
measured at right angles to the
slope of the roof.
13. Clause 295-Add a proviso

to this clause to read as follows:-
Provided that in the case of

brick veneer and wood framed
construction buildings approved
materials as specified in by-
laws under the Health Act may
be used.
14. Clause 321-Delete Clause

321 and insert in lieu thereof-
Clause 321-Limitation. Pri-

vate dwellings of Class I Oc-
cupancy may be constructed

with external walls of rein-
forced concrete or masonry
veneer in accordance with the
provisions of this section.

15. Clause 345 (Table 345)-
Delete the words "ridges, hips"
from Table 345 and insert a new
line as follows:-

Ridges, hips 71n. by lin.
16. Clause 401-Delete the

figure and letters "Oft." from line
2 and insert in lieu thereof the
figure and letters "'Ut."

17. Clause 406A-Insert a new
clause after Clause 408 as fol-
lows:-

"Clause 406A Single Unit Flats.
Notwithstanding the provi-
sions of Clause 406 a local
authority may prescribe areas
by zoning where single unit
flats may be erected compris-
Ing a bed-sitting roor, of not
less than 180 sq.ft., a kitchen
of not less than 50 salft. to-
gether with any bathroom,
laundry or water closet re-
quired to be provided by by-
laws under the Health Act."

18. Clause 424-Amend Clause
424 paragraph (b) by deleting the
figure and letters "'Ut." in line 4
and inserting in lieu thereof the
figure and letters "Oft."

19. Clause 428A-Delete this
clause and insert in lieu thereof-

"428A." Car Ports.
(i) Car ports comprising open

sided garages without
doors may be located In
conformity with the re-
quirements for garages as
set out in by-law 428.

(ii) Provided that where a
building of Class I has
been erected on the site
before the coming into
force of this by-law a local
authority may permit the
erection of car ports in
Positions other than that
Prescribed for garages.

(iii) A car Port referred to in
subparagraph 0ii) of this
clause may be of pergola
type Of flat roofed con-
struction supported by
Posts or columns, but
without walls or doors,
complying with the fol-
lowing requirements:-

Timber (Jarrah Dressed) -
Spans up to 8f t.-4in.

by 4in.
Spans aver 81 t.-in. by

Sin.
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Steel Piping
Brickwork or masonry

-gin, by 9in.
Concrete-Sin, by Sin.

reinforced.
20. Clause 485-Amend Clause

485, paragraph (f) by deleting the
words "as follows" in line 4 and
substituting in lieu thereof the
words "not less than 50 per cent.
of such storage.'

Delete subparagraphs (I) and
(ii) of paragraph (f).

NOTE. The proviso to Para-
graph (f) of Clause 485 is to re-
main.

Amend Clause 485 paragraph
(g) by deleting the words and
figures "487(b)" at the end of line
4 and inserting in lieu thereof
"488 (a) (hi)."

21. Clause 487-Amend Clause
487 by deleting the words "in
special circumstances" In line 3.

22. Clause 488-Amend Clause
488, paragraph (b) by deleting the
word "screen" in line 2 of Condi-
tion 2 and inserting in lieu thereof
the word "compound."

23. Clause 489-Amend Clause
489 by deleting the words "Inflarn-
mable Oils" from the clause head-
ing and inserting in lieu thereof
"High Flash Point Oil and
Grease."

Delete the figures "350" in line
3 and insert in lieu thereof "150."

Remove the symbol after the
Word "unless" in line 4 and insert
in lieu thereof the following:-

"the site of such storage or
building shall first be approved
by the local authority for that
purpose.",

Delete paragraphs (a), (b) and
(c) of Clause 489.

24. Schedule 10--Amend Sched-
ule 10 under the heading of "Con-
ditions" by deleting the figures
"32" in line 15 and inserting in
lieu thereof the figures "33. "

I thought I would like to have those
amendments of the uniform general build-
ing by-laws published so that they could
be checked thoroughly. I feel that the
Minister for Local Government has met
the requirements of the hon. member,
everything he has asked for having been
complied with. The building organisation
should be thoroughly satisfied. There is
an expert committee headed by the Prin-
cipal Architect as chairman, and he and
his colleagues are well qualified to examine
the by-laws suggested by the various or-
ganizations.

Mr. Court: What will be the position
now that the by-laws under the Municipal
Corporations Act have been disallowed?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I am
not too sure. That motion slipped
through.

Mr. Court: I think we had better let
them both go.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: In
error, I was waiting for the member for
Mt. Lawley to speak before I put forward
these suggestions.

Mr. Court: Would it not be better to
let them both go and start afresh?

The Premier: No. We will have the
debate adjourned, if nobody objects.

On motion by Mr. O'Brien, debate
adjourned.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

BILL-TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).

Second Reading.

MR. ACKLAND (Moore) [7.301 in
moving the second reading said: This
small Bill1 is designed to amend Section 23
of the Traffic Act, 1919-1936. The measure
was introduced in another place by Hion.
L. C. Diver, and it is interesting to note
that the only opposition is' received during
its Passage through that House was a
token opposition by the Minister for Rail-
ways.

The measure passed through all stages
in that House without a division and from
a reading of the debate which took place
there, it would appear that, except for that
token opposition by the Minister, the Bill
was supported unanimously by members of
all Parties in another place. I trust that
the measure will receive the same prompt
and almost unanimous approval in this
House as it did in the Legislative Council.

Members are aware that for many years
Police officers in country districts have
been responsible for the Issuing of renew-
als of drivers' motor-vehicle licences, and
1 have every reason to believe that that
procedure has met with general approval.
I contend that the man on the spot has an
opportunity of knowing and observing not
only the driving ability of the motorist
concerned but also the habits; and ap-
proach to various situations of the motor-
ist, far more than would be the case with
any officer in Perth under the present
Procedure.

It is some 35 years since I first made
application at Wongan Hills for a motor-
driver's licence and, until this Year. the
Invariable procedure was to go to the local
police officer for a renewal of one's licence.
I repeat that that man had an opportunity
not only of observing the applicant duning
the whole of the Previous year but also of
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assessing his fitness to drive a motor-
vehicle of no matter how high a horse-
power. Under the new procedure it is im-
possible for the licensing authority to have
any idea of the capabilities of the indiv-
idual applicant for renewal of a driver's
licence.

I believe that in country districts the
local police officer knows the habits of
at least 8O and possibly more than 90 per
cent, of the people who came to hin to
have their driver's licences renewed and
I feel that that, in itself, is a great in-
surance against accidents, because if the
police officer had any doubt regarding a
driver's eyesight or fitness to drive a
motor-vehicle, he could immediately query
the issuing of a licence.

Under the present method that cannot
happen. The applicant for a driver's
licence can approach the local police
officer and hand him his driver's licence
and the fee, following which, the officer
issues him with an interim receipt and
forwards both the application and the fee
to the central office in the metropolitan
area where, without knowledge of the
applicant, someone issues a licence which
is returned either to the Policeman con-
cerned or through the post to the holder
of the licence, if there is sufficient address
on the application that has been for-
warded.

Alternatively, the local constable can
advise the applicant to forward his driver's
licence to the central office in Perth, to-
gether with the fee, in which case any-
thing up to a fortnight may pass without
the driver having any evidence that he is
the holder of a driver's licence. In the
latter case the authority in the metro-
politan area, still with no knowledge what-
ever of the applicant, issues a driver's
licence and forwards it by return mail.

The Bill is designed to make two small
amendments to Section 23 of the Act. it
proposes to substitute for the words "act-
ing with his authority may" in lines 2
and 3 of Section I the words, "in charge
of a pollee station or acting with the
authority of the Commissioner shall." In
effect It is designed to substitute the word
"shall" for the word "may." The provi-
sion would then read, "substituting for the
words 'acting within his authority may' in
lines 2 and 3 of Subsection (1), the words
'in charge of a police station or otherwise
acting with the authority of the Commis-
sioner shall'." Also, "in paragraph (b)
substituting for the words 'acting with his
authority' in line 4 of Subsection (5) the
words 'in charge of a police station or
otherwise acting with the authority of the
Commissioner'."

Members will realise the effect would
be that the local policeman would be not
only authorised but also instructed to issue
the licence as he has with such satisfac-
tory results down through the years. it

is claimed by all three political parties
represented here that they are strongly
in favour of decentralisation and it is in-
teresting to read the wording on the licence
as issued during the last few months. It
read---

This licence may be renewed at the
Police Traffic Office, Perth, Fremantle,
Midland Junction or Victoria Park, or
forward these forms with your remit-
tance by post, addressed to the Com-
missioner of Police, Traffic Branch,
James-st., Perth. Please make postal
notes or cheques payable to the Com-
missioner of Police.

I read with a great deal of interest the
speech by the Minister in another place.
He claimed that the present system re-
duces the work Involved and will be an
economy. We know that the local police-
man when he receives a licence for re-
newal now has to issue an interim receipt,
on receipt of the fee and on receipt of
the old licence, and he then has to for-
ward the whole lot to Perth. in Perth
another receipt has to be made out and
a letter has to be addressed and stamped
and forwarded to the applicant with the
renewal licence. That is the procedure.
whether the application be from Broomne,
Kalgoorlie, Meekatharra, Wyndham, Derby

Mr. Rhatigan: You have covered a lot
of country already.

Mr. ACKLAND: -or Esperance, Aug-
usta, Albany or any intervening place. if
we favour decentralisation and desire the
licensing authority to have the personal
touch and some knowledge of the appli-
cant, I think the House will agree to the
measure. I believe the commonsense of
members In this Chamber will prevail and
that the measure, which will constitute
a return to what for so many years was
a satisfactory state of affairs, will be
agreed to.

The Minister for Transport: If you
succeeded with this, you would be cursed
by 95 per cent. of the motorists in this
State.

Mr. Nalder: You are altogether out of
touch with reality.

The Minister for Transport: You simply
do not know what goes on.

Mr. ACKLAND: I say the local police-
man would kn 'ow 95 per cent. of the ap-
plicants and would know whether they
were reasonably fit to be in charge of
motor-vehicles. Unless purely by accident.
the licensing authority in Perth would not
know anything about more than 1 Per
cent. of the people applying for renewal
of licences, Instead of economy, the
present system means more expense to the
licensing authority than if the work. was
done by the local police officer. There
will be a saving both to the man who
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makes application for a licence and to the Royal Commission which obtained a
department. There will be a saving of an
extremely large number of postage stamps.

It this were a Commonwealth matter, I
could understand that the Minister would
very much like to obtain a little extra
revenue from the increased sale of those
stamps. However, it is a State matter and
it is going to cost the licensing authority
of Western Australia considerably more
money, with far less satisfaction-and Pos-
sibly with a greater incidence of accidents
-because the licensing authority in Perth
would have no knowledge of how capable
was the person making application for a
licence. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by the Minister for Transport,
debate adjourned.

MOTION-WAR SERVICE LAND
SETTLEMENT SCHEME.

Implementation of Royal C'ommission's
Recommendations.

Debate resumed from the 6th November,
on the following motion by Mr. Nalder:-

That in the opinion of this House
the recommendations of the Honorary
Royal Commission appointed to inquire
into and report upon the war service
land settlement scheme in Western
Australia, and to recommend such
changes in procedures and methods as
may seem desirable to ensure an early
success of the scheme, should be given
early effect to by the Government.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon. E.
K. Hoar-Warren) [7.36]: The member
for Katanning, when introducing this
motion, in my view showed a deplorable
lack of knowledge of the scheme itself.
That is rather surprising in view of the
fact that he, over the years, has had a
wonderful opportunity to make inquiries
into the ramifications of the war service
land settlement scheme.

Further, the hon. member has used ex-
tracts from the report of the Honorary
Royal Commission-which took evidence on
this subject a few months ago-and pur-
posely left out major references to import-
ant aspects of war service land settlement
even though the Royal Commission had the
opportunity-and it took full advantage of
it-to take evidence in all parts of the
State where the war service land settle-
ment scheme is in operation. That
Honorary Royal Commission interviewed
scores of settlers and it had every facility
made available to it by the department so
that It might reach a fair and proper de-
cision.

The member for Katanning, however,
has definitely jumped to conclusions about
some of the evidence that was submitted
and 'in one or two respects he more or
less belittled the work of the Honorary

true Picture of the situation but which
the hon. member has ignored. When
one considers the importance of it, there
is one reference which the hon. member
made which I cannot allow to pass with-
out comment, even though this Government
had no hand whatsoever in its establish-
ment.

The Government in office at present has
been responsible only for Carrying on this
part of the scheme initiated by the hon.
member's Government when it was in
offce. I offer no adverse criticism concern-
ing that. In fact, I think his Government
was to be highly commended upon its
move. The member for Katanning cannot
see any merit whatsoever in the war ser-
vice land settlement scheme in this State.
Not only has he shown that in this debate,
but also he has adopted the same attitude
over the last four or five years. He has
criticised the Government because it has
altered the scheme from being one of re-
habilitation to a land settlement scheme,
and he was even critical of the discontinu-
ance of the purchase of farming proper-
ties.

It is that part of his comments that I
want to deal with first. His was a most un-
fair criticism not of the present Govern-
ment but of his own Government which
had initiated this system for at least a
year before the present Government came
into office in 1953. 1 would like to draw
the hon. member's attention to the second
annual report of the War Service Land
Settlement Board for the year ended the
30th June, 1950. In that report the board
pointed out that during the war alter-
ations had been made to the economic and
Political factors which necessitated a com-
plete change of outlook on the provision of
land for the establishment of farms under
this scheme.

Members will recall, I anm sure, that
during those earlier years of the scheme
it was possible to purchase land cheaply
because during the war Years the Price of
land was controlled by a special Act of
Parliament which kept any valuation from
rising to any great extent. The then
Liberal-Country Party Government. quite
rightly. capitalised on that situation by
purchasing very large estates which it in-
tended to subdivide into small farms for
the purpose of settling es-servicemen
under the provisions of the war service
land settlement scheme.

However, later on, when the Act control-
ling the valuation of land went out of
existence, a new situation developed which
caused the Government of the day-still
the Liberal-Country Party Government-
to drop the system of Purchasing farms
and estates for subdivision in favour of
developing Crown land for war service land
settlement mainly due to the fact that,
because of the inflationary trend in the
meantime, the price of land bad risen to
Prohibitive heights.
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Therefore, whilst the member for Katan-
ning is not prepared to give any credit to
the War Service Land Settlement Board,
I think it is worth recalling at this stage-
despite the fact that this Government was
not in office at that time-the tremendous
financial risk the Liberal-Country Party
Government in those years took in order
to honour the promise that had been made
to the men who returned from the last
war. I have no argument with the action
the Government of the day took in that
regard whatsoever. In fact, I think that
had this Government been in the same
position at that time it would have done
the same thing, for obvious reasons. In
effect, this Government did follow the
policy initiated by the Government it suc-
ceeded on that point, and it has done so
ever since.

The financial risk which the Govern-
ment of the day took at that time was that
it developed large tracts of land at Many
Peaks, North Stirling, Rocky Gully and
South Stirling involving the expenditure
of some £863,000 without having the
slightest idea that it would ever get re-
imbursement from the Commonwealth
Government. However, it was a worth-
while risk. The Commonwealth Govern-
ment, in respect of the North Stirling area,
at any rate, refused to have anything to
do with the project. As members know,
this area was sold to private enterprise a
few years ago.

So certain was the then Government of
the approach to this problem being a sen-
sible one-bearing in mind the inflated
cost of land-that it was prepared to risk
that amount of money and, in fact, in the
long run it paid dividends because the
Commonwealth Government eventually re-
funded to the State £793,900 in respect of
the area I have just mentioned.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: In any event, the
men for whom the risk was taken took a
far greater risk a few years before.

The INISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not know so much about that, because the
Commonwealth Government made a defi-
nite promise that it would settle men on
the land-if they so desired-under con-
ditions that would give them a reasonable
standard of living. Any Government mak-
ing a promise of that description could not
very well afford to break it. In conse-
quence, as history has proved, both Com-
monwealth and State Governments of any
political colour have carried on that prin-
ciple and honoured the promise that had
been made to ex-servicemen, with the
result that today the war services land
settlement scheme in Western Australia
has reached a cost of approximately
£30,000,000. Also very close to 1,000 set-
tlers have now been placed on the land.

Therefore, if the member for Katanning
-I would say in his ignorance because he
could not appreciate the true significance

of it-desires to criticise his own Govern-
ment for following such a policy, then he
can do so. because I am quite certain that
had the Government of the day not taken
the action it did, the war service land
settlement scheme as we now know it,
could not have progressed at all.

