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conviction is that we shall have to work
hard; that we shall have to rely upon the
efforts of our people; that we shall have to
rely npon sound government; and if we run
away with the idea that the Government
can plan everything and arrange everything,
and that all we have to do is to obey, the
consequences of this war will be very ter-
rible indeed.

I trust that in the post-war period there
will be recognition of individual responsi-
bility. For instance, so far as returned sol-
diers are concerned, I do not think it is
going to be entirely a matter of what the
law says, or what the Government does; it
will be a matter of what each of us is going
to do to repay the sacrifices they have made
on our behalf. And so in all matters. There
will be a responsibility upon the individual
that cannot bhe shaken off. There will be
a responsibility on the Government to see
that the individual is encouraged and
helped; and one of my strongest doubts
about these policies of full employment in
a free society directed by government con-
trol and by priee-fixing—which too often
has the effect of discouraging inereased pro-
duction—is that confidence may be taken
away. And if confidence is destroyed, hope
is destroyed. If those who are responsible
for the development of private industries
are constantly afraid that some government

action is going to destroy them, there will

not be that enterprise and that initiative
which are necessary. 1 trust thai nothing
of that sort will ocenr; becaunse, I repeat,
our future will depend upon the men and
women of Australia, and it is up to the
Governments tq see that they are encouraged
in every direction, to wuse to the hest
advantage their enterprise and initiative.

On motion by Hon. W. J. Mann, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 6.13 p.m,

Tiegislative Asgembly.

Wednesday, Ist August, 1945,
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The SPEAKER took the chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

AUDITOR GENERAL’S REPORT.
Section “B,? 1944,

Mr. SPEAKER: I have received from the
Anditor (eneral a copy of section “B” of
his report on the Treasurer's statement of the
Public Accounts for the financial year ended
the 30th June, 1944. This will be laid on
the Table of the House.

QUESTIONS.
INFANT HEALTH CENTRES.

As to Nurses Salaries and Government
Grants.

Mr. NORTH asked (be Minister for

Health:

(1) Tave any infant health centres not
accepted the new scheme whereby the
nurse's salary is paid by the Department?

(2) If so, which centres?

(3) Will they stilt receive the £100 per
annam grant?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Claremont, and possibly Cottesloe.

(3) Yes.

RAILWAYS.

{a) As to Cost, ete., of ASG Engimes.

Mr. STYANTS asked the Minister for
Railways:

{1) What was the cost of construction of
each ASG engine?

(2) What is the cost of maintenance of
ASG engines per ton mile of haulage ns
compared with the Pr. class engine?

(3) How many ASG engines have had
braken eylinder castings and bent eonnect-
ing rods?
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{4) What turning facilities are there pro-
vided for ASG engines to obviate bunker
first running, and do the same safety pro-
vistons apply as when running engine first ¥

(6) In view of the trouble being experi-
enced with ASG engines and the opposition
of the Enginedrivers’ Union to them, why is
consideration being given to procuring more
of them?

The MINISTER replied:

{1) (a) Western Australia £18,000; (b)
Eastern States £25,000, The purchase price
of all ASG engines acquired from the Com-
monwealth Government is considerably less
than the cost.

(2) Imformation not recorded.

(3) (a} 6; (b) 4.

{4) (a) Turning facilities not necessary;
(b) Yes.

{5) No more trouble is being experienced
than with any other new type of engine, and
it was imperative to obtain new loco. stock
immediately to cope with urgent wheat and
defence traffic.

{b) As to Alteration in Control,

Mr. SEWARD asked the Premier:

{1) What steps has the Government
taken to change what the Premier acknow-
ledged last year to be the unsatisfactory
system of railway control in this State?

(2) If nothing has been done when is it
proposed to take action?

The PREMIER replied:
- (1} and (2) The matter is under econ-
sideration.

{e) As to New Loco. Spark-arrester.

Mr. SEWARD asked the Minister for
Railways:

(1) Has he seen the statement by Sir
Harold Clapp in his report on the stand-
ardisation of railway ganges that he under-
stands “that a spark-arrester has been de-
veloped abroad which promises successful
results in burning (loeal) eoal under Aus-
tralian operaiing conditions™?

(2) If so, has the matter been brought
under the notice of the Commissioner of
Railways?