Mr. Ackland: Is this the attitude you
took when the member for Toodyay oc-
cupied the portfolio that you now hold?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, of
course. On this matter I give full credit
to the Government of the day and always
have done so.

Mr. Ackland: I am talking about the
time when this subject was debated pre-
viously and when you were sitting on this
side of the House.

The MINISTER FOR LARDS: I have
never criticised this part of the policy to
which I am now referring. On previous
occasions I have praised the administra-
ti on and the Government of the day for
taking the action they did. That Is why I
am so surprised to learn that the mem-
ber for Katanning seeks this opportunity
to try to discredit a very hardworking de-
partment, and the Government too, for
something which his own Government
Initiated a few years ago. The hon. mem-
ber made many wild statements when he
was introducing this motion.

Mr. Nalder: Just like the one you just
made, because I was not responsible for
saying what you have Just said.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Government which initiated the war ser-
vice land settlement scheme at that time
was a Liberal-Country Party Government.
If the hon. member is referring to what
I am, namely, the taking of the risk of
expending a great deal of the State's funds
without being certain at that time whether
the expenditure would be recouped by the
Commonwelath Government, I would
Point out that, on the file it is shown
that that decision was made under the
Government of Sir Ross McLarty. There
is no question about that.

What I want to do in this debate is to
try to show-and I think I will-the
difference between the hon. member's
jaundiced outlook on war service land
settlement and the report made by the
Honorary Royal Commission, which is the
subject of the motion. The first point the
hon. member mentions is that the second
report-with reference to this question-
is a story of broken promises, of frus-
trated settlers and lower standards.

Mr. Nalder: Did you read the report?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.

Mr. Nalder: Have you read the evidence
given by the settlers?
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes. I
will also read this portion of the report
to the House on lower standards, which
appears on page 7. It is a follows:-

The commission is of the opinion
that there has not been any whittling
down of standards and on the con-
trary considers the standards set be-
lore a settler goes on lease is much
higher today than before. Where
farms have been leased prematurely,
that is before they were sufficiently
developed, they are being replanned
to bring them up to the required
standard.

The Honorary Royal Commission had
every facility placed at its disposal to
carry out its investigations. It was left
completely free to do what it liked to ob-
tain evidence, and it has given this con-
sidered statement in regard to lower
standards. Therefore, does the member
for Eatanning still insist that that com-
mission is wrong? Does he? The member
for Katanning in making his remarks on
the introduction of this motion has gone
back six years in his criticism. Practically
everything he said of a critical nature goes
back six 'Years, and I can prove that.

Surely what we should be considering,
if this motion is anything but an oppor-
tunity for the hon. member to gain some
cheap publicity, are the conditions that
exist today and not six years ago; that is,
if the motion has any value at all! I con-
sider that the hon. member has completely
misled this House in a most Irresponsible
way.

Mr. Nalder: It is your opportunity now
to clear up all those points.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I shall
do that; the hon. member need not worry
about that. I shall pass over the fact
that he raised the issue over the failure
to purchase a property within his own
electorate in a period when his Govern-
ment was in power, because I am pleased
to know that at long last he has real-
ised the importance of developing new
farms in the State. He should not forget
the first point, that in regard to his claim
of lower standards, this commission com-
pletely denies the statement of the member
for Katanning.

Some two years ago, but more particu-
larly in recent times, we have experienced
many prominent people visiting this State
from the Eastern States. I refer to one
group which was closely connected with
war service land settlement in South Aus-
tralia.. After seeing the methods used in
this State, they have written letters prais-
ing highly not only the scheme, but also
the methods for implementing it and the
administration. Yet when I asked the
hon. member, by way of interjection,
while he was making his speech whether
or not the new areas were a succes,, all
he could say was that the problem which
existed began in areas where the original

development of land was undertaken by
the Land Settlement Board. He said, "I
had better leave something for the Minis-
ter to quote from the report."

In other words, he knew when he was
speaking that there was a great deal in
this report which was favourable to the
present administration, and therefore in-
directly favourable to the present Govern-
ment. He deliberately withheld that in-
formation in order to create a wrong im-
pression in this House. If that is not an
abuse of parliamentary privilege, I would
like to know what it is. Where a member
has the right to come Into this House and
speak as the member for Katanning did,
he should not be so irresponsible as to
avoid telling members the truth.

In the Passage where he dealt with farms
which had been transferred to the Rural
and Industries Bank-most of them prior
to the report of the select committee of
1952-he must have been aware, if he had
the report of the Honorary Royal Commis-
sion, that action had been taken long be-
fore that time to take over those accounts
from the bank; to replan some of the
areas; and, in every possible way, to raise
the standard up to the required degree.
He must have been aware of that.

Mr. Nalder: There must have been a
mistake at that stage.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I shall
give some figures later on relating to that
point. In reply to the statement by the
hon. member that this particular admini-
stration, and I myself as Minister, have
done nothing over the last 4J years to
catch up with the back lag. I shall give'
some very illuminating figures.

The next point in his speech is covered
by his comment on the fantastic rentals
placed on properties at Mt. Many Peaks.
In the first place the hon. member must
acknowledge that there Is some respon-
sibility on the part of the settlers at least
to return to the taxpayers of this country
what Is due to them. He must have
recognised that fact. What I want to
point out in particular Is that the report
of the Royal Commission disagrees with
the statement of the hon. member. It
Is a Pity that he did not quote it more
fully, if he has read it at all.

The commission had this to say in -re-
gard to the rentals of properties at Mt.
Many Peaks--

Taking Mt. Many Peaks area as an
example where the rentals as at pre-
sent vary between £424 and £475 per
annum, and because of the averaging
of costs for final valuation, such varia-
tion will not alter, a settler on Farm
A who, because of his own hard work
and initiative has improved his pro-
perty to such an extent that he is able
to carry two and a half sheep per
acre, will not pay any more rent than
the settler who on Flarmn B has only
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maintained his farm to carry one and
a hal sheep per acre. Thus Farmer
A is receiving the income from 1.500
sheep while Farmer B is receiving in-
come from 900 sheep. Therefore, the
income from 600 sheep is the amount
which Farmer A receives for his own
work. This surely proves that he is
building up an equity for himself and
not for the W.S.L.5., in the property.

That was what the commission said on
the point raised by the member for Katan-
fling. I am absolutely certain that we
should completely disregard anything ut-
tered by the hon. member during the
course of this debate.

Another Point that was raised, which
is also completely untrue, is contained in
his statement, "The value of these hold-
ings Is such that a number of them can-
not meet their commitments and obtain
a reasonable standard of living, and that
the State has therefore used the position
as a. loophole to increase rentals from 24
per cent. to 6 per cent. of the valuations."
That again is typical of the lamentable
ignorance of the hon. member. I say
emphatically that all rentals are based on
2* per cent. of the valuations, and nothing
more. The lessees today are meeting their
commitments while enjoying a good stan-
dard of living, and a good many of them
have large credits.

Mr. Nalder: That cannot be said of
some of those who have just been put on
their properties.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Much
'was said. of the fact that we should be
ashamed of a few cases in which farms
have not been developed to a satisfactory
condition. There is nothing to be ashamed
of before any scheme has been completed.
The only aspect we ought to consider is
this: Is the progress satisfactory and
reasonable, and is it as fast as it can be?
In other words, has there been any neglect?

The Minister for Works has promised to
build a bridge across the Narrows. We
cannot blame him at this stage because
it is not finished. In the same way the
war service land settlement scheme is not
yet completely finished, although it is
getting very close to it. So I contend
there is no need for any Government, par-
ticularly the present one in view of the
work it has done over the last 44 Years,
to feel ashamed.

The next criticism of the member for
Katanning was directed against the as-
sessment system, in Spite of the fact that
the Royal Commission, after a very close
investigation, spoke most eulogistically
about this very Same assessment system.
So that the hon. member will not be under
any misapprehension as to what the com-
mission had to say, I shall read the rele-
vant portion from its report-

The commission considers that the
Principles of the assessment scheme
are excellent and definitely in the

interests of the settlers. It is further
considered that, had such a scheme
been in operation earlier, many settlers
would not be in the financial difficul-
ties which they are experiencing to-
day.

The assessment system is Simply a matter
of easing repayments by the settler, to en-
able him to arrive at a stage of full es-
tablishment on the farm without increas9-
Ing his debt. In the dairying areas we find
that since the present Government came
into office, and not before, an assessment
scheme has been devised to provide that
if a farmer runs 20 cows he pays pro-
portionately on that number, based on so
much per head, if he runs 25 cows he
pays an increasing amount, until he
arrives at the 35 cows standard when he
is expected to pay full commitments. So
there is a graduated scale of payment
under the assessment scheme, which was
niot in operation previously.

The same applies to grazing areas in
respect of sheep, stock, or anything else
the farmer is raising. He Is placed on a
graduated repayment scheme which en-
ables him to meet his commitments, with-
out having to incur debts, particularly in
respect of capitalisation of debts, which
was a feature in the past. I would point
out that this is a third occasion on which
the Royal Commission has completely re-
futed what the member for Katanning has
had to say.

There has been a good deal of reference
to the accounting system under the war
service land settlement scheme, and some
criticism has been levelled against it. I
wish to say that the statements given to
settlers today are as simple as anyone can
devise. Last year a deputation waited on
me In connection with this an~d other
matters. I asked each individual member
if it was possible for him to understand
fully the existing accounting system, and
the method for providing information to
individual settlers. Every one at that
deputation said that he could most defi-
nitely understand the system and agreed
that the statement was very much more
simple than the ones forwarded to them
same years previously.

There is apparently some misunder-
standing regarding the group accounting
system under which the cost of develop-
ment of a number of farms in a group are
placed in one account; and the keeping of
accounts for each individual farm in a
separate ledger account. I am informed
that the grouping of costs takes place in
the office of the accountant in Perth.
'However, exactly the same field records
are kept of the development of the farm
for the group accounting system. as is
the case of keeping the cost of each farm
separate and referred to as individual
accounts.

The group method, however, allows of a
simplification of the recording of certain
expenditure, which It is thought need niot

3055



[ASSEMBLY.]

necessarily be costed to a particular farm.
For instance, such things as fire-fighting;
the cost of an ambulance conveying an in-
jured worker to a hospital;, freight of
broken parcels of superphosphate; special
visits to check the work of supervisors;
cost of such items as fencing; clearing, and
dam-sinking either by contract or by day
labour, or by the settler himself; are cost-
ed in the field to the particlular farm con-
cerned and are entered on the history
sheet.

I regret to read in the report of the
Royal Commission that this method of
group costing lays itself open to mal-
practice and results in dishonesty on the
part of persons to whom the temptation is
directed. That could very well be so, but
that statement is not applicable only to
the group system of accounting. It would
be exactly the same in the case of indiv-
idual farm accounts. I have yet to find
any system, and I doubt if any business
firm has yet found such a system, which
is fool proof against deliberately dishonest
practices.

I hope I make it plain that the settler's
accounts are kept in detail and are sub-
mitted to him in detail. The hon, member
apparently expects developmental accounts
to be submitted in detail. But that is not
a practicable proposition, and that is
'where I think he does not fully understand
the practice of today; because If one tries
to rent or buy a war service home, one
does not ask for the detailed expenditure
with regard to the cost of materials and
labour and other incidental items. One
buys the house.

Mr. Bovell: That is a different propos-
ition.

Mr. Nalder: Of course it is!
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It may

be. But do not forget that whatever the
costing system discloses, the final valu-
ation is governed the whole time by the
economic factors that operate under this
scheme. No farmer under the scheme can
be charged more than what is a reasonable
price for the property, bearing in mind the
economic value of the property at a given
time. So it does not matter what the
accounting system discloses. The only
reason I mention it at all is that the mat-
ter was raised by the hon. member, and I
do not think he -fully understands, the
practice which has been adopted by the
department for many years.

Mr. Nalder: You read the passage
where it says that the group system of
accounting is very cumbersome? That is
in the report of the Royal Commission.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It might
be. I never said that the report in every
respect and in every detail-

Mr. Nalder:. You are trying to tell the
House that everything I said was a gross
exaggeration-

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: So it
was.

Mr. Nalder: -and nothing but a pack of
lies.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: A lot of
it was just lies, and that is all there is to
it; and I am coming to the proof of that.
I am not talking about assessments here,
but about the accounting system. I said
a moment ago what the commission had
to say regarding assessment conditions,
and it is entirely at variance with the hon.
member's opinion. Here is another thing.
Why he did it I do not know, but the hon.
member went back for years and raised
the point about a shearing shed on
Hogan's property.

Mr. Nalder: You know the reason I
brought that up.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:. What
has that to do with this particular
scheme?

Mr. Nalder: It has a lot do with it,
because this man has made an approach
to the board to have his case considered
and it has not been done; and you know
it,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
very glad the hon. member raised that
point.

Mr. Nalder: Unless it has been done re-
cently.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Again
the hon. member is completely wrong. I
invite him now-I was going to do it at
the close of my speech-to make a per-
sonal investigation of any aspect of war
service land settlement through the de-
partzmental channels, and every facility
will be accorded to him, If he so desires,
to take up that challenge, provided that
when he has done it, he will come back
here and truthfully report on what he
finds.

In regard to Hogan, this was one shed
out of 650 that were built by the depart-
ment and I saw it myself. This happened
in 1951 prior to the investigation by the
select committee of which I was the chair-
man; and it might surprise the hon. mem-
ber to know that within the first year of
my becoming Minister, not only was that
shed rectified but it was done without
any further cost to the lessee. The hon.
member said that this man has been try-
ing, and is still trying, to have the matter
rectified. But Hogan was advised by letter
later to this effect, and that is on the file.

Mr. Nalder: I was referring to the whole
matter of his property.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Never
mind! Let us keep to this point. The
hon. member said that this man was still
looking for a remedy and wanted to have
this particular shed rectified. I say that
the hon, member is wrong. and what he
said is in line with the other arguments
he raised. The hon. member followed up
his rema~rks by referring to a wire sent
to this man Hogan, and claimed that the
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settler had never received it. The fact
was brought to the notice of the admin-
istration on the 11th July, 1955, and the
hon. member was present. The account
was adjusted to Hogan's credit three
weeks later. Yet the hon. member said
last Wednesday night that the matter had
not been settled and no satisfaction had
bene obtained.

Mr. Nalder: I was referring to the
whole of it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
hon. member's speech has been very care-
fully analysed, and it was completely
wrong from beginning to end. I want to
know what is the purpose of the hon.
member endeavouring to mislead members
of this Chamber and the general public,
through the Press, over the radio and
everywhere else. I do not think it is good
enough. Proof of this matter is on the
file and the incident illustrates clearly to
me the futility of generalisations and
references to faking of accounts. There
is no justification whatsoever for such
assertions.

The next point I wish to refer to is the
reference to two types of leases. Here is
possibly about the only case I know of
concerning which I am at variance with
the wishes of the commission-on one of
these points, at any rate; because I do not
think it is a Practical proposition. I pro-
pose to explain that as I proceed. Up till
now, I think it will be acknowledged that
the report of the commission is com-
pletely opposite to what the hon. member
would have us believe. Yet he has a motion
on the notice paper which he expects the
House to support in its present form.

Mr. Nalder: I quoted exactly from the
commission's report.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member withheld important aspects of
the report. In regard to these two different
types of lease-either on the single-unit
basis or on the averaging principle, it was
recommended by the commission tat
there should be special treatment ac-
corded to certain individuals under the
scheme, and others would not come into it.
The commission recommended that all
1947 lessees whose single-unit valuation
was lower than the average valuation be
issued with the form.

What I want to point out is that most
of the farmers under the scheme today
either have been issued or will be issued
with the 1947 lease document. I think
there are between 600 and 700 of them.
In the early part of the scheme, the in-
dividual farm valuation was set in motion.
Each individual farm was assessed regard-
ing work and so on and the whole of the
cost attributed to that farm and no other.
But later on there came into vogue what
is known as group costing or the averag-
ing of the cost over a number of farms--
maybe nine or 10-which are grouped for

the purpose of averaging What is con-
sidered to be the total cost of development
of the project or group of farms.