{3) Has any effort been made to securs
one or more of those spark-arresters for
the purpose of giving it a frial in this
Btate?

(4) 1f not, will he take up the matter
at once with the object of baving such a
trial conducted here as soon as possible, and
notify Parliament of the results obtained?

The MINISTER replied:

{1) Yes. The statement refers to Vie-
torian brown coal and Leigh Creek (South
Australian) coal.

(2) The Commissioner has read the report.

(3) No.

(4) The matter is being investigated to
ascertain the type of spark-arrester referred
to and its suitability or otherwise for Collie
coal.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Mr. North, leave of absence
for one month granted to the member for
North Perth (Mr. Abbott) on the ground
of service with the R.A . AF.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY,
Third Day.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

MR. DONEY (Williams-Narrogin—con-
tinued) [4.36]: Prior to the adjournment last
night I was regretting that the ex-Premier
had made no attempt to justify the change-
aver from contract to day labour in the
matter of our building programme in this
State; and I was regretting, too, that that
programme made no provision whatever, so
far as I knew, for the accommodation of
big families. Plainly, families of eight, nine
or 10 cannot be expected to live and thrive
in the four-roomed and five-roomed houses
that we are building today, while financial
considerations will not allow them to rent
houses that are big encugh. I suggest to
the Premier that this constitutes a very real
problem and one that this Government should
certainly tackle as quickly as possible hefore
the building scheme we are now engaged
upen is too far advanced. A family of 10
—I know the House will agree with this—
3s o national asset and deserves to live rent
free, while Jesser families, down to say six,
should have their rents proportionately sub-
sidised.

I am not one who regards governmental
bonuses.and subsidies as a common eure-all,
but I fecl impelled to say that there ean
surely be no soeial circomstance other, of
eourse, than those already provided for, with
a stronger and more just elaim upon the
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public revenue of this State, or of any of
the other States of Australia, than the home
needs of large families. I can never under-
stand why we in Australia are constantly
pleading for bigger families while, paradoxi-
cally, we refrain from providing acecommo-
dation for such families,. We have a habit
of building small homes for which we charge
big rents, and for some very poor reason
we permit landlords to deny house room to
children.

Our several statutes bearing upon the
housing question do not harmonise, nor, for
that matter, do our departments of adminis-
tration. For instanee, in department A—
T am referring to the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment—we have Mr. Calwell, the Minister
for Migration, yelling “populate or perish”
or some such slogan; and next door to him,
in department B, we have Mr. Dedman build-
ing houses so small as to offend against the
building by-laws which will come into opera-
tion if Mr. Dedman has his way in the post-
war period; and Mr. Dedman pleading too,
at the same time, that if those houses of
small size are not built the funds and
material available will not be snfficient to
sce the job through. That is not very in-
spiring. Indeed, it is hardly credible. 8o,
pethaps, we might produee a little evidence
in regard to it. I have here a cutting from
Federal “Hansard” sctting out a question by
Sir Earle Page, and the answer thereto by
Mr. Dedman. The report is ag follows:—

Sir EARLE PAGE.—Permits for the build-
ing of houses in the couniry issued by the
Department of War Organization of Industiry
provided that the' floor space should not
cxeeed 900 square feet. In view of the fact
that a statement supplied to me by the Min-
ister for Post-war Reconstruetion regarding
building conditions in the post-war period,
ghows that all houses below a certain standard
are to be demolished, and that that standard
provides for a floor space well over 900
square feet, will the Minister now state
whether houses built with a floor space of
not more than 900 aquare feet, which is
totally inadequate, will be demolighed as
goon as the Government’s reeonstruction
activities begin? :

Mr. DEDMAN.—The right honourable mem-
ber alleges a diserepancy between instrue-
tions issued by the Department of War
Organization of Industry and the Depart-
ment of Post-war Reconatruction with regard
to building permits. Whatever may be our
ideas as to the scale and character of the
house-building programme in the post-war
period, the position to-day is that only a
very small quantity of resources is now avail-
able for the building of houses, and we must

make the best use we can of them. The
issue to be decided at present is whether we
ghall build a smaller number of larger houses
or a larger number of smaller ones.

8ir Earla Page.—The smaller houses wouald
have to be demolished after the war.