Where there is an average of anything,
there will be some that are above the
average and some below; otherwise there
could not be an average. That is the
scheme which was endorsed by this Par-
liament in 1954 under the direction of the
Commonwealth Government, which in-
cluded that system of valuing in a set of
conditions which this Parliament had to
accept or abandon the war service land
settlement scheme. So this principle of
averaging was acknowledged and validated
by members of both Houses of this Parlia-
ment three years ago, and it has become
law. It is completely legal; and the com-
mission itself, in ref erring to averaging,
considers it to be a most equitable method.

Then the commission attempted to
separate from the group of settlers now on
the land those to whose advantage It
would be to be valued on an individual
basis, and all those to whose advantage it
would not be, to leave them alone. In other
words, there are these two groups of people
today, some of whom have been valued
under the single-unit valuation, and others
under the averaging principle; and the
commission recommends that where a man
can gain extra advantage and an extra
few hundred pounds as the result of his
farm being valued on a single unit basis,
then he should be permitted to do this even
though he has already accepted valuation
on a group basis. What I object to is that
I do not believe the commission has paid
due regard to the losses that would result
from such a revolutionary change in the
existing policy.

Mr. Nalder: Losses should not come
into it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
will, for the reason that we cannot get
the Commonwealth Government to agree
to pay the losses on a scheme of which
it does not approve. It has already said
that in its view the averaging principle is
thie right one, and we had to accept it
here. Is the Commonwealth Government
-having determined that policy-now go-
ing to say, "Well, all you chaps who got
1947 leases, if you so desire can have your
valuations on a single-unit basis?" Of
course not! What it is going to say is
that if this is done at all, the State Gov-
ernment must pay for it and no one else.
I know that is so: and I would not be
prepared to recommend to this Govern-
ment or to any succeeding Government
such a scheme involving an unknown
amount of money which the commission
and the member for Katanning suggests
should become the responsibility of some-
one to meet.

Mr. Nalder: Where do the economics
of the individual properties come in?
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If the
hon. member had only stuck all the way
through his talk to the economic factor
which governs the valuation of farms, ulti-
mately he would have had very little criti-
cism to offer, because it does not matter
whether the farms are valued on a single
unit or a group basis. All of them
have to conform to the economic value
which is laid down in the agreement, So
there is no breaking away from the origi-
nal 1947 agreement. There have been no
broken promises in this regard because
the 1947 agreement did not lay down how
the costing or valuation should take place,
other than to say that It would be between
the Commonwealth and the State, work-
ing together. It did not lay down whether
it should be on a single unit basis or on
a group basis. Therefore, when the aver-
aging system came into vogue and became
law, a number of settlers who had pre-
viously been issued with their valuations
under the 1947 agreement, protested
against any other method, and I1 under-
stand their cases have either been success-
fully fixed up or are still in the process
of being fixed up.

The point I make is the effect that this
will have on the State. To give an idea
whether this sort of thing, which has been
suggested by the commission, is Justified or
not, I have here five foolscap pages de-
scribing farms, and the figures I shall
quote represent the equity, or the differ-
ence between the market value and the
final valuation of these farms. The first
one has an equity of £9,682. the second
£8,217, the third one £12,960, the next
£14,886, the next, £8,940, the next £13,074,
and the next £8,521.

Mr. Bovell: Those are not dairy farms.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They

may not be. I do not know where they
are. They are lettered and numbered here
but no addresses are given. Some are
down to £4,500, but there are few below
that figure. The point is that these chaps
have been issued with leases under the
1947 agreement and they are the ones to
whom the hon. member wants to give more
money as a result of a different system of
valuation. I say that is unjustified.

In this document that I have, there is
a third column describing similar farms.
but these have been valued on the single-
unit basis. To give an idea of their posi-
tion, I point out that the first one has an
equity of £4,997. the next one £5,163, the
next £5,932, the next £8,322 and so on.
These people arc not impoverished. Some
of them, in spite of what the hon. member
hoid to say last Wednesday, sold their
farms, at a tremendous profit, after their
five-year term, as provided in the Act. Yet
these are the People whose properties he
wants to have revalued.

A great many of them-hundreds of
them who come under the lease agree-
ment of 1947-have had their valuations

for eight or nine years and are completely
happy with the arrangement. Is the hon.
member going to force them to have a nlew
valuation when they are quite happy with
the old? What justification would there
be for it? There is no question, but that
the suggestion is Just unthinkable; al-
though as far as I can see at the moment
it is about the only one I seriously object
to in the whole report. No responsible
Minister would pledge his Government and
succeeding Governments, to the expendi-
ture of large sums of money on an issue
like that when the financial position of
the people concerned is as I have statged.

That is the position as I see it. After
listening to the hon. member last Wednes-
day and realising that he gave a completely
wrong impression regarding the facts of
the situation, my first impulse was to
recommend its rejection altogether. But
I value the report of this commis-
sion. Last week I said, by inter-
jection, that I considered it to be a good
report in many respects; and I want to
dc something about it. But I cannot
accept the motion in its present form and
so a little later, without taking anything
away in strength from It, I propose to
move an amendment to it. I hope I have
made myself clear on that point.

If and when the day ever comes that
there is a change of Government and
members opposite are sitting here, I am
certain they will be grateful for the ad-
vice I have given at this time, namely, that
this motion is completely unwarranted In
view of the financial resources and general
appearance of prosperity of the people con-
cerned, who have already accepted their
valuations.

I feel that a great deal of what the
member for Katanning had to say in re-
gard to dairy properties-this will interest
the member for Vasse-referred more to
the past than to the present, because at
the time of the inspection by the commnis-
sion which made the report, the recon-
struction Plan, which was commence~d
after the present Government came into
office, was almost completed. As a matter
of fact, the submission that this Govern-
ment or this Minister has done nothing
a bout it since the 1952 report was delivered,
is completely in line with the other state-
ments that have no foundation in fact,
which were made by the hon. member last
Wednesday.

I have here my facts and figures which
I will give to Prove that point also. If
members want to argue that a certain
motion should be carried, I cannot see, if
the desire is to criticise the administration,
why they should go back six years to do
lt'J Why has not the member for Katan-
fling brought forward some item of
criticism in respect of the last 41 years?
He has gone back to the day Of his own
Administration In order to bolster up an
argument, which Is nothing but a lot of
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hot air. I can safely say that at this
moment there is no dairy farm with in-
sufficient pasture.

Mr, Bovell: That Is not what the re-
port says.

The MINISTER FOR. LANDS: Is that
so? I have read the report.

Mr. Bovell: I shall quote it when my
turn comes.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
are only five farms that I know of where
further work has to be done in the way
of clearing and they were started as
pilot farms at Northcliffe and have not
yet been completed. But with the ex-
ception of some small areas which have
to be made mowable-and not many of
them are In that condition-I am pretty
safe in saying that there is no farm under
the scheme that is suffering today as a
result of insufficient pasture.

Mr. Bovell: The commission's report
does not say that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: it can
be proved. Also the subdivision work is
improving continually, and a plan to In-
stall a second water point on every farm
was commenced last year and is reaching
completion now. At least 75 per cent. of
this work has been done by a Government
which, according to the hon. member, has
done nothing in connection with the work
of catching up with this back lag of work
and keeping promises which he made in
1952.

To refer to the dairy areas and to prove
that this Government or its administra-
tion has in no way been idle in respect of
the rehabilitation and reconstruction work,
I point out that this work has been going
on for some time now on 160 dairy farms
for the purposes of better cleared surfaces
and pasture areas. The object was to
ensure that the whole area of pasture was
satisfactorily cleared and that every form
of timber, within the scope of a heavy bull-
dozer, was taken down, stacked and
burned. The result is that no dairy farm,
with the exception of five karri proper-
ties at Northcliffe, has a timber problem.
Many of them are practically totally
cleared and they are all above the stand-
ard of privately-owned farms in the
South-West.

This clearing programme which the
member for Katanning said had not been
at-tempted, has, involved working over ap-
proximately' 15,000 acres of existing
pasture land, and it was followed up by
an equally extensive cultivation drive in-
volving some 10,000 acres to ensure that
the areas were well surfaced and to obtain
the full benefit of better cleared land. This
is work which the hon. member says has
not been done. Again, this Is a completely
untrue statement, to put it mildly.

Weak pasture areas were investigated
and attended to, additional fencing was
provided where necessary and every dairy

property was examined to ensure an ade-
quate water supply. in this last respect,
the Programme provided for the establish-
ment of a second water supply fully
equipped and reticulated to a. couple of
troughs on 170 farms, and it is now 75 per
cent. completed. As a. result of this ex-
tensive programme, it is sale to say that
soldier settlers now occupy properties
with a far greater potential than has ever
before been experienced in the dairying
areas, and their success now rests on their
ability as dairy farmers. There never was
a truer statement written than that.

Mr. Boveli: Who wrote it?
The INISTER FOR LANDS: I actual-

ly wrote It, as a result of Information
supplied to me by officers who were natur-
ally incensed when they read the state-
ment made by the member for Katanning
that over the last 4J years this Govern-
ment and the administration had done
nothing.

Mr. Nalder: I will quote to you again
the report on dairying about which, ap-
parently, you know nothing at all.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I know
far more than the hon. member.

Mr. Nalder: I will quote it when my
opportunity comes.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Never
mind about that. Again I challenge the
hon. member to go down to the depart-
ment and examine all the files. Will he
do that?

Mr. Ralder: That will not prove much
to me.

The MINSTR FOR LANDS: It will
tell the truth to the hon. member.

Mr. Naldet: I will go to the properties
and see for myself.

The MINISTER FOR LAND1,S: I am
well aware that the hon. member does not
like what I am saying, but he should have
more regard toD the requirements of this
Place when he makes a speech. I con-
sider his remarks to be the most irrespon-
sible utterances I have heard since I have
been in this Chamber. In most cases what
he said was completely untrue.

Mr. Nalder: It was all quoted from the
Royal Commission's report.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member can say what he likes about that.
There is an open offer to him to go to
the department and find out the facts for
himself in connection with the actual field
work that has been done over the last 4j
years. If he goes to the department, what
he discovers will throw the lie back in his
teeth, where it belongs.

Mr. Nalder: I will give you some in-
stances-

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Never
mind about giving me plenty.
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Mr. Nalder: I will give instances of
Properties I know. I can take the Minis-
ter to them. I do not have to go to the
office to find out.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: As I
said earlier, in a scheme of this size it is
not unreasonable to think that there is
still work to be done. I reported earlier
on that fact.

Mr. Nalder: You are admitting it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There is
work to be done. The scheme will not be
completed possibly for another 18 months
or two years, but the rehabilitation part
of this work is now almost completed.

Mr. Nalder: That is what I have been
trying to point out.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
point I am getting at is that the hon.
member said that nothing had been done
for the last 40 years; I admit that there
is still work to be done, but the hon.
member's statement was a lie. I invite
him to find these things out for himself,
and when he finds that he is wrong, let
him be man enough to stand up here and
tell the House. If he will do that, I will
be quite happy. I am attempting to show
members how utterly at variance is the
hon. member's speech made last Wednes-
day with what is stated in the report of
the Royal Commission. After all, I am
concerned about what the report states.

The members of that commission were
not after any cheap publicity; they used
their best endeavours to find out the truth,
and I1 think a lot of their recommenda-
tions are good. But I do not like their
report to be used by a member of this
description, who made a speech which
was most unfair to a lot of officers who
are doing a wonderful job.

In speaking of the settler's equity, the
hon. member said that he feared that the
commission-again he does not like what
the commission says-had not appreciated
the points raised by settlers. He went on
to say that the market value at the end
of the 10-yearly Period would certainly be
much greater, due almost entirely to the
settler's efforts.

The Royal Commission was aware of
two things of which the hon. member ap-
parently was not aware, and one was that
where the market value is used, it is the
market value at the time of the final
rental and the lessee is notified of this
option valuing in the same letter as he is
notified of the final rental. Secondly, the
market value is the market value of the
war service land settlement improvements
only, and improvements done by the
settlers are never at any time included.

Mr. Bovell: How do they separate them?
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not

know. I am not in the administrative side
of the department; but they are separated

and the war service land settlement im-
provements are never at any time in-
cluded. There is quite a lot to be learnt
by studying the report of the Royal Com-
mission. A number of matters were raised
to the commission by the central council
of the War Service Land Settlers' Associa-
tion. In that area there is a man named
Leggoe. who was one of the earlier rather
strong critics against the system of aver-
aging, and in regard to a number of other
matters as well.

Mr. Hoveli: His name appears in the
report.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He
gathered together a number of other
settlers who thought the same way as he
did, and they formed themselves into an
association. For years that association,
but principally Mr. Leggoe, continued to
criticise in a number of ways, and on a
number of matters. One of the criticisms
was in regard to comparative values, and
another was on the averaging system. He
continued that type of criticism before the
Royal Commission when he gave evidence.
Yet, regarding comparative values the
commission had this to say-

'The attitude of the settler today in
making comparison between his con-
ditions and farms to those in other
areas and of the early settlers and
which, unfortunately, is one of the
contentious matters submitted by the
Central Council of War Service Land
Settlers' Association is regrettable as
it is causing dissatisfaction and a
sense of unfair treatment which is
not in the interests of the settler or
the war service land settlement scheme.

As regards averaging also, the commission
is completely at variance with the opinions
of Mr. Leggoe and they considered, after
fully investigating the matter, that the
method was an equitable one. This is
a case where this man and his colleagues
endeavoured to force their opinions on
the war service land settlement officials,
and me, over a period of years. No doubt
they did the same thing with the Com-
monwealth Government.

Their statements have been completely
denied by the members of this Royal
Commission, the chairman of which I am
quite certain is a personal friend of the
gentleman concerned. That is why I think
this is an honest report. The members of
the Royal Commission did not take any
steps to cover up anything, or to prevent
any criticism being given, even of their
own friends where they felt it just and
right to do so. So I consider that this
is an opportunity for us to do something
about the report.

There is one point the commission men-
tioned, and that was that there is a con-
siderable amount of work which they felt
ought to be done and which has been done,
or was started before the commission
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commenced its sittings. They have pre-
pared a report and submitted certain
recommendations which cover in some in-
stances everyday occurrences and which
are already part of the policy of the de-
partment, and have been for some con-
siderable time. They have acknowledged
that there is better supervision, and that
there is a better standard of work. As a
consequence, I feel justified in moving some
amendment to the motion rather than
attempt to defeat it entirely.

But before doing so I want to summarise
the points which have been made, not by
me but by members of this Royal Com-
mission. As regards valuations they say
that the method of valuing is sound and
they endorse the present system of com-
parative values and criticise the attitude of
settlers in making comparisons. As re-
gards the averaging system the commis-
sion considers it to be an equitable method,
and as regards under-standard properties,
they say that the present work done
speaks highly for the supervision. In re-
gard to standards, the commission says
that there has been no whittling down,
and it considers that the standard set be-
fore a settler goes on lease is much higher
today than it was previously. Lastly, it
considers that the computation of commit-
ments paid under the assessment scheme to
be fair and equitable.

Those arc all items which have been the
subject of bitter controversy and debate
in the past. There is no doubt that the
member for Katanning in taking the at-
titude he did, and in going back six or
seven years to try to prove something that
happened recently, has painted a com-
pletely wrong picture for members. He
has made no attempt to give them a proper
understanding of the conditions as he
knows them himself, and also of the con-
ditions that are reported on in this very
valuable report of the Royal Commission.
So I think we should discredit completely
the statements he made and the points
he raised.

Not only has this report favourably
commented on the administration to-
day in many respects, but last Wed-
nesday, when the hon. member moved
this motion, the chairman of the Land
Settlement Board of the R.S.L. was making
a personal report to the State executive.
arising out of a lengthy tour he made of
the war service land settlement areas
where every facility was offered to him to
do as he pleased. He spoke most highly
of the administration, and work done.
That was the sort of verdict he gave as a
result of a fairly comprehensive tour and
after a careful analysis of the position.

How then can we believe this member
when he says that these settlers are in a
desperate plight; and that nothing has
been done about them? He says they are
completely neglected. it is an absolute

untruth for him to come here and make
such a statement. Personally, I think he
should feel ashamed of himself.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I think you said
that once before.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I did
not say what the hon. member said last
night when he was speaking of the mem-
ber for North Perth. He said that he
was hypocritical.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I did not say
that he was a hypocrite. I said that the
Bill was hypocritical.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I want
to strike out the words, "given early effect
by the Government," at the end of the
motion for the purpose of substituting
these words, "considered by the Govern-
ment with a view to their adoption where
practicable." I think members will agree
that the motion as then worded would be
a fair expression of the commission's re-
port, and the Government will endeavour
to do something about it. On the other
hand, there may be some recommendations
that no Government would be able to im-
plement, because they would not be prac-
ticable owing to the amount of money in-
volved or for some other reason.

Therefore, to be on the safe side, and at
the same time to assure the House that
so far as is humanly possible, we will do
what we can to implement the recommen-
dations, I shall move to amend the motion.
I would like to commend the members of
the Royal Commission who made this re-
port. I think it is an excellent one: it
certainly is very fair and my department
is examining it to see what early steps
can be taken to give effect to a number of
the recommendations. But, as I said, some
of them would place any Government in
a most unenviable position in having to
find sufficient money to implement them.
I move-

That the motion be amended by
striking out all words after the word
"be" in line 8, with a view to insert-
ing other words.

MR. NALDER (Katanning-on amend-
ment) [8.59]: I cannot see that this
amendment will be of very much value
because it will take away from the motion
the main points that are in it. The motion
has a, very definite purpose in stating that
the Government should carry out the
recommendations of the Royal Commis-
sion. Now the Minister wants to add
"where practicable". If we agree to that,
the Government need not carry out any
of the recommendations at all.

The Minister for Works: How can they
carry out recommendations that are not
practicable?

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER:. Order! I would ask

members to cease this crossfire of inter-
jections
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Mr. NALDER: I cannot accept the
amendment moved by the Minister for
Lands, because I believe it would make the
motion that I have moved absolutely
valueless. If the Mlinister is keen to carry
out the recommendations of the Royal
Commission-as he said he was by inter-
jection the other night, and also by quot-
ing a number of cases this evening from
the report-I cannot see any reason why
he should not endeavour to carry out the
conditions of the original motion.,

The Minister for Lands: There is one I
cannot recommend, but yet I would be
obliged to do something about it if you
cardied Your motion in its present form.

Mr. NALDER: If that is so, then the
Minister can give us the reason why he
cannot carry it out. I am talking about
the recommendations in the report, and
the Minister has said it is a good report.

The Minister for Lands: It is.
Mr. NALDER: The House would not be

well advised to accept this amendment,
because it cancels out the purpose of the
original motion and, accordingly, I ask
members to reject the amendment moved
by the Minister for Lands.

MR. BOVELL (Vasse-on amendment)
[9.2]: I join with the member for Katan-
ning in opposing the amendment moved
by the Minister for Lands. In speaking to
this amendment, it will give me the op-
portunity to outline certain recommen-
dations contained in the report of the
Royal Commission that inquired into the
war service land settlement scheme. This
Honorary Royal Commission has submitted
its report to the Legislative council where
it has been adopted, and I understand the
member for Katanning desires that that
report be also adopted in the Legislative
Assembly, which would mean that Parlia-
ment approves the report of the Royal
Commission.

The Minister for Lands:. I will carry out
the recommendations where practicable.

Mr. BOVELL: I think It is better to
leave the report as It Is, and if difficulties
arise, it is the Minister's duty to report
to Parliament that some of the recom-
mendations of the Royal Commission can-
not be carrned out because of certain diffi-
culties. The House should be told exactly
what those difficulties are.

The Minister for Lands: That Is silly.
Mr. BOVELL: The report of the Honor-

ary Royal Commission is somewhat similar
to that presented by the select committee
which was appointed by the legislative
Assembly in 1952 and for the appointment
of which the present Minister for Lands
was the mover. Those of us who were
members in this House at the time will
recall that the Minister for Lands was
then a member of the Opposition, and he
sat in the seat occupied by the member for
Bunbury.

The Minister for Works: What differ-
ence does that make?

Mr. BQVELLL: The Minister should go
back to sleep.

The Minister for Works: But what dif-
ference does it make where he sat?

Mr. BOVELL: I am merely reminding
those members who were not here at the
time of the conditions that applied in
1952. We are not all like the Minister for
Works who has occupied his seat in this
Chamber for many years.

The Minister for Works: What bearing
has it on the argument? What does it
matter where the hon. member sat?

H-on. A. F, Watts: Why don't you stop
interjecting and let him get on with his
speech?

Mr. BOVELL: There are some startling
disclosures in the Royal Commission's re-
port, and I propose to go through that
report and refer to certain matters which
I feel we should have the considered
opinion of the Government, which matters
were not highlighted by the member for
Katanning. On page 4 of the report-
which deals with the question of relation-
ship between the settler and the depart-
men t-we find the following most serious
posiion:-

A diffidence on the part of some
settlers to tender evidence because of
the fear of victimisation was quite ap-
parent and it was not until a written
assurance was obtained from the Min-
ister for Lands that such would not
be the case, together with a statement
by the commission members that any
Particulars of attempts at viotimisa-
tion brought to their notice would be
ventilated in Parliament, that this
diffidence was, in the main, overcome.
Even so, some settlers still refrained
from tendering evidence.

The commission was perturbed at
this state of affairs as it indicated a
lack of co-operation between the set-
tler and the War Service Land Settle-
ment Department. It is imperative
in a scheme such as this for the ut-
most co-operation between settler and
staff to exist to maintain the desired
relationship, as where such is not ap-
parent a deterioration in many re-
spects will eventuate.

I think that is a most serious position, and
it is the considered opinion of the com-
mission from the evidence it recorded, that
the relationship between some settlers and
the department was not what it should
have been. Accordingly, I think it be-
hoves the Government to make a full in-
qu~ry into this question of the relationship
between the settler and the department
and see from the evidence submitted to
the commission, and from the report of
the Commission how this serious situation
can be reconciled.
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The Minister for Works; What serious
situation?

Mr. BOVELL: I will treat that inter-
jection with the contempt it deserves.

The Minister for Works:, It Is very con-
venient, because you do not know the
answer.

Mr. BOVELL: I have already told the
Minister.

The Minister for Works: You attempted
to, but you did not say anything.

Mr. BOVELL: I quoted from the com-
mission's report.

The Minister for Works: If It is clear.
it will bear repetition-without reference
to the report.

Mr. BOVELL,: The next position with
which I wish to deal is the confusion that
existed over valuations. I think a little
explanation might be needed for those
members who have not read the actual
details of the report, so that they can ap-
preciate the position. I would like to know
how many members have read the report,
including the Minister for Works. In
order to put members in the picture, I will
quote what the Royal Commission had
to say in regard to valuations. It is as
follows:-

Evidence submitted indicates that
confusion exists as to the methods
used-in many cases settlers have
multiplied the rental figure by 40
(based on the 2j per cent. principle)
to estimate the capitalisation value of
the holding. This, of course, is not
the criteria today.

In regard to option value for freeholding
the report says-

(1) Option value for freeholding is
cost of acquisition plus develop-
ment....

(2) Final valuation is cost of acquisi-
tion plus development....

The system of valuation is not clarified
in the report, and there again the Govern-
ment should take some action to see that
the system of valuations is known to set-
tlers. The next matter In the report to
which I wish to refer is item D which deals
with under-standard properties. Here
again the Royal Commission's report is not
identical with the report of the select com-
mittee in 1952, but it seems similar in some
aspects. In section D on page 5 we find
the following:-

Considerable evidence was tendered
in regard to this aspect and the fol-
lowing is considered to be a fair sum-
mary of the reasons:

I would like to interpolate here and say
I did not bear the Minister for Lands
refer to these reasons at all when speak-
Ing to the motion. The reasons are as
follows:-

(1) Poor standard of bulldozing and
clearing.

(2) insufficient pasture establishment
-standard area, as agreed by
authorities, not developed.

(3) Bad supervision and administra-
tion.

(4) Lack of water and bad dams.
(5) Bad fencing.

The Minister for Works: As a matter
of interest, is it the hon. member's inten-
tion to read the whole of the report?

Mr. BOVELL: No; and if the Minister
for Works does not wish to listen, he can
go to sleep again-he has been asleep most
of the evening.

The Minister for Works: He has been
watching you pretty closely,

Mr. BOVELL: This is what the com-
mission had to say-

Following inspection, the commis-
sion Is satisfied that evidence submit-
ted in regard to under-developed hold-
ings was substantially correct and.
bearing in mind the time that has
elapsed since the work was carried out,
it was necessary to determine whether
the same mistakes were being perpetu-
ated today and to what extent did
they affect present-day conditions.

The Royal Commission says that the results
of the reasons (1) to (5) I have quoted
have been-

(a) Some properties were handed
over to settlers when not
developed to required stan-
dard.,

(b) Delay in the development of
farms to the required stan-
dard, in some instances by
two to three years.

(c) Excessive depreciation on
settlers' machinery caused by
the rough nature of clearing.

(d) Insufficient pasture estab-
lishment thus not enabling
the carrying capacity of the
holdings to be at the required
standard.

All this has, of course, had an ad-
verse effect on the income from the
properties and consequently the
settler becomes disgruntled and, in
some cases, uninterested.

These conditions are the same as those
outlined by the report of the select com-
mittee appointed in 1952, of which the
present Minister for Lands was chairman.

The Minister for Lands: Why don't you
read the other section in which they sum
up the whole question? Where they said
the supervision was greatly improved;
whilst it may be said the costs were high
and so on. In that report, they are refer-
ring to conditions that existed six years
ago.

Mr. BOVELL: It does not say so, as I
am able to ascertain It. I am only sub-
mitting to the House what I consider
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should be put before members, because
this aspect was not dealt with at any
great length by the member for Katan-
ning. Apart from which, the Minister for
Lands very conveniently glided over
these matters which I am now quoting.
The Minister for Works has already in-
dicated by his impatience in this matter
that he dislikes these matters being
quoted.

The Minister for Works: I did not do
that. You indicated earlier that you would
like to finish the session on the target
date.

Hon. D. Brand: It does not matter what
we think about the date.

The Minister for Lands: Would you say
these conditions apply generally today?

Mr. BOVELL: In some instances they
apply to the dairying districts.

The Minister for Lands: Only a limited
number.

Mr. BOVELL: We have to try to elim-
inate that limited number and I am very
concerned with the number of settlers on
dairy farms in the Karridale-Augusta area
who have left their properties or who have
been evicted for one reason or another.
The Minister said-and I intend to deal
with it later on-that there are 100 dairy
farmers today who have no timber prob-
lem. but I say they have a pasture
problem-

The Minister for Lands: Not now.
Mr. HOVELL.: -because the required 40

cow standard in a great number of cases
has not yet been reached. If the Minister
wants any reminder of it, I will quote
from page 13 of the Royal Commission's
report which deals with dairy farms.
Evidence in this part of the report shows
that the position in the dairying Industry
Is not as it should be and, with the in-
dulgence of the Minister for Works, I am
going to read from the report.

Mr. Nalder: The Minister says that was
the position six Years ago.

The Minister for Lands: I never said
the scheme was finished.

Mr. BOVELL: I know that, and I want
it clearly understood that I am speaking
in the interests of the war service land
settlers and trying to see that they are
given an adequate opportunity to make a
successs of their properties.

The Minister for Lands: I have the
figures here for your district, if you would
like to have them.

Mr. BOVELL: I said some little while
ago that a serviceman had given up five
or six years of his young life fighting for
his country; he comes back and spends up
to now-seven or eight years-on a pro-
perty and even today, for one reason or
another, some are having to vacate
properties. In regard to dairying, I wculd

like to quote from this report. Mr. Speaker,
because it as not been referred to so far.
The report says--

After evidence had been submitted
and the first inspection was carried
out by the Commission in the dairying
areas it was obvious (as previously
stated in Section 1) of this report)
that the main troubles were:-

(a) Lack of sufficient pasture.
(b) Lack of mowable area for hay.
(c) Lack of subdivision.
(d) Lack of water points.

Mr. Nalder: The Minister has not read
that part yet.

Mr. BOVELL: I am sure he has not.
He made a statement in his speech that
there were no timber problems on dairy
farms.

The Minister for Lands: That is true.
Mr. BOVELL: He said that the position

in regard to dairy farms was now almost
entirely satisfactory.

The Minister for Lands: I said that the
back lag of developmental work has now
been completed with the exception of three
or four farms. That is what I said, and
it is true.

Mr. BOVELL: The Royal Commission
report does not say so. and therefore we
have to analyse the report and see that
it is carried out. I am quite sure that
this report is correctly based on evidence
as submitted to the commission and on
evidence as seen by the commission itself.

The Minister for Lands: The commis-
sion was given evidence from the depart-
ment, which it did not use in the report
but w;hich it knew to be true.

Mr. BOVELL: I am going to continue
quoting, because I think this is a very
important factor in regard to the develop-
ment of dairy farms and in regard to the
problems that have been experienced in
quite a number of cases and are still being
experienced by dairy farmers. I quote-

The standard as laid down by the
Commonwealth for a dairy farm carry-
ing 40 cows is-

(1) 160 to 300 acres cleared and
pastured, 60 acres totally
cleared, balance with not more
than three to five trees per
acre;

(iv)
40 acres of mowable land.
Six main paddocks.
Water laid on to each paddock
if reasonably possible.

The commission also had this to say-
It was evident that very few of the

farms had reached this standard ir-
respective of the fact that this was
a feature of the 1952 select committee
report. This Commission is of the
opinion that the department's atti-
tude for not ploughing initially for
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re-growth control and pasture estab-
lishment would be one of the main
factors for the delay in these pro-
perties being brought to an economic
standard.

The Minister for Lands: I think that is
true, too.

Mr. Nalder: Is it the report of 1952 or
1957?

Mr. BOVELL: it is the report of 1957.
and I want to bring this fact out, because
it was not dealt with by the member for
Katanning. I have quoted from the re-
port and there will not be any need for
the Minister to engage, as he dlid with the
member for Katanning, in a pot-and-kettle
controversy in regard to the statements
that may have been said.

The Minister for Lands: You know that
a man pays full commitments on 35 cows
and not 40. and there are a great many-

Mr. BOVELL: He is expected to pay full
commitments on 35 cows, but I would re-
mind the Minister-

The Minister for Lands: That has been
taken into account,

Mr. BOVELL: -that the object Of the
scheme, so far as dairy farmers are con-
cerned, is a 40-cow basis, so settlers are
being penalised by a five-cow standard in
regard to paying full commitments. I1
know he is expected to pay on a 3D-cow
standard. There was some mention in the
1952 report in regard to the bracken fern
problem, but I have not noticed it here.
In the Karridale area a number of set-
tlers have suffered considerably because
of the difficulty of bracken fern eradica-
tion and the establishment of adequate
pastures on land which is infested by
bracken fern.

The Minister knows, and I said so in
the House some weeks ago, that there is
a portion of the Karridale area which
has almost completely changed hands in
the past few years. One of the Persons
was a candidate for parliamentary honours
in the Federal sphere on two occasions.
and his neighbour also left a property.
Another man, whose appeal was heard the
other day, and who has been on his pro-
perty for eight years--I explained his case
here not long agc-has been threatened
with eviction, and be does not want to
leave his property.

My contribution to this debate is not
to antagonise the department or to gain
any political advantage from the Minister
or, the Government, but is an endeavour
to see that the war service land settler-
especially the dairy farmer who has not
enjoyed the same privileges in regard to
prices as the wool and wheat settler-
should be given a fair and just oppor-
tunity to continue his operations without
being harassed unduly in any way. That

was the reason why I quoted from the re-
port, much to the concern of the Minister
for Works, the matter of relationship be-
tween the settler and the department.

The Minister for Lands: Do you re-
member those figures I gave you in
regard to pasture development in connec-
tion with work done over the last 40 years
for the dairy farmers? Do you know that
it has not cost those farmers one penny?

Mr. BOVELL: I am pleased to hear that.
The Minister for Lands: Tell the mem-

ber for Katanning.
Mr. Nalder: You tell the settler that.
Mr. BOVELL: If there is not harmony

between the settler and the department,
the scheme cannot succeed and the com-
mission has definitely stated that. I read
it much to the dismay and concern of the
Minister for Works who was aroused from
his slumbers by my reading-

The Minister for Works: It is a very
helpful speech, but it depends upon one's
point of view.

Mr. BOVELL: I am endeavouring to
establish a closer cordial relationship be-
tween the department and the settler.

The Minister for Works: With not much
success.

Mr. BOVEIL: It is with that object that
I am speaking at this particular moment.
If the Minister for Works would wipe the
smirk off his face and act with the decor-
urn of a Minister of the Crown, I think
we would-

The Minister for Works: Can't you take
it?