Mr. DEDMAN.—That point does not arise,
becanse the Commonwealth Government has
no power to order the demolition of houses.
That is entirely a matter for the Govern-
ments of the States. I have said previously
that the Government is endeavouring to
spread the resources ant its disposal over the
field of housing as far as practicable, and no
more than that ¢an be done at present.

Mr. Dedman makes no attempt whatever to
deny the truth of the allegations set out in

Sir Earle Page’s question.

Mr. Watts: That is not very satisfactory.

Mr. DONEY : It cortainly is not; far from
it, hoeause there we can see that Mr, Ded-
man, as the Minister for Post-War Reeon-
struetion, is teliing Australia that post-war
houses of less than a stated floor space—I
understand that floor space to be something
like 920 square feet—will he demolished,
while the same Mr. Dedman, as the Minister
for War Organisation of Industry, blandly
issues instructions to build houses not exeeed-
ing 900 square feet, and therefore, of course,
of sub-standard size. It can, in fairness to
Mr. Dedman, be admitted that he is con-
trolling, just now, znd has been for some
lime past, a very difficult department. We
know, too, that eriticism is easy, but even
so I think we are justified in asserting, in
regard to housing, that the Commonwealth
Government is making a pretty sorry con-
tribution to the brave new world that it has
for a long time now been promising us.

Those of us who listened to the answers
to questions by members, by the Minister
concerned, will reeall that some almost un-
believable disparities were. disclosed in the
comparative costs of buoilding four-roomed
houses in the six States of Australia. The
one I am going to deal with was given yester-
day by the Premicr in reply to a question
submitted by the Leader of the Opposition.
It was shown there that the cost in New
South Wales is £1,300 for a four-roomed
house. Vietoria’s price for the same house
is substantially lower at £995. South Aus-
tralia’s price is down as low as £630. But
that is for a semi-detached house. Had that
semi-detached house been a completely de-
tached house, the price would be something
like £675. For the purpose of the compari-
son 1 wish to make, we had better regard
the South Australian fgure as heing £675.
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Western Australia’s price for a four-roomed
house was given in the reply as £919,

The South Australian figure, as I have ex-
Plained, is for a semi-detached house, but
even 50 there seems to be much that South
Australia ean feach us in connection with
the economie building of houses, and some-
thing, of course, that it would be in our in-
terest to learn. I would like to ask the Pre-
mier—I do not know whether he has famili-
arised himself with this matter—whether
this State has approached South Australia
with a view to eopying its methods, and if
we are trying also to copy its costs. If
we are not doing these things, there follows
the natural question, “Why net?’ The New
South Wales price, incidentally, is more than
twice the South Australian price. Why is
that? The answer seems to be that the New
South Wales price of £1,300 is for houses
erected by day labour and, of ecourse, it
supplies the obvious reason why New Sonth
Wales saw fit to deny its platform and turn
to contraet methods of erecting houses,

No figures were given for brick houses
in Queensland, but it is noteworthy that the
figures stated for timber houses were com-
parable with those of New South Wales in
regard to high cost, and it would seem to
follow, therefore, that the Queensland price
for brick houses would be somewhere near
that experienced by the New Scuth Wales
people. Unlike New South Wales, which is
experiencing an obvious change of heart,
the more pig-headed Cfueensland folk con-
tinue to maintain the requirements of their
out-dated platform and policy. There is no
doubt that this £1,300 for a four-roomed
timber house is an absolutely murderous
price! I hope that the Government of this
State, remembering that price resulls from
day labour, will reconsider the decision which
it eame to recently when it turned down the
much more economical contract system and,
for some reason which I hope later it will
explain, decided to build by day Iabour.

The Minister for Mines: The best work-
ers’ homes in this State were built by day
labour.

Mr. DONEY: That may quite casily be.
The question is: How did the ecosts then
compare with contract prices?

The Minister for Mines: T have heen liv-
ing in one for 30 years, and the building is
as good as ever.

Mr. DONEY: Tf day labour remains true
to its past—a very expensive past—and pro-

vided that the Government does not change
its mind, I shall anticipate that a large
number of young house-hunters, particularly
the many newly-married couples and Service
men, will lose a great proportion of their
savings and be seriously invonvenieneed for
some Years in consequence.