Mr. BOVEL :-achieve much more pro-
gress In this debate than we have.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. BOVELL: I have no doubt that I

will have a further opportunity to make
some comments in relation to the motion
itself, but I have tried to outline in a
helpful way some of the impressions I
have gained from the Royal Commission's
report, with a view, first of all, to seeing
that the settlers who are working under
this scheme, have a fair and just oppor-
tunity to successfully conclude their years
of not only labour on the properties but
their active service in the interests of this
country. I oppose the amendment moved
by the Minister for Lands.

The Minister for Works: So I gather.

HON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling-on
amendment) (9.27): 1 intend to oppose
the amendment because it appears to me
that there is little, if any, difficulty in
giving effect to the greater part of all the
recommendations made by the Royal
Commission, and to give effect to a great
number of them could be giving effect to
the recommendations of the select com-
mittee in 1952. If, as the member for
Vasse said a few moments ago, there Is
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any particular one which is Impracticable.
the Minister can give his reasons or ampl-
fy the reasons he earlier gave, and satisfy
us that the circumstances warrant its
exclusion. However, that is not the pos-
ition at all.

As an example of the practicability and
reasonableness of giving effect to some of
the problems, I would like to quote from
the report of the select committee of 1952.
because some of the proposals are very
Interesting. It says, for example, after
referring to the arrangements between the
State and the settler-

The committee recommends-
As the current Commonwealth-

State arrangement, referred to above,
can have no legal standing, and is in-
proper in a parliamentary sense, the
State should immediately withdraw
its support to such an arrangement.

Any amendment desired by the
State Government to any Act of
Parliament gqverning War Service
Land Settlement should be effected
by legislation.

It is true that the second part of It was
given effect to subsequently by the Min-
ister for Lands because he brought down
legislation which, governed the matter, but
he did not carry out the first part of it.
He did not tell the Commonwealth that
the State should immediately withdraw
its support to this arrangement. On the
contrary, he brought down legislation to
ratify it. This, in my opinion, in face of
the report, was an extraordinary action to
take. 1, of course, was opposed to the'
adoption of this report in 1952.

The Minister for Lands: Did not you
move an amendment to that?

Ron. A. F. WATTS: I was not in favour
of the adoption of the report in 1952. 1
was in the unfortunate position-except
in respect to one aspect of the report-
of having to disagree with the hon. gentle-
man at that time. But this is his report.
The fact that I did not agree with him then
is only consistent with my attitude now.
But I expected the Minister to have done
what he said should be done, and not come
here now and tell us that the Royal Com-
mission and the member for Katanning
are saying things that are not justified by
facts. The report in another recommen-
dation says--

That the final valuations of farms
be undertaken as soon as practically
possible and the budgetary test should
be based upon prices for products
which are conservative with current
prices.

The final valuations have not yet been
made in the great majority of cases. The
commission calls attention to the uncer-
tainty that prevails In the minds of these
settlers. Yet, a period of live years has
elapsed-or 4Q years-since the hon.
gentleman became Minister for Lands. It

appears to me that in that time there
would have been reasonable opportunity
to carry out the recommendation which
he made in the report.

The Minister for Lands: it was entirely
a Commonwealth matter, as you know.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: But the Minister
said in his report that his considered
opinion was that the State should im-
mediately withdraw its support to such
an arrangement.

The Minister for Lands: You moved an
amendment to that.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: Of course I did,
because it was Impracticable.

The Minister for Lands: Then it no
longer became the wish of this Parlia-
ment.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: The Minister made
this recommendation as his considered
opinion.

The Minister for Lands: That is all
very well.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: At the time he
said that, after due inquiry, this was his
opinion. I am asking him now why he
has not carried it into effect.

The Minister for Lands: Because Par-
liament disagreed.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: Then the Minister
had no right to make a recommendation.
He cannot have It both ways.

Mr' Hearman: He opposed the amend-
ment,' anyhow.

The Minister for Lands: No, I did not
oppose the amendment.

Mr. Hearman: You admitted you were
wrong.

The Minister for Lands: Actually, I
think it has turned out for the best. I
admit that. I think it is a very good
scheme.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: The Minister then
referred in the report to the benefit of
the work done by the settler and he said-

The committee feels that this is un-
fair from the settler's Point of view
and recommends-

That an amendment to the
existing arrangement should be
made that will provide full bene-
fit to the settler for his personal
contribution to the development
of his farm, and this amendment
should be made retrospective to
cover all those who have received
their final valuations.

To the best of my knowledge, informa-
tion and belief, very little contribution has
been made towards completing the final
valuations since that time and. in addi-
tion, there has not been retrospectivity
in the eases where it has been made. Yet
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it was one of the recommendations put
forward by the hon. gentleman. Another
recommendation was-

That an Appeal Board should be
set up without delay which should also
cover allottee designates as well as
lessees.

The Royal Commission has in this docu-
ment something to say about the right of
appeal.

The Minister for Lands: Within six
months I set up an appeal board.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: The Royal Com-
mission does not approve of the appeal
board over much as far as the rights that
have been given to it are concerned. The
rights of appeal are referred to as being
very limited.

The Minister for Lands: That is the
Commonwealth appeal board.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: It does not matter.
The Minister in his recommendation said
that an appeal board should be set up to
do all the things that were requisite.

The Minister for Lands: There were two
appeal boards set up-one by the Com-
monwealth and the other by the State.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: The regulation
under which the Minister set up the appeal
board had to be disallowed by another
place in order to get a certain measure of
justice in regard to the right of appeal of
the settlers. It was only when the regu-
lation was amended that the appeal was
worth anything at all. As the regulation
appeared in the first place, the appeal was
valueless. The Minister, in the course of
his speech, Maid that the averaging system
was a perfectly fair one. That may be so,
and I am not disputing it.

The Minister for Lands: It produced
very good results.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: The Minister did
not say that in 1952, but on the contrary
he condemned it most roundly. If he
condemned it roundly then, and the same
system is being persisted in now, why has
it not been altered by him in the mean-
time?

The Minister for Lands: You cannot
alter it without the approval of the Com-
monwealth.

I-on. A. F. WATTS: If, based on the
evidence before the Minister at the time.
he considered the averaging system was
wrong, then it Is still wrong, because it
has not been changed.

The Minister for Lands: Don't you
realise that the State has no responsibility
in it?

Hon. A. F. WATTS: Did not the Minis-
ter realise that in 1952?

The Minister for Lands: It has full
responsibility, and you know it.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: The Common-
wealth did not have full responsibility at
any time. The minister has only to ask
the chairman of the War Service Land
Settlement Board to get the information
on that subject.

The Minister for Lands: If YOU run UP
against the Commonwealth, which has the
money, You have to do what is says; and
you know that.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: I am not going to
disagree with that statement; nor am I
in a Position to do so. but the hon. gentle-
man was in 1952, but now he comes here
and says he was wrong in 1952.

The Minister for Lands: I tried to
change it in 1953 but the Commonwealth
knocked the whole thing back. You ought
to know that.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: I do not know what
the Minister tried to do in the meantime.

The Minister for Lands: The letter has
been read out to You.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: I know the pos-
ition at the time the Minister moved for
the adoption of the select committee's
report in 1952. I now come to a remark
in the report of the 195? Royal Commis-
slon-

The commission have been unable
to determine the necessity for W.S.L.S.
"Group Accounting" system, especial-
ly for single-unit farms.

This is another matter that the Minister,
a few moments ago, considered highly
satisfactory. But the Royal Commission
goes on to say-

No authority can be found either
under the old or the new statement of
conditions for such a practice. As the
majority of single-unit farms are sub-
ject to 194'7 lease conditions, and
therefore entitled to single unit valua-
tions, all individual items of expendi-
ture on these farms should be known.

It would be extremely difficult to ascer-
tain that under the group costing system.
There again, in the select committee's re-
port in 1952, objection was taken to that
system, but it still persists, notwithstand-
ing the adverse views held by the Minister
With which he was able to impress, ap-
parently, the other members of his com-
mittee because it is stated in his report
that it is a unanimous report. Notwith-
standing all that, the system which was
v rong still persists; and this is not a
matter Which is completely controlled-
supposing other matters are-by the Com-
monwealth. This is a matter in regard to
which the hon. gentleman, and those
assisting him, could have taken steps to
alter the situation.

I have no desire to labour the matter.
but it does seem to me that many of the
recommendations in this commission's
report are as Practicable now as they
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were in 1952. The Minister said they
were practicable then and if that is so. I
suggest they are practicable now and there
is no reason that I can see, to carry the
amendment. Therefore I propose to
oppose it.

On motion by Mr. Norton, debate
adjourned.

BILL-CONSTITUTION ACTS
AMENDMENT (No. 1).

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 30th October.

MR. JAMIESON (Beeloo-in reply)
[9.38]: Several aspects that were raised
in the debate are worthy of reply, and
one of these was brought forward by the
member for Vasse who made play with
the fact that there had been no demand
by ex-service personnel for a particular
vote in a franchise such as is envisaged
under the Bill.

It is true there has been no great out-
cry, but no doubt the hall. member would
agree that with respect to many other as-
pects of preference to service men, there
has been no outcry but rather have they
been given as a right for services rendered.
Those rights were obtained in that way
rather than by means of any demand by
them or their organisations for some con-
sideration. In any event. I think it is a
mediocre award for many of those who
returned with some degree of disablement.
We have dealt at length with the question
of an extension of the franchise of the
Upper House from time to time and the
member for Vasse has expressed his views
in that regard on several occasions, but his
ideas do not coincide with mine.

I will next deal briefly with certain re-
marks concerning the qualifications for
members of Parliament, as set out in the
Constitution Acts Amendment Act. Un-
fortunately. the Leader of the Country
Party was a bit confused as to the intent
of the legislation, in that it seeks to clarify
a position that is not clear in the present
Act. If the hon. member consults Stand-
ing Orders, he will see that the Act does
not specify any particular two years, and
in the Bill I have endeavoured to clarify
the position by making reference to the
specific two years.

At present the two years could be the
first two years of a person's life and he
need not live in this State to be a mem-
ber of our legislature. I feel that it is
highly desirable that that point should be
cleared up, in order that anyone who be-
comes a member of Parliament in this
State might have some knowledge of the
requirements of the electors of Western
Australia. I have not sought to change
greatly the qualification period but have
endeavoured to make the qualification
uniform for both Houses of this Parlia-
ment.

At the present juncture It is desirable to
have a state affairs under which people
whc are of an age to vote are entitled
also to become members of the legislature.
In some cases there may be young men
with considerable wealth invested in pro-
perty or otherwise and they may be far
more capable of rendering service to the
community than would be others of more
mature age.

It is doubtful whether this amendment
would make any great difference to the
composition of either House, because
there is not much difference between the
average age of members of this Chamber
and the average age of those of another
place. It is hard to determine the exact
average age in either House, because once
people achieve mature age they are in-
clined to hide their actual age and even
reference to "Who's Who" or to old issues
of the Press, does not reveal the average
age of members. I would suggest that this
proposed amendment to the Constitution
lActs Amendment Act is a worth-while
one.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:-

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Noes ... ..

Majority for

Brady
Evans
Gaily
Graharn
Hall
HawkIe
Heal
W. Hegney
Hoar
Jamlteson
Johnson
Kelly
Laphamn

Mr. Ackland
Mr. Bevel!
Mr. Brand
Mr. Cornell
Mr. Court
Mr. Cromnmelin
Mr. Orayden
Mr. Beaeman
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Mann

AyMs
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr-

Lawrence
Marshall
Moir
Nuls.n
O'Brien
Potter
Rhatigan
Rod ored a
Sewell
Sleeman
Tom
Tonkin
Norton

.... .... 20

6

(Teller.,

Noes.
Mr. W. Manning
Sir Ross McLarty
Mr. Nalder
Mr. Oldfield
Mr. Owen
Mr. Perkins
Mr. Roberts
Mr. Watts
Mr. Wild
Mr. 1. Manning

(Teller.)

The SPEAKER: AS this Bill requires an
absolute majority of the members of the
House I have counted the members of the
House and I am satisfied there is an
absolute majority present. I declare the
question carried.

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Moir in the Chair; Mr. Jamieson in
charge of the Bill.

Clause 1-agreed to.
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Clause 2-Section 7 repes
enacted:

Mr. JAMIESON: In the dii
Bill an inadvertent error was
in effect, would make it col
all people to be over the age
being eligible to be elected as
either House of Parliament.
intended and the amendment
it. I move an amendment-

That the words "since
age of twenty-one years'
and 16, page 2, be struck

Amendment put and passed
as amended, agreed to.

Clause 3-Sectlon 15 amenc
Mr. BOVELL: I oppose th

cause it will extend the franch
people to vote for the Legisl
if they have resided contini
area for five years. I conside
franchise is wide enough and
provision.

Clause put and a division ta
following result:-

Ayes .. .. ..
Noes .. .. ..

Majority for ..

Mr. Brady
Mr. Evans
Mr. Gaffy
Mr. Graham
Mr. Hall
Mr. flawke
Mr. Heal
Mr. W. Hegney
Mr. Hoar
Mr. Jamieson
Mr Johnson
Mr. Kelly
Mr. Laphanm

Mr. Ackland
Mr. Seveni
Mr. Brand
Mr. Court
Mr. Cronmnelin
Mr. Graydon
Mr. Hearman
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Mann
Mr. W. Manning

Ayes.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Noes.

Law
Mar
Nul,
o'n,
Pott
Rha
Rod
Sew
Sle
Tom
Ton
Nor

Sir Rose
Mr. Nald
Mr. OldE
Mr. Owe
Mr. Perk
Mr. Robi
Mr. Wat
Mr. Wild
Mr. I. M

led and re-

lifting of the

MOTION-NATIVE WELFARE.
Commissioner's Annual Report and Select

Committee's Objections.
maudor bhich Debate resumed from the 6th November
of 23 before on the following motion by Mr. Orayden:-
a member of That in the opinion of this House.
This was not as the annual report of the Commis-
s will correct sioner for Native Welfare for the year

ended the 30th June, 1957, Which Was
attaining the tabled on the 22nd October last, con-

in lines 15 tains many inaccurate and misleading
out. statements in respect of the report of
Ithe clause, the select committee appointed to

inquire into the conditions of abo-
rigines in the Laverton-Warburton

led: area and in respect of the controversy
is clause be- which the report caused and as the
]Ise to enable Commissioner's annual report, by pre-
ative Council senting selected documents and In
jously in an other ways, conveys a distorted account
r the present of happenings in the Warburton-
I oppose this Laverton area, the members of the

select committee be authorised to
iken with the prepare a reply to the offending sec-

tions of the report and such reply to
... 25 be attached as an appendix to the

19 annual report of the commissioner,
- to which Mr. Oldfield had moved an

6 amendment that the word "as" in line 2
- be struck out.

rence MR. BOVELL (Vasse-on amendment)
shall (9.58): As a member of the select corn-

rien mittee, I desire to take this opportunity of
or making a few comments in regard to the
tigan motion. I would like to say at the outset
credo htIhv oojcint fieso h
ell htIhv oojcint fieso h
man Public Service criticising Parliament, or
ao members of Parliament; but when those
kin ciiim r ae hysol esb
ton ciiim r ae hysol esb

(Teller.) stantiated. It is easy for anybody to make
statements and not substantiate them; and

MeLorty in this report I am alarmed to see that
icr Mr. B. A. McLarty, an officer of the NativefieldWlaeDprmnrgrigteslc
n WlaeDprmnrgrigteslc
Ins committee's report on the Warburton area.
arts bad this to say-

anning
(Teller. I

Clause thus passed.
Clause 4-agreed to.
Clause 5-SectIon 20 repealed and re-

enacted:
Mr. JAMIESON: I move an amend-

went-
That the words "since attaining the

age of twenty-one years" in lines 33
and 34, page 4, be struck out.

This is a consequential amendment and
will bring the qualifications for the Legis-
lative Assembly into line with those for the
Legislative Council. It was a drafting
error.

Amendment put and passed: the clause,
as amended, agreed to.

Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments, and the

report adopted.

stripped of its unsupported generalities
and some patent inaccuracies.

That report was submitted to and
accepted by this Assembly. It was based
on evidence which was given orally before
the select committee and on evidence
which was visible to the members of that
Committee. If Mr. MoLarty, or any other
officer of the Native Welfare Department
or, indeed, of any other department in the
Public Service, wishes to make criticisms,
it behoves him to support such criticisms
by evidence. There is no evidence to sup-
port Mr. McLarty's statement that the
select committee's report contained some
patent inaccuracies.

The report of the select committee was
a well-studied document. The members
of the committee comprised the member
for North Perth, the member for Kimber-
ley, the member for Mt. Lawley, the mem-
ber for South Perth who was the chair-
man, and myself. I was extremely Pleased
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to hear from the Leader of the Country
Party that he had studied the evidence
submitted to the select committee and that,
in his opinion, the findings were in accord-
ance with that evidence. That opinion
was advanced by an unbiased member of
this Assembly and he is a man who has
had legal training and who has practised
law for many years. That was the opinion
expressed by him and it should be con-
sidered very carefully in view of the fact
that it was expressed by a man who has
had considerable experience of bath politics
and law.

Perhaps the outlook of the members of
the select committee may have been
coloured by what they saw of that unfor-
tunate band of natives who arrived at the
Warburton mission just before we did. The
sight of those poor distressed and starved
humans would have struck pity in the
heart of the most hard-hearted individual.
I do not say that any members of the select
committee are hard-hearted, but to witness
the terrible deprivations of our own native
aborigines was indeed an unenviable but
valuable experience.

It was the intention of the select com-
mittee to impress upon this Government
and the Commonwealth Government their
responsibilities in regard to the aborigines
of Western Australia. Simply because of
the place of their domicile, why should the
aborigines of the Northern Territory be
favoured merely because that territory is
administered by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment? It has at its disposal funds
which can be readily made available for
the welfare of aborigines in those parts.
Merely because the Western Australian
Government is starved for funds, does not
mean that the natives of this State should
be placed on a scale below that of natives
who are under the control of the Com-
monwealth Government. It is a respon-
sibility of the representatives of not only
the Western Australian Government but
also the Commonwealth Government to
ensure that the aborigines throughout
the length and breadth of this continent
are adequately cared for.

It was not intended in any way that
the State Government should be embar-
rassed in the slightest degree by the report
of the select committee. The report was
made with one purpose in view, namely,
to try to awaken all the people in Aus-
tralia-especially the representatives of
all Governments in the Commonwealth-
to their responsibilities to the aborigines
resident in Western Australia, and that
they should do something to improve their
pitiful lot.

In my opinion it was most unfortunate
that the Press, throughout Australia, dis-
torted the recommendations of the select
committee. At this stage I might quote
one or two recommendations made by the
select committee. The objects of the main
recommendations made by the select com-
mittee were, firstly, to provide adequate

food for the natives and, secondly, to pro-
vide some occupation for those natives who
are mission-trained, and who have left the
mission to tend for themselves.

To me it is deplorable to realise-and
I was made to realise it as a result of my
experience with this select committee-
that native children are taken into the
mission while still only infants and are
guarded and protected through their early
childhood and adolescence and yet, when
they reach the age when the mission de-
cides that their training is complete in
order that they may enter our civilisation.
they are left to return to the native habits
of their parents, of which they have no
recollection.

That is a completely wrong principle to
follow. If native children are accepted and
cared for by the mission up to a certain
age. I think it is the responsibility of the
Australian people, through the Govern-
ments of the various States of Australia.
to ensure that those aborigines in adoles-
cent and adult life, are given an oppor-
tunity to live in an environment similar to
that in which they have lived during their
childhood under mission training.

For those natives to be left to assume
the habits of their parents and to live
under the same conditjons after they have
been mission trained, is deplorable in the
extreme. Therefore, I ask the House to
give consideration to the motion as
amended, because I think we will do a
great service in the interests of mankind
to see that our natives in the main are
protected to a degree that will prevent
them suffering from, principally, the pri-
vations of starvation.

The Australian Press has made much
of the conditions of the natives in the
areas we visited. But those reports-not in
our Western Australian Press but in the
Press of the Eastern States-have been
distorted. I know that, as a member of
the select committee, I was telephoned by
Press representatives from the capital
cities of Australia, when the controversy
was at its height, and my only comment
was that the select committee's report was
based on sworn evidence, and on the per-
sonal observations of the members of the
committee who were all responsible mem-
bers of this Parliament and of the com-
munity generally; and that any recom-
mendations and findings that the select
committee made were factual and based
on the evidence of our own eyes.

It was in the interests of these native
people that we set out to do something in
this direction. Each member of the select
committee was prompted with the Idea
of doing something to uplift these people
and to bring them out of the unfortunate
predicament and plight in which they were
placed through one circumstance or an-
other. If members will examine closely
the report of the select committee and its
recommendations and then, not being
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satisfied, do as the Leader of the Country
Party did, namely, refer to the evidence
taken by the select committee, I feel sure,
if they are just, they will come to the con-
clusion that the select committee's report
is based on the evidence as submitted,
that it is factual and moderate, and that its
main object is to see that something
shall be done for these unfortunate people.

At the outset, I referred to the reports
that have been tabled concerning the De-
partment of Native Welfare. I would, in
closing, like to emphasise that any civil
servant has the right to criticise mem-
bers of Parliament if he considers there
is room for such criticism. But having
made that criticism in such strong
language as that used by Mr. MoLarty.
they should substantiate it. Mr. Metarty
when referring to the report, used the
words, "its unsupported generalities and
some of its patent inaccuracies." I1 think
phraseology of that nature should be sub-
stantiated by factual evidence, and so far
as I can see, there is no factual evidence
in his report to substantiate Mr. MeLarty's
statement in that regard.-

The purpose of the member for South
Perth in bringing this motion forward is
to be commended, because the intention
of the select committee, wholly and
solely, was to endeavour to awaken the
people of Australia and the Governments
of Australia, to' their responsibility in re-
lation to the aborigines of this land. I
support the amendment.

The SPEAKER: The member for Mt.
Lawley moved to strike out the word "as"
in line 2 of the motion, and I should con-
fine members in their remarks to debating
whether the word "as" should be struck
out or not. It is only a formality and a
matter of making sense, and I think there-
fore that we should first agree to the
deletion of that word. I do not propose
to permit members to discuss the entire
report on an amendment to strike out
one word. I will put the amendment and
members will then have an opportunity
of discussing tils motion as amended. If
the House has no objection, I will formally
put the amendment already moved by the
member for Mt. Lawley to strike out the
word "as."

Amendment put and passed.
MR. OLDIFIELD (Mt. Lawley) [10.17]:. I

move an amendment.-
That all words after the word

"area" in line 9 of the motion be
struck out.

MR. RHATIGAN (Kimberley -- on
amendment) [10.181: Once again my re-
marks on this motion will be brief and to
the point. I consider there has been too
much emotionalism too much lip service
and too much journalistic endeavour on
this Particular subject. I might mention
that I had quite a few telephone calls from
the capital cities In the Eastern States, and

may reply to them was that I stood by
every word in the select committee's re-
port, and that other than that I had
nothing further to add. I reiterate that
I stand by everything in the report of the.
select committee.

if members study the evidence on which-
the committee formulated its report,
they will admit that the greater portion.
of it was based on evidence taken, and
from the observations of the comnmittee-
while at the Wargurton Range mission,
area. The fact has been lost sight of that
the select committee might not have been
appointed had not the Commissioner of
Native Welfare decided to forgo what little
assistance he had been gluing the War-
burton Range mission, and had he not
decided to move the children from that
mission to Casino Newbery. It was be-
cause of that that the committee was
appointed. Had the Department of Native
Welfare not moved in that direction, it is
very probable that no select committee
would have been appointed to inquire into
this matter. In the publicity that has
been given to this question, that factor
has been lost sight of.

The report is a sincere and honest effort
on the part of the members of the select
committee to assist the natives in this
State. There is no reason for the com-
mis~sioner to take exception to that report.
In fact, he should have backed it up
with the abject of obtaining the same
financial assistance for the natives in this
State as the natives in the Northern Ter-
ritory receive. I do not know why he
should go into such fits of journalism.

I took several copies of the select com-
mittee's report to the North earlier this
year. I showed the report to people living
in the 'Kimberleys who have had exper-
ience with desert natives and who have
been in the desert areas. When they read
the report, they were amazed at what they
had heard over the air and read In the
newspapers. They could not understand
why undue publicity had been given to the
question. They maintained that the re-
port was accurate and factual to anyone
who had experience of the desert areas.

The desert natives cannot be compared
with those found along the coast. The
coastal natives are not subject to star-
rattan, irrespective of seasonal conditions
because fish and other food is plentiful at
all times. But the desert native is greatly
influenced by seasonal conditions, and
therefore at times he becomes very short
of food. It may be a coincidence that the
natives whom the select committee saw at
the Warburton mission were starving when
they arrived, but where they came from,
there would no doubt be other natives In
the same condition.

A couple of inches of rain could make
a lot of difference to their food supplies.
I am sure that the member for Murray,
who has interests in the cattle stations In
the North, will be aware that in the dry
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;season one inch of rainfall will cause
-cattle to travel 20 miles, and kangaroos
to travel 50 miles overnight to follow the
showers. I have had long experience with
-natives, although I do not set myself up
as an authority. I do not profess to have
found a solution to the native problem, but
I have had a lifelong experience with them.
including six years in the Department of
Native Welfare, during which time I trav-
elled from Shark Bay to Wyndham. In
all that time, I had not previously seen
natives in such a condition as those we saw
coming in from the desert when we visited
the Warburton mission.

I would suggest to the Commissioner
of Native Welfare that he curb his obvious
flair for journalism and stick to the job to
which he has been appointed by the Gov-
ernment. He should not rush to the Press
with statements; such action does not do
any good for the natives. I suggest that
he confine himself to his position; that is,
to promote the welfare of the natives.

For my part, I have no axe to rind with
the department or with its staff. It is,
however, quite obvious from all the reports
of the commissioner, from the time he
was appointed to the position by Sir Ross
McDonald as a member of the McLarty-
Watts Government, that he has a leaning
towards journalism. We want something
more concrete in his report. In conclu-
sion, I reiterate that I stand by every word
in the report of the select committee. It
is true and factual, and it is an honest
eff ort on the part of the members of that
committee to assist the natives of this
State.

MRt. LAPIIAM (North Perth - on
amendment) E10.25]: I enter into this
debate with a degree of reluctance, a
reluctance brought about by the knowledge
that all those actively participating in the
debate are keen to do something for the
welfare of the natives. Not only the mem-
bers who have joined this debate, but the
responsible officer, namely, the commis-
sioner himself, is, I believe, also keenly
interested in their welfare.

It seems to me that a regrettable set
of circumstances has crept into the
endeavour to help these unfortunate people.
In the first place, the report of the select
committee was not greatly publicised by
"The West Australian." That newspaper
gave only two or three inches of space to
the report. It was, on the other band.
publicised by a communist newspaper in
Sydney, "The Tribune." We all realise
that if one wants to lose a fight, the best
way is to find a communist ally. Unfor-
tunately, that was what happened on this
occasion. That communist newspaper took
up the select committee's report, printed
It almost verbatim, and used as much
sensationalism as was possible. Not to be
outdone, the other newspapers in the
Eastern States joined the controversy, one
fighting with the other, until at the end
the matter completely got out of hand.

From then onwards, the Federal Govern-
ment went on the defensive over this Issue.
That being the position, some people who
were connected with the natives felt that
they should do their utmost to stem the
tide of inaccuracy that was creeping into
the native Question. instead of asserting
that the report of the select committee
was true and factual, unfortunately they
went to the other extreme. They said
that the report was grossly exaggerated;
it contained sensationalism;. there was very
little fact in it; and it contained a number
of points which should not have been in-
cluded. Having made such statements,
they could not retract.

Those who have been connected with
the controversy have gone from one state-
ment to another until they became so in-
volved in their utterances that they could
not retract. It amazes me to find that the
commissioner, who is so keenly interested
in the welfare of the natives, was so foolish
as to couch his report in the terms he
used. He submitted a most contentious
and most provocative report. He must
have realised when he prepared it that it
would be debated in this House, and that
the members of the select committee, who
went out of their way to do an honest Job
for the welfare of the natives, would take
exception to what he had to report.

For the benefit of those who have not
heard or read his report,. I would like to
quote it. It reads as follows:-

As usual, the record for the year is
full of interest, niot because of any
spectacular Government or public
achievement but rather because of the
more superficial variety engendered
by sensationalism and an obvious ex-
ploitation of public ignorance. it
would seem from this and past ex-
periences in similar circumstances
that logic and commonsense become
submerged int the average Public mind
when the emotions are aroused. It is
also unfortunately true of our public
relations system that whereas the
noisy suburbanite with only a few
days of contact with desert natives
in their natural environment may
have free and unrestricted access to
the various media of public expres-
sion the civil servant, however well
qualified he may be to express opinion
on the subject, is seldom permitted to
do so.

That statement in itself is not a true
one because the commissioner has made
mention of a noisy suburbanite with only
a few days contact with desert natives. I
do not hold myself up as being any genius;
I admit I am not a civil servant, I am
just an ordinary bloke elected by a num-
ber of people in North Perth because I
have shown the ordinary rudiments of
commonsense. However, I know that I
do not have to be a highly trained civil
servant to see when a native is ill; to see
when a native is well fed and to see when
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a native is not well f ed. I admit I could
be criticised if I said a native was suffering
from malnutrition or if I said he was half-
starved1 but the position is that they look
hall -starved, and to an individual like my-
self that Is a fair and reasonable way to
judge the condition of these people.

Hon. A. F. Watts: Are you the noisy
suburbanite?

Mr. LAPHAM: I have taken it for
granted that I am the noisy suburbanite
as a member of the select committee who
has expressed himself through the media.
of the Press, although I only answered a
few questions that were asked of me by
the reporters. As a consequence, I am a
noisy suburbanite with little contact with
natives. Admittedly, I am not an anthro-
pologist. I would not write a book on the
sex habits of natives like anthropologists
do. I think I can find something far
better at which to spend my time. Nor am
I interested in what the natives eat and
how many flies they may swallow in the
process of eating It, but I am interested
in the facts that the children of the
natives are not living under conditions in
which they should live.

For the information of members, I may
say that I was born. on the Goldfields and
as a kiddie I mingled with natives. I could
speak a word or two of their language;
as much as the average Native Welfare
Department officer who. I understand.
speaks about 30 words. I spoke with
natives in the streets of Kalgoorlie when
I was a youngster. I admit I left there
at a. comparatively early age but, at the
same time, I do not think that I have to
rub shoulders with them to realise that
something should be done for them. The
report continues--

within the limits of its financial
and manpower resources, the depart-
ment is assisting the natives of this
State in every possible and practical
way; let those who carp and criticise
put their shoulders to the wheel in
the same way and to the same extent,
and the State will have something
worth while to show for its efforts.

Because I am a member of a select
committee and bring down a decision to
this House which I feel is in accordance
with the evidence tendered to it and which
is as a result of my own observations and
those of the other members of the com-
mittee; and because it does not coincide
with the view of the Commissioner of
Native Welfare, is it fair that he should
say I am carping and criticising? Of
course it is not! I am quite prepared to
put my shoulder behind the wheel, as are
many other people in the State, to help
our native people, but I realise, as others
have realised, that we cannot do any-
thing for our native people until we loosen
the Federal Government's purse strings.
I will do my best, to loosen those purse

strings, but the Commissioner of Native
Welfare is not helpful when he adopts the
view that the select comnmittee's report is
untrue and natives are faring well in this
State. We know, and everybody knows.
that the natives are not faring well. They
cannot fare well in desert country.

The Minister for Native Welfare; I do,
not think, in fairness to the department.
that you should say that. The comm is-
sioner does not say that the report is un-.
true and that the natives are well fed.

Mr. LJAPHAM:, He is critical of the
report and has said that noisy suburban-
ites have had a lot to say about our
natives and, from memory, he made use
of the words "grossly exaggerated." Whilst
I cannot produce evidence regarding the
use of those words at the moment, I will
do so before this session is finished. The
commissioner's report continues-

Beyond dealing with the recent con-
troversy in these general terms, I do
not Propose wasting my time and
space on it. For the record, however,
I have included in this report a comn-
plete review of the matter by Mr. B.
A. McLarty, District Officer,

I do not mind the Commissioner of
Native Welfare putting that in if he does
so to indicate his real opinion, and I do
not mind his putting in the select com-
mittee's report, but I do object to the
criticism of the select committee's report
when he criticises without giving the sel-
ect committee an opportunity of answering
him or, alternatively, putting in the whole
of the verbatim evidence taken by the
select committee. If the verbatim evidence
were included in this document, I would
be quite happy. The commissioner could
say what he liked, but the verbatim evi-
dence would be opposed to his point of
view.