Mr. Watts: And s0 say all of us,

Mr. DONEY: With regard to the rail-
ways, I have a few words to say, and I ean
assure the Minister that he has no reason
whatever to feel perturbed in eonsequence,
for I intend to follow lines that may be re-
garded as rather unusual. In June and
July of this wvear the State experienced very
heavy floods throughout praectieally the
whole of the settled arcas. The natural re-
sult was that railways, roads, bridges, eul-
verts and so forth were subjected to a very
heavy strain and sustained considerable
damage. Wo all anticipated that there would
be a prolonged hold-up of traffic in conse-
quence, particularly with respeet to the
railways, for never hefore in any month in
any year of which we have records did the
rain fall in such vast quantities. The point
I am making is that the threatened lengthy
hold-ups did not eventuate, Why was that?
Credit for that surprising resuli must go to
the men of the permanent way gangs in
particular and, of course, to the railway
engineers as well. They teamed up splen-
didly. I believe there was not a single hiteh,
As & result, the men did an excellent joh
and did it willingly, efficiently and uncom-
plainingly. I shonld say, too, that the trade
and commerce of this State suffered very
little in eonsequence of the floods.

The Minister for Justice: It is nice to
have eredit given where credit is due.

Mr. DONEY: Quite so.

Mr. Seward: But the permanent way men
have always worked admirably.

Mr. DONEY: I do not think anyone in-
side or outside the House would be so
stupid—and it would amount to rank
stupidity—to east any doubt on the value
of the work done by the permanent way
men in Western Australia. I know that
when passing along a ratlway line men can
frequently be seen standing on one side
while the train passes, and some unthink-
ing person might say, “Do these men never
do any work?'’  The simple answer to
such a query would be that if the men eon-
tinued to work, the train would run over
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them—and that would be the end of the
gang.

With regard to the run from Albany to
Perth, I think there was but one day when
the train did not complete its jeurney. I
know that the Leader of the Opposition
was marooned for one night when the train
was deviated from Wagin and proceeded
through Collie, Brunswick and Pinjarra
and thence to Perth. The next day that
train made the journey to Perth direct al-
though at times it had to creep along, feel-
ing its way as it were, with the result that
it arrived in Perth 16 hours late. However,
in the circumstances that was a most cre-
ditable performance. 1 was to travel by
tha train the following day and I was in
fear and trembling lest there tvoud be an-
other corresponding delay on the trip.
However, the Minister can lay this unction
to his sonl, that the train arrived on time
with two minutes to spare. All this really
stands to the credit of the permanent way
staff.

The Minister for Justiee: The endeavour
is always made to run trains on time.

My, DONEY: That is so.

Mr. Watts: They do not succeed too
well; and as a wmatter of fact they do bet-
ter in time of floods than at other times.

Mr. DONEY : The fact thut the railways
do not always run to time is not due to
any fault of the staff but is attributable
to the Government. Two or three years
ago, possibly more, T submitted a proposi-
tion to this House when I asked the Minis-
ter to take steps to get boilermakers and
other experts in iron and steel work out of
the annexe at the Midland Railway Work-
shops and at Welshpool, where they were
not doing a tap of work at the time.

The Minister for Justice: They were
fully occnpied.

Mr. DONEY: I heard the Minister’s ex-
planation at the time he made it, but I
was not prepared to helieve it in ifs en-
tirety. As a matten of fact, it is useless
for anyone {o deny that at that stage there
was not ample work for those men and that
they were not fully oecupied where they
were, I should say that 90 per cent. of
the people know that that was the position.
Those men had heen withdrawn from work
they had been carryving out on engines and
rollingstoek generally at the workshops at
Midland Junetion, Northam, Narrogin,
Bunbury and other centres and were pat in

the munition shops where for a long period
they simply wasted their time. There can
be no two opinions about that. What I
desired was that s sufficient number of the
men should be returned to the worksheps
at Midland Junction and the other centres
in order that they might devote a month
or two to necessary work on the engines
and rollingstock to bring them into beiter
condition. Various exeuses were raised by
the Minister at the time. I admit that he
could not have done otherwise. He had
been given information departmentally,
and he had to accept it as being eorrect.
Even if he had had any doubt as to the
correctness of the information, he conld not
have dene much about it. In the circum-
stances I do not blame the Minister at all.
Y suggest that if those men had been sent
back to the workshops twice a year, moat
of the trouble that has been experienced
since with engines in particular and with
rollingstock gewnerally would not have oe-
eurred. If any trouble has arisen, it would
have been to a small degree enly.