To bolster up his argument he has
quoted a letter from the matron of the
Warburton mission hospital, and her hus-
band, the teacher of the school at the
Warburton mission. I do not intend to
quote it fully but I would mention this
portion of it,-

We are not writing on behalf of the
U.A.M.-

That is the United Aborigines Mission.
-but as those who were there when
the people came in and had the privi-
lege of helping them. Would you please
consider this letter as purely personal.

Mr. Grmyden: Yet it is in the report!
Mr. I APHAM: I have received many

Personal letters and they have been in
derogatcry terms of individuals, but I
would not Produce those letters because
they represent one person's point of view
and it would not be fair to quote them to
this House. I do not think it fair of the
commissioner to quote a letter such as this,
because it was written with one thought
In mind.
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Mr. Grayden: Particularly when the
people concerned bad already given sworn
evidence.

Mr. LAPHAM: I will deal with the
question of sworn evidence shortly. A
letter of this nature is purely for the pur-
.pose of pouring oil on troubled waters.
.Mrs. Graham and her husband were quite
y)erturbed, I feel sure, over the controv-
ersy that raged over the attitude of the
Commissioner of Native Welfare, and they
felt that it had done the United Aborigines
Mission some harm in that it might not
get the treatment it merited from the de-
partment in the future. That, however is
only my own point of view.

It is necessary to deal with the select
committee's report to see whether it is
factual. The select committee, in its con-
clusion, had this to say-

The committee has arrived at the
conclusion that the plight of the abor-
igines in the Warburton-Laverton
area is deplorable to the extreme.
The natives lack even the most basic
necessities of life.

The basic necessities of life are food,
water and medicine. In this respect I
would like to quote from the evidence that
was tendered. Firstly I would like to quote
the evidence of Mr. Wade, the founder of
the mission, who was asked by the chair-
man-

Is there any permanent surface
water on the Warburton Reserve? I
do not mean soaks?-No, but there
are soaks under the ground.

In regard to the soaks, they would
not be a satisfactory permanent
supply of water for kangaroos?-No.

Only natives would be able to fol-
low the water down?-Yes.

Would you say that if there were
permanent surface water on the re-
serve the natives would know?-Ycs,
certainly.

You are definite on that point?-
Yes. I have been to a number of
regular holes and they dig down and
get water. When the regular holes
dry up, parties come in because there
is no water out there.

When the regular holes dry up in
the outlying areas, do the natives come
back here?-Yes, but they can always
get water at their own tribal waters.

This indicated, that water was a scarcity
and there was no permanent surface water
on the whole reserve; and water is one of
the basic necessities that were lacking. In
regard to medicine and sickness, the
chairman asked Mr. Green, the superin-
tendent of the mission-

Do many roll into the flre?-Yes. I
have seen them with half their hands
burnt off and also their toes. I also
have seen one with half the back of
his head burnt.

Mr. Potter: They do that in India, too.

Mr. LAPHAM: We will stick to Australia
for the time being. The chairman then
asked Mr. Green-

Are there any other bad burns?-I
saw one old woman who had rolled in
the fire at night. I found her with
her hands charred black and she died.
We did our best for her.

Do many of the young children faill
into fires while they are learning to
walk?-Yes, most of our medical work
is attending to burns.

Mrs. Wade, the wife of the founder of
the mission, gave evidence in regard to a
number of natives who came in from the
Gibson Desert and who were in a partilcu-
larly bad plight. The chairman asked Mrs.
Wade-

We would like you to give evidence
in regard to the parties of natives
which came in the other day. You
said they were in poor condition and
understood why that was so. Can you
tell us how many came in?-It would
be approximately 20 or 30 including
the children, but I am not certain. Our
people here do not have any dealings
with these folk. They are Mulagee
people who are strangers. Margaret
said they came from sandhill Country
where there were no rabbits, or very
few, and they had had very little food.

Did you say one of the women died
shortly after arrival?-Yes, over a
week ago. The woman was very sick
and Mrs. Graham thought she had
pneumonia. She stayed in hospital a
couple of nights and then went out to
her children. She attended service on
the Sunday morning and in the after-
noon she was back in the camp. Their
customs are so stiange that they may
have had witch doctors working on her.
We did not know until the next morn-
ing that she had passed away in the
night. The physical condition of these
natives is very poor and this woman
may have had T.B. but we do not
know.

We were accompanied by aL police officer
who had been in the area on Many
occasions. He gave evidence before the
select committee. I intend to read a fair
amount of the evidence that was tendered
because I think members will, as a result,
get a better picture of the whole position.
The chairman asked Albert Francis Ander-
son, a police sergeant-

Will you give us some background of
your experience in the area around
Laverton?-I first went to Laverton in
1042 and left there after 81 years of
service. I was then sent to Kalgoorlie
for 13 months after which I was trans-
ferred to Norseman where I stayed for
01 years. During all the time I had
considerable experience, even when I
was at Norsenman, with the natives re-
siding in the districts. I first visited
the Warburton mission in 1947, again
in 1952 and also at the end of 1953.
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What were the modes of transport?
-I took eight horses with me on the
first occasion that I travelled to the
mission. The journey took me 16 days
from Laverton to Warburton. I
travelled about 80 miles east of the
mission and about 40 miles north from
that spot, returning back to the mis-
sion. That was in the winter of 1947
when all the rock holes along the route
bad water. I had no difficulty in
watering the horses. The next time
that I went up there in 1952 1 took four
horses. I made inquiries before I went
and found that most of the rock holes
were dry. I made arrangements with
the mission for the dropping off of
drums of water at various places along
the route. On that particular trip I
took 14 days to travel from Laverton
to the mission, but I could not have
got through except for the drums of
water dropped along the route. On
the next occasion I travelled by motor
truck. I found the rock holes again
alternately dry, and the road was not
practicable to travel over with horses.

Later he was asked-
Are you familiar with the water

holes between Cosmo Newbery and the
Warburtons?-Yes.

Would you be able to give the names
of them or describe them ?-After
leaving the Casino Newbery homestead
you go about 14 miles to what they call
Limestone Well, which is only about
aft. deep with an unlimited supply of
water. That is In the middle of spini-
fex country. I should say it might be
20 miles from Cosmo Newbery. Brown's
Well is about 2Sft. to 3Oft. deep and
is 15 miles further on. Then you go
on to Rutter's Soak which is another
10 miles.

So he goes on to indicate the conditions.
rock hole by rock hole, all the way to the
Warburton mission. He touches on each
of them and says that while there may
be water in them on one occasion there
is no guarantee that they will contain
water on the next occasion. He was asked
"Are there any other instances where
natives have been in difficulty as a result
of lack of water on that track?" and he
answered "Yes. In about 1948 I was in-
formed, when I was at Laverton, that
about 17 to 18 natives were on their way in
and the mission truck overtook them. They
said that if the truck had not overtaken
them they would have perished-or a per-
centage would have-through lack of
water. They were in a very bad way. This
happened somewhere between Lake 'rhros-
sell and Ouinba, but I do not know exactly
where."

He was asked whether he had any idea
of the rainfall In that area, and he replied
"No, but the rainfall in Laverton is 9
inches. You may go for two years and
get only 2 inches and then have a flood.

It is not a regular rainfall."
cates that water Is the basic
the area, because without it
feed.

It all indi-
problem in
there is no

He was asked whether water was plenti-
ful on the Canning stock route and he
said that once one got past Lake Throssell
in some seasons one could go over 1.000
miles without seeing a kangaroo or a
rabbit. That was the Position when the
select committee went through, because
I had a rifle but had no opportunity of
using it. He was asked "What would be
the reason for that?" and he said-

flry seasons. I have found at the
Warburtons that if there is a strip of
rain any game in the vicinity will be
on that strip and so will the natives;
they sort of concentrate on that strip.
If they do not get that storm the game
scatters and it is miles and miles
apart.

He was asked, "In the settled areas
where pastoral pursuits are carried on. the
Pastoralists naturally Put down watering
Points for stock. Kangaroos are usually
plentiful in such places mainly because
of the plentiful supplies of surface
water?"; and he replied. "I should say
that the game increases when they are
able to get regular water. When the
waterholes dry off the kangaroos especially
perish."

Another question was whether he knew
of any permanent surface water, as dis-
tinct from soaks, between Cosmo Newbery
and the Warburton mission and in the
vicinity of the mission, and he said he
knew of no permanent surface water. In
effect he was asked whether there would
be any place where game could get water.
and he said there was not. He has travelled
through all that country by camel and
by horse and he wvent wherever the natives
go. Although he has a fine record as a
bushman, he nearly perished in that
country on one occasion, because there
is very little water there and consequently
very little game.

Mrs. Graham, the matron at the mis-
sion, gave somne enlightening evidence. I
think she has since left, possibly owing
to the controversy. She was asked "Would
you please give an outline of the work
done at the hospital, and the number of
patients treated, etc.?" and she replied-

The majority of the work is in re-
gard to out-patients who average 30
to 40 daily. This number varies
greatly with the number of people in
the camp and the time of the year.
We have quite a few in-patients when
there are epidemics, spear fights, and
maternity cases. Over the past 12
months there have been about 60 in-
patients, including home children.
About 14 of these would be maternity
cases. The most Prevalent trouble is
trachoma. We have 80 per cent. active
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trachoma amongst home children or
down in the camp. The percentage in
women was about 75 per cent. and
men 60 per cent. We have a great
number of women who are blind in
at least one eye and the other eye is
suffering from trachoma. I find It
is almost a battle to treat it. If you
get some cured they mix with others
and are reinfected again. It is a big
Job to get them to come twice a day
for treatment and we have to drive
them in.

That means that four out of five people
in that area have trachoma.

The Minister for Health: We sent Pro-
fessor Ida Mann up there.

Mr. LAPHAM: Yes; and in her report
she estimated trachoma in that area as
77 per cent, or only 3 per cent. less than
Matron Graham's estimate. Matron
Graham was asked: "Would there be
many with yaws?", and she replied, "At
moment there are about six among our
own people who have a positive yaws con-
dition. One girl who came in here re-
sponded to penicillin and has healed up
well."

She said that girl had come in with the
last party, and that was the party which
came in in obvious distress. in regard to
this case she said, "At first I thought it
might have been leprosy, because they do
contact people in the North." Asked
whether many suffered from burns she
replied "Very many. Mostly amongst the
babies when the mothers have them In
the camp. That is one of my main reasons
f or encouraging them to come to the
hospital when their babies are to be born.
When the woman are on their own the
babies are burned."

She said they were badly burned on
occasions, and when asked did they recover
quickly, she said that if they keep coming
to the hospital they respond well. Asked
whether there were many cases of infanti-
cide, she said "Yes. We have no further
proof than what the natives say them-
selves. Some say they have to do it, and
I think there are certain laws attached to
it. We have never seen them do it. The
last baby was the best evidence we had
had about that." I will not refer to that,
but there was a court case over that baby.
Asked what she though was necessary in
regard to medical attention, and whether
there should be a regular survey she said
"Most definitely. There are many times
when things are beyond me and it would
be a great help if the medical officer came
every three months or every six months."

The Minister for Native Welfare: A lot
of the troubles can be diagnosed by wire-
less.

Mr. LAPHAM: Yes, but in some cases it
is difficult to diagnose what is wrong with
the patient. r asked whether they were
short of conveniences in the hospital for

normal treatment and she said they were
not, as the Native Welf are Department had
been most generous. However, she said she
would appreciate a periodical visit every
three or six months from the Medical
Department.

The report of the select committee con-
tained recommendations in regard to
education of the native children beyond 14
years of age because they often start later.
perhaps at eight or nine years of
age; and If they show aptitude, they
should be given an opportunity to
go ahead and learn. On the ques-
tion of education we examined J. S. Q.
Munro, the school teacher attached to the
United Aborigines mission. He was asked,
"Are there any matters you think would
be relevant to this inquiry?" and he replied
"There are many matters. I have tried for
two years to think out a course of action
that would benefit these natives because
the thing which perturbs me most at the
moment is the position of the elder chil-
dren we have at school. They will be
leaving school and there is just nothing for
them to do: they have no future." He con-
tinued-

These boys and girls from the out-
back who have had a late start In
education should not leave school at
the age of 14 years but when they
reach a certain standard. Although
they are 14 years of age their educa-
tional standard is not. This is not
their fault as they have not had the
chance to reach that standard even
when compared with the natives who
are closer to civilisation.

He was asked-
You think it is essential they have

something to go on to when they
reach the age of 14 years or later?-
Yes, and I think they deserve it. I
think there is a potential in these
native children to learn further. They
start with a great handicap. I taught
at Scotch College for eight years where
I was a resident housemaster and I
am able to compare them with white
children.

The chairman asked-
You mentioned that you considered

it desirable that children should have
more contact with white children and
one means suggested is that once dur-
ing their school life they be taken
down to Perth and shown how educa-
tion would benefit them.

His answer was--
Yes, provided they are in the hands

of People who have the knowledge and
who wiil take the trouble to show them
around.

His evidence went on-
Do you think that would be an ad-

vantage?-I do, Provided they are
shown the right things. One of our
great difficulties here is that these
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children have never seen anything ex-
cept this place. It is difficult to get
them to sit in this uncomfortable little
school, which is a different thing from
Scotch College, where a lad knows he
wants to go on to the University and
become an engineer or follow some
pursuit which his father has done. If
these kiddies had a wider knowledge it
would give them more incentive to
want to learn. I wanted you to meet
Everard but he is not here today. He
is the boy I took down to Perth last
year and is my senior pupil. I took
him out a good many times and
showed him the city. I took him over
to the woo and showed him the animals
and took him to Fremantle and show-
ed him over the "Kabbarli.' I also
showed him around Foy's and explain-
ed to him how to buy things. Uin-
fortunately I had no time to take him
to Parliament House.

The Minister for Native Welfare: He
would not learn anything there.

Mr. Cornell: What would his impression
have been?

Mr. LAPHAM: I then asked him-
All You have said indicates that the

educational facilities are not available
for proper teaching of the children?-
Yes. The locality is too remote, but
there should be something here. I
would like to see it closed down alto-
gether.

Mr. Cornell: Parliament House?
Mr. LAPHAM: He was then asked-

Do you think the normal school book
does not come up to the standard you
require?-It does, but we did not get
the Western Australian lot until the
30th of last month and I have been
here for over two Years.

The Western Australian books were not
available to these people, and finally they
had to get the Victorian books. He said
that it would be an advantage if special
books were printed for the purpose of
teaching native children. I think there
is a lot in that idea.

The medical party went through the
area and finally submitted a report, which
has been extensively quoted. But if one
has a good look at the report and examines
it in an analytical frame of mind, one
finds that it agrees with a considerable
amount of what the select committee
stated in its report. For instance, in re-
gard to food, this as an extract from Dr.
Davidson's report-

There is a strong possibility that
isolated groups of natives in the
course of their wanderings encounter
periods of food and water shortage
and some hardship, but there is no
condition of starvation that can be
applied as a generalisation to the
natives in this area.

I want to deal with that part of his
report which mentions, "There is no con-
dition of starvation that can be applied as
a generalisation." When the select com-
mittee's report was published, the news-
papers indicated that there was general
starvation in the area. That was Purely
an act of sensationalism on their part.
Never at any time did the select commit-
tee state that there was general starvation
among the natives. We said that malnu-
trition existed and we also said that the
basic necessities of life were not there.

We did not say that there was general
starvation in the area; that was a target
set up by newspapers and those who were
opposed to the select committee's report.
Having set up a target of their own, they
promptly proceeded to knock It down-
quite an easy Process. Of course, Dr.
Davidson has fallen for the trap, because
in his report he mentions general star-
vation. Let me quote further from the re-
Port-

It has been said that enlarged abdo-
mens are a sign of malnutrition or
starvation. This is true in certain ex-
treme conditions of dietary deficiency,
such as beri beri. It is due to fluid in
the abdomen and/or enlarged liver.

Whenever members have a little time to
spare I will show them a film of natives
who have enlarged abdomens; but whether
they have beri beri I am not in a position
to Say. They had extremely enlarged ab-
domens; and they were natives who had
never been examined by the Medical De-
partment, because they were out in an
area where the Medical Department had
not visited, and these natives did not come
back to the Warburton mission when the
Medical Department party went through
on its homeward journey. Dr. Davidson
also Said-

Yaws was shown to be present in
25 per cent, of eases in bloods so far
examined for this disease.