To revert to the position of the railway
workers, it will be recognised that the per-
manent way men had to work continuously
throughout night and day to deal with the
effects of the washaways. They had to con-
tinue their work until the damage was re-
paired and the rails were once more resting
upon a firm bhed. The point I am making
is that the men who do this hard work at
all times and under all conditions—they
have fto undertake what is probably the
hardest work done by any seetion of work-
ers in this State and have to undertake it
in all weathers—deserve to be well
housed. No one will deny that.

The Minister for Justice: Nol

Mr. DONEY: Yet we find these men are
housed under simply rotten conditions.
Many of them .are living in the most miser-
able dumps imaginable.

Mr. Watts: In shacks.

Mr. DONEY: Either word is unpleas-
ant. That such eonditions eould exist does
not reflect any credit upon the present or
previous Governments. These so-called
houses are small, mean, miserable and ugly.
Tu winter they are cold and damp and very
unhealthy; in summer they become as hot as
Hades. I would ask what house pride is
possible fo o poor housewife under those
conditions? She is due for house pride, but
she experiences none of it probably for the
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whole of her life, and this is a shame. I
ask also what pride a man can feel in him-
self when he realises that this is the best he
" in life is able to do for his wife, himself and
his kiddies. That is not a very pleasant
position for him to be in.

The Minister for Justice: We agree that
it is the life job of those men and that they
are entitled to the best of houses with eon-
veniences enjoved by people in the city, and
we are doing our best in that direction.

Mr. DONEY: If we admit in that gener-
ons and sympathetic way that these men are
enfitled to something better, and if year
after vear we make po attempt to provide
it for them, of what avail is sympathy?

The Minister for Justice: We are en-
deavouring to give it to them,

Mr. DONEY: I have spoken of this mat-
ter constantly, not only in this House, but
also from the publie platform, and very
little notice scems to have been taken of it.
I had a private talk with Mr. O’Connor,
who some few vears ago as chairman of the
then Housing Commission visited this State.
I asked him whether he would take a note
of some submissions by me in regard to
fettlers' houses. He explained that that
phase of the housing problem, strictly speak-
ing, was not within the seope of his Com-

mission, but he could not see why it should

not be and if T had any submissions to make,
he would gladly aceept them and give them
due consideration in conjunction with the
the other results of the Commission’s work.
I may say, too, that so far as my party is
concerned—in order to demonstrate its good
faith in this matter—it has tied itself down
to a certain programme of work for those
men whenever we happen to change places
with members opposite. Meanwhile the pre-
sent unsatisfaetory position continues to be
what it has always been in my mind, and
that s a stain upon the eredit of successive
Governments in Western Australia.

At the moment the Premier is not in his
seat, but may I say that he assumes office at
a time that can be properly deseribed as
psychologically eritical indeed, though T wish
it were otherwise. Members have probably
noticed that one by one we are losing the
many fond illusions we have been nursing
for the past three or four years, The brave
and beantifnl new world that we at least
half believed in seems to have passed us by;

in fact, there can be no doubt that it has
passed us hy. People today, it would ap-
pear, ave still as selfish as they were in 1938
and 1939. Human nature does not appar-
ently change so0 easily. Those four freedoms
—1I do not need to etplain them; they have
been explained about ten thousand times—
are not vven mentioned today.

The Minister for Mines: By the way,
what are they?

Mr. DONEY: They are not even men-
tioned today cxcept by way of a joke, or
perhaps as an instance of a sad and rather
pathetic miscalenlation by certain Federal
Ministers.

The Minister for Mines: I think you are
getting pessimistie.

My, DONEY: The best that civilisation
could provide was to have been bestowed
upon our soldiers, hut things are not pan-
ning out as we anticipated or rather hoped
they would, Toven preference, which soldiers
themselves—and most people agree with
themm—vegarded as a sort of natural and wn-
alienable right, is now to be shared by large
groups of civilians which makes it no pref-
erence at all for Servicemen; certainly no
preference worth having.

Mr. Thorn: And those who had it have
lost it.

Mr. DONEY: That is so; those who had
it previously have lost it.

The Minister for Mines: But did they
have it?

Mr. DONEY: So it i5 evident that the
national outlook ean undergo rapid and very
drastic and even very nasty changes. Even
the great and glorious Churehill, the oce
man of whom it might have been said—if
it can be said of anyone—that he saved
eivilisation from erashing, has been most in-
gloviously defeated in the Old Couniry. He
might be deseribed as the finest thing in the
way of man the Almighty ever made, and
he has been cast aside.

The Minister for Works:
not defeated.

Mr. DONEY: We know all about that,
but all that Churchill politically and inher-
ently stood for waz turned aside by the
British people. It is possible to hold one
of a couple of dozen ideas as fo why ihe
British people made this change. T have sev-
eral ideas. I do not think the reason was

Churchill was



{1 Aucust, 1545.] 59

a political one at all, but I do not iutend
to discuss that matter now,

Mr. Thorn: They might have held the
same views as the people here will hold at
the next elections.

Mr. DONEY: It might be vegarded as a
happening that can just as well be antici-
pated here when the time comes for (he
Commonwealth Government to face the vot-
ers of this country. Consequently, having
regard to what I have been saying ahont
our lost illusions, I remark in closing that
there will be ample scope in the immediate
future for the Premicr to exercise his in-
‘menunity and capaeities, which he undoubt-
edly has. I want him fo understand that
_although we on this side of the House are
nominally oppositionists, we wish to help
him and will be pleased to help him when-
ever we can.

MR. NEEDHAM (Perth} [3.8]: I desire
in the first place to express my regret at
the change that has oeceurred in this Cham-
ber—the relinquishment of office by the mem-
ber for Geraldton through ill-health, T sin-
cerely hope that the cause of his retirement
will soon disappear and that before long he
will be fully restoved to vigorous health.
During the -vears he led this Chamber he
did so with distinetion, and we are all fully
cognisant of the good work he did while he
had the heonrour of being Premier of this
State. I desire to eongratulate his sucees-
sor. I feel sure that the mantle of the
member for Geraldton has fallen on worthy
shoulders, and that the member for Gas-
coync will fulfil all that is expected of him
as Premier of this State. 1 wish to extend
congratulations also to the member for Mur-
chison on his elevation to Ministerial rank.
He has served a very good and cffective
apprenticeship in this Chamber, and 1 feel
sure he will fil] the new posifion with eredit,
though 1 daresay we shall miss his melodious
voice——

The Premier: You have another melodions
one in his place.

Mr. NEEDHAM: And I daresay the hon.
member’s voice will be somewhat modified
in the new position he will oceupy in future.
I extend my congratulations also to the
member for Kast Perth on the exeellent
speech he delivered in moving the adeption
of the Address-in-reply. 1 agree with his
statement that the House this session is

meeting under more happy conditions than
it did last year. The eonflict in Europe has
been brought to a close. One of the greatest
nilitary powers in history has been com-
pletely annihilated and we naturally rejoice
at that great vietory. While doing so, how-
ever, we are mindful of those who made the
supreme saerifice, many of them belonging
to this 'young Australia. We do not forget
that they offered their lives on the altar of
this country’s liberty so that we might live
in peace and security., I believe we are
fully conscious of our responsibilities to the
families of those for whom they mourn and
we also realise our responsibilities to those
men who have survived the horrors of war
and returned to their homes and who look to
us to ensure that their lives in future arc
made much easier and happier than they
were before they offered their serviees to
fight. We are also conseions of the fact
that there is a stubborn task ahead of us to
prosecute the war in the Pacific to a vie-
torious conelusion and ecomplete the annihi-
lation of Japan; and the magnitude of that
task must not he under-estimated.

" During recent months we have vead of the
conference in San Franciseo of a world-wide
nature. We have vead of what was done
at that conference. We have been informed
of a world charter which was drafted there
with a view fo preserving the world’s peace
in the futore. That certainly is a very his-
toric document, and it was signed by the
representatives of 50 nations. In the draft-
ing of the charter, the representatives of
the Commonwealth of Australia played a
leading and effective part. 1 refer to
Mr. F. M. Forde, Minister for the Army,
and Dr. Evatt, Minister for External Affairs.
Dr. Evatt eertainly made his presence felt
at that conferencr, nt which the representa-
tives of 50 nations solemnly pledged them-
selves and their Governments to strive for
the preservation of world peace—a verv
laudable object. T have said that that doeu-
ment will prove fo he of great historic value;

~ bat T am wondering what will be its effect.