One out of every four of the natives Suf-
fers with yaws, and four out of every five
with trachoma. So in those circumstances,
do not members think that the select com-
mittee was entitled to say that sickness
and disease was evident in the area? The
select committee said that, because it was
obvious. Dr. Davidson also said-

It is beyond my jurisdiction to com-
ment on native policy. It does how-
ever. seem that there is no turning
back and returning the native to his
isolation and primitive life in native
reserves. Whatever course is adopted
in educating him to Play his role in
Australian society, the lessons of this
survey must be borne in mind. That
is. his education must include instruc-
tion in such things as diet, hygiene
and sanitation and a sense of respon-
sibility for his own health, his family's
health and the health of the commun-
ity, otherwise in his new environment
he will become a prey to disease and a
danger to others.
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I have noticed that a number of mem-
bers seem to be a little weary of my speak-
ing so I will not keep the House much
longer. But I want to conclude by refer-
ring to the fact that I believe there was no
necessity for the Commissioner of Native
Welfare to put forward a report in the
manner that he did. It was most pro-
vocative, and I feel that his statements
are not fair to those who endeavoured to
assist him.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon.
member's time has expired.

On motion by Mr, Norton, debate
adjourned.

BILL-TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 1).

Council's Amendments.
Schedule of three amendments made

by the Council now considered.

In Committee.
Mr. Moir in the Chair; Mr. Hearman

in charge of the Bill.
No. 1.
Clause 2, page 2, line 13-To insert after

the word "tons" the following:-"and the
licensing authority is satisfied that the
tractor will be used during the currency
of the license solely or mainly for the
hauling or carriage of the products of or
requisites for such business."

Mr. HEARMvAN: I move-
That the amendment be agreed to.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
There are three amendments proposed by
the Legislative Council; and if I speak
once on all three now it wvill suffice. In
the first place I think the amendment
under consideration improves the pro-
visions of the Bill, but I am not so cer-
tain about at least one of the subsequent
amendments. However, it is not my in-
tention to oppose any of those submis-
sions. I have already indicated my op-
position to the amendment as a principle.

There is an attempt here to bestow
favours on a certain section of the com-
munity without having regard for other
sections equally or more deserving. One
of the reasons for my lack of concern
is that it wfll only be the country local
authorities that will be out of pocket if
the amendment is to bestow any benefit,
and if they disagree with what has been
done they can express themselves to the
member for Blackwood.

My final word is that notwithstanding
what was agreed to by Parliament last
year, Western Australia is still very far be-
low the average of the other States in so
far as licence fees are concerned. On every
occasion that we whittle down some of
the existing charges, the State of Western
Australia is being penalised by the Grants
Commission to that extent. At present

concessions are enjoyed by farmers and
other sections of the community. Those
concessions were granted in times more
difficult than they are now.

Therefore, I do not think there is any
great need for this action to be taken.
I have made my position clear in regard
to this matter, and I repeat that I do not
intend to speak on the other submissions
or even to call for a vote against them.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

No. 2.
Clause 2, page 2-To delete all words

after the word "shall" in line 17 down to
and including the word "fee" in line IS
and substitute the words "notwithstanding
the provisions of this Act and the scale
shown under Items 7 or 8 of this Schedule,
be one-half of the prescribed tees for the
tractor or of the fees Prescribed for the
licensing of both the trailer and the
tractor,".

Mr. HEARMAN: I move-
That the amendment be amended

by striking out the figure "8" in line
6 and inserting the figures "10"l in lieu.

I think that possibly there has been a,
typographical error made in the drafting
of this amendment. It is quite evident to
anyone who has looked at the Act that
the amendment should read, "and the
scale shown under Item 7 or 10." Item
7 of the Third Schedule deals with a
trailer fitted with pneumatic tyres, but
Item 8 does not appear to have any rela-
tion to the Bill whatsoever. On the other
hand, Item 10 does because it relates to
a tractor other than a prime mover type
fitted with pneumatic tyres.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment, as amended, agreed to.

No. 3.
Clause 2-To add after paragraph (b)

a paragraph to stand as paragraph (c) as
follows:

Cc) In any case when an applicant
for a license can satisfy the licensing
authority that the license is required
for a tractor, or a tractor with direct
mounted or trailing equipment that is
bona fie used in the Pursuit of his
business and will only travel on the
road for the purpose of moving from
job to job or to a place for repair, and
does not Ply for hire or reward while
using the road, then the licence fee
charged shall be £8 per ton weight of
such tractor.

Mr. HEARMAN: I move-
That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Resolutions reported, the report adopted
and a message accordingly returned to the
Council.
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BILLI-TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 3).

Second Reading.

HON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling) [11.171
in moving the second reading said: This
is a small Hill containing two amendments
to the Traffic Act. One seeks to remove
what is regarded as a anomaly in relation
to the licence fees for motorcycles. The
other is to bring licence fees on vehicles
propelled by diesel fuel back to the same
rate as that charged for petrol-driven
vehicles.

Dealing with the first amendment, under
the Present Act the licence fee for a push-
cycle is 2s. 6d., but if one attaches to it
one of those motors referred to as a
"minimotor" of a capacity of less than 50
cubic centimeters it becomes a motorcycle
and, under the Act as it stands at present,
the licence fee for all motorcycles is £2.
That £2 licence fee applies as much to
a push-cycle with a small motor attached
as it does to a motorcycle with a capacity
of 650 cubic centimeters which are often
referred to, perhaps, as a "Silver Flash'
or a "Thunder Bird."

The object of the amendment is to separ-
ate the several types of motorcycles in aL
reasonable manner and to nominate differ-
ent licence fees for each one. Where the
engine capacity of a motorcycle does not
exceed 75 cubic centimeters the licence fee
shall be 15s.; if the engine Capacity ex-
ceeds 75 cubic centimeters but does not
exceed 200 cubic centimeters, the fee Shall
be £l10ls.; where the engine capacity ex-
ceeds 200 cubic centimeters but does not
exceed 350, the licence fee shall be £2.
That is now the normal licence fee for all
motorcycles. For the larger types of
motorcycles with an engine capacity ex-
ceeding 350 cubic centimeters the Bill pro-
poses to increase the licence fee to £2 10s.
That, of course, shall be the fee for a
motorcycle without any sidecar attached.

In respect to motorcycles fitted with
sidecars. there is a separate Part of the
schedule which is not affected by the Bill.
The minimum engine capacity of '75 cubic
centimeters was taken because that is the
minimum figure under which the third
party insurance trust operates. As I have
said, the other amendment seeks to return
the licence fees on vehicles Propelled by
diesel fuel back to the same rate charged
for petrol driven vehicles.

It will be remembered that approxi-
mately a year ago, when there was no tax
payable in respect of diesel fuel, as there
was in respect of petrol, both Houses of
this Parliament readily arced to a pro-
position that the licence fees in respect of
vehicles propelled by diesel fuel should be
doubled in order that they might make a
more reasonable contribution to the upkeep
of the roads as compared with those
vehicles that used Petrol, which hither-
to they had not done.

Since that time the Federal Government
has Imposed, and there is now in opera-
tion, a tax of is. per gallon on diesel fuel.
which is commensurate in all respects with
the tax payable on petrol; and, in conse-
quence, there is now no lack of equality
between the contribution to road funds
paid by the petrol-driven vehicle and that
paid by the diesel-driven vehicle.

The Minister for Transport: Except that
every user of petrol pays a tax whereas
every user of diesel does not.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: Every user of diesel
fuel in respect of vehicles on the road will
pay a tax; that is clear from the Common-
wealth reports. The only exemptions will
be with respect to vehicles not used on
roads; and in consequence, therefore, as
the only concern of traffic fees is in respect
of vehicles when they are used oii roads, my
statement that there is no lack of equality
now between the two is, I think, substan-
tially correct. Anyway, those are the two
Propositions contained in the measure. I
think there are sound reasons for both of
them and I move-

That the Hill be now read a second
time.

On motion by the Minister for Transport,
debate adjourned.

BILL-UNFAIR TRADING AND
PROFIT CONTROL ACT

AMENDMENT.

Message.

Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriation for the
purposes of the Bill.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR (Hon.
W. Hegney-Mt. Hawthorn) [11.23] in
moving the second reading said: As mem-
bers are aware, this legislation was given
the Royal Assent on the 3rd December,
1956, but it was not proclaimed until the
18th January this year. As its name
implies, it aims at the elimination of unfair
trading Practices. The Bill proposes to
enlarge the definition of unfair trading or
of unfair methods of trading competition
by providing that any person engaged in
trade or commerce as buyer or seller who
discriminates directly or indirectly against
competitors of the Purchaser over and
above any discount or rebate available at
the time of the sale to the competitors in
respect of the sale of goods of like quan-
tity and quality would come under the
definition of unfair trading practices.

Mr. Court: Who is that aimed at?
The MINISTER FOR L-A OUR: It is

not aimed at the member for Nedlands. It
is aimed at nobody in particular. I might
say that the amendment follows substan-
tially Section 412 of the Canadian criminal
code, and It is aimed at specifically pro-
hibiting secret discounts, an objectionable
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form of price discrimination. I find that
all but a few American States have found
it necessary to enact a law similar to this
one.

The other amendment-and there are
really only two, apart from the continua-
tion of the present Act-separates the duty
of the commissioner from that of investi-
gator. It is generally agreed that it 1s
advisable that such separation be effected
in the light of experience. Although the
Commissioner of Unfair Trading has car-
ried out his duties with commendable dis-
cretion and judgment, the amendment
would remove the cause of complaints
which any interested person may have, who
may be called upon to show that he is not
engaging in unfair trading practices.

Prom the advice I have received, the
Act is workable to a certain extent but it
is open to improvement; and this Bill is
an attempt to effect those improvements,
apart from assuring the continuation of
the Act. Since the Act came into opera-
tion last January it has necessarily been
in the laboratory stage, as might be ex-
pected of an Act of this nature. The com-
missioner, who is a man of the highest
repute, and who is highly respected in the
community, has performed a most meri-
torious service, in my view, in the face of
considerable difficulty. It can be said
that he is not anxious to make anyone
face a public inquiry, and is willing to
settle any case out of court on just and
reasonable terms.

The procedure has usually been that
after investigation has reached a stage
where a prima. fadie case has been made
out, the papers are referred to the Crown
Law Department for determination as to
whether action would be likely to succeed;
and if, during the investigation, it appears
there is a prospect of a settlement out of
court, that prospect is thoroughly canvas-
sed; and it is pleasing to note that in a
number of cases the practice has been
markedly successful.

I do not propose to go into a great
amount of detail in connection with the
activities since last January; but, without
mentioning names, I would like to give a
slight indication as to what some of those
activities are. I think it will be found
that there is a, very substantial need for
the continuation of this Act.

With respect to very important commod-
ities--such as tyres, tubes and batteries--
it was found that a large manufacturer
with a number of wholly-owned subsidiar-
ies had been called upon to submit ac-
counts and agreements for examination.
The manufacturer allowed these subsidiar-
ies preferential discounts which is con-
trary to the interests of other traders in
competition. Experience In the United
States shows that price rises follow the
eliminationi of competition, and this is
against the Interests of the public.

In regard to blue metal, by arrange-
ment certain quarry owners reserved the
right to withhold supplies from other per-
sons for supplying major contracts. Action
is pending as there seems to be relaxation
in the policy that was previously followed.

Another commodity is affected. It is
yeast. I do not say that the price of yeast
is bound to rise, but it has been reported
that complaints are being received-I re-
ceived one myself-that supplies of yeast
were not available to the public. After an
examination of all the factors, the distri-
buting companies and the trade consumers
agreed to permit sales to the public; con-
sequently the matter was amicably settled.

In regard to the supply of movie films,
an exhibitor reported that he was unable
to obtain these for exhibition. The action
taken resulted in supplies being made
available and no further steps were con-
sidered necessary.

Although there was no liaison between
the commissioner's office and the Honor-
ary Royal Commission on Restrictive
Trade Practices, the commissioner did re-
frain from dealing with any matters which
came within the purview of the Royal
Commission. I have not had an opportun-
ity-and I doubt whether any member of
this House has had the opportunity-to
-study fully the report of the Honorary
Royal Commission. No doubt it will make
interesting reading. A large number of
complaints have been received by the com-
missioner, and these are dealt with as soon
as practicable. In Quite a number of
eases satisfactory adjustments were made.

Ron. D. Brand: Have You seen the re-
port of the Honorary Royal Commission?

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: The
report has been tabled and I have seen a
copy of it.

Hon. D. Brand: Do you know anything
about its recommendations?

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I took
a copy of the report home, but I have not
had the Opportunity to read it or the
recommendations.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The member for
Leederville will read it out for you.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I can
take It as being read for the time being.
We need time in which to study the re-
port. It may be of interest to mention
that an investigation into the grocery
trade has taken place. It appears that the
manufacturers are concerned that a large
Proportion of the buying is being concen-
trated in the hands of a comparatively
few retail organisations or groups. They
fear these groups will be in a Position to
dictate terms to the manufacturers, espec-
ially the small local manufacturers. I
might also indicate that an investigation
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Is proceeding into the production and dis-
tribution of superphosphate in the State,
and the inquiry will include the price
being charged to the consumers.

The Act has only been in operation
for not quite 10 months. It has been
administered in a very able manner, and
the commissioner is carrying out his duties
in accordance with the intention of the
Act. The Government has been very
fortunate in securing, and is certainly
appreciative of the splendid work being
performed by Mr. Wallwork. the commis-
sioner administering this legislation. Al-
though there may be a wide difference of
opinion as to the efficacy or the need for
this Act, it will be agreed that Mr. Wall-
work has been very impartial, very fair
and very wise in the course he has fol-
lowed. No section of the community can
charge him with showing any partiality
in the discharge of his duties.

I make those few cogent remarks in
support of the continuance of the Act and
the amendments contained in the Bill. I
reiterate that this legislation is not de-
signed to harass anybody. In passing I
might say that quite a number of small
traders welcome the Act, and they have
no wish to see it eliminated from the
statute book. The Bill will not in any way
affect a trader-be he trading on his own
account, or be it a corporation or a come-
pany-who practices fair trading methods
and follows the accepted ethical standards.

Mr. Court: The Act has caused a lot of
consternation among them.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: It
might cause some concern among traders
who feel disposed to combine to eliminate
competitors; who enter into restrictive
trade agreements; or who feel disposed
to keep other traders out of business. The
member for Nedlands cannot deny that
there are in operation certain trade agree-
ments which have the effect of acting
detrimentally to the public.

Mr. Court: Quite apart from that, this
legislation does cause consternation among
bona fide and genuine traders.

The MINISTER FO0R LABOUR: I pre-
sume that some of us have received ex-
pressions of opinion from small traders
that they are not opposed to this legisla-
tion. It is designed to protect genuine
traders against unfair trading methods.
This Government makes no apology for
introducing the Bill, which contains two
desirable amendments. I agree that it is
desirable that the functions of the com-
missioner should be divorced from the in-
vestigations. That has been proved to be
necessary in the light of experience. It
has also been found necessary to introduce
the further amendments to prohibit as far
as possible discriminatory rebates, dis-
counts and allowances.

Mr. Court: You are not suggesting that
this legislation has not done this State
a lot of harm both internally and abroad?

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I do not
consider that it has. I consider that the
'improperganda" indulged in by promin-
ent members of the Liberal Party and by
certain other organisations in this com-
munity has done this State a disservice.
If members opposite were to study the
legislation that is in operation In Britain.
Eire, various States of the U.S.A., and in
Canada, they would find that the legisla-
tion in Western Australia is not novel.
Legislation of this type is fairly wide-
spread.

Mr. Court: You would not like to assess
the loss to industry as a result of this Act.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: The
hon. member is indicating that the Gov-
ernment has been responsible for creating
a certain amount of suspicion abroad. I
reiterate that vested interests have helped
to bring this State into disrepute, if I
might use that term.

Mr. Roberts: Nonsense!
The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: That is

what the hon. member talks about. That
is no great contribution to a debate of
this nature. If he feels so disposed, I
would like him to air his views. He will
have the opportunity.

Mr. Court: I shall take the opportunity.
The MINISTER FOR L-ABOUR: To in-

terject in a facetious maniner by saying
"nonsense" is not contributing much to
this debate. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by Hon.
adjourned.

D. Brand, debate

House adjourned at 11.40 p.m.
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