Will it meet the same fate as other doecn-
ments have met, which had for their object
the preservation of worild peace? I am some-
what seeptical about it. Wil it be made
effective, or will it just bocome another serap
of paper like many other documents that
have been signed during the past half cen-
tury? Members arc well aware of many of
those documents: I need not enumerate
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them, But it is interesting to note that in
the peried between the 19tk May, 1920, and
the 11th May, 1939, no fewer than 4,568
treaties and international agreements were
entered into; ard in the year immediately
preceding the war, 211 treaties of peace
were signed.

If this world charter, which was the re-
sult of the conference in San Francisco, is
treated in the same way as many of those
other treaties and becomes another serap
of paper, civilisation will undoubtedly be
doomed. My own reaction to this great con-
ference and the work it did, and its com-
prehensive nature is this: That unless man-
kind breathes some life into the doeument,
it will remain inert. It ecan sueceed in ifs
purpose only if mankind breathes into it
the determination that the prineiples it con-
tains will be observed, must be observed,
and that the law of peaceable consideration
will take the place of the iaw of force; in
other words, that the law of conciliation and
consideration will take the place of the law
of the jungle. I venture to say that the first
test of the world charter drafted at San
Francisco will take place at the peaceo
conference, whenever that may be held;
the sooner it is held the hbetter. There
will have to be a change of heart on the
part of one of the Big Five at least if that
world charter is io be made effective and
reach its objective. If the spirit of that
charter iz to be mainfained, there will
have to be a ehange of heart on the part
of Russia, which is one of the most import-
ant Powers ineluded in the Big Five. I
refer to Russia’s bandling of the Polish
question. I do not believe that Russia’s
handling of the situation in Poland is in
strict aceord with the principles laid down
in the Atlantic Charter.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: Hear, hear!

Mr. NEEDHAM: T have sometimes been
amazed at the silence, or the taeit consent
of the other powers ineluded in the Big
Five in connection with the treatment of
Poland by Russia. I want it to be quite
clearly understood that I fully realise the
magnifieent part the fighting forces of Rus-
sia have played in the great econflict in
Europe.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: They had a revolver
at their back.

Mr. Fox: Did the member for Subiaco
say ‘‘Hear, hear!’’ again?

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: I said they had a
revolver at their back. ;

Mr. NEEDHAM: I fully realise the for-
titude and stoicism of the Russian people
throughout this struggle. At the same time,
while I realise all these things, I am dis-
turbed at Russia’s treatment of the Polish
situation. I would be the last man in this
House to depreciafe in any way the brav-
ery and heroism of her highting forees; but
I cannot agree with her treatment of Pol-
and sinee the cessation of hostilities in
Europe. I have been looking up one or
two documents in connection with this
matter,

We all know that Britain declared war
against Germany nearly six years ago be-
canse of her desire to preserve the inde-
pendence of Poland. That was one of the
great factors that plunged this world again
into & shambles after a short period of less
than a quarter of a century since the pre-
vious war. Realising that, I thought that
at least the matter of Poland’s future and
independence would be treated with
greater consideration by Russia than it has
been in the last year or so. Lenin himself
was very outspoken on the Polish ques-
tion. I intend to gquote from one of his
speeches to prove that his attitude was
diametrieally opposed te the attitude
adopted by Field Marshal Stalin. Lenin
condemned Russian imperialism. The prin-
ciples that should govern Russian foreign
policy in Poland were laid down by Lenin
in a speech on the 12th May, 1917. That
was the year of the Russian revolution.
This is what he said:

No onc has oppressed the Poles ag much as
have the Russian people. The Russian people
have served in the hands of the Czar, as execu-
tioners of Polish freedom. Why should we,
great Russinns, who have been oppressing a
greater number of nations than any other people,
repudiate the right of separation for Poland,
Ukraine and Finland? If Finland, Poland and
the Ukraine hreak away from Ruasia, it is
nothing terrible. Wherein is it bad? Anyone
who says s0 is a Chauvinist, One must be in-
gane to continue the policy of Czar Nicholas.
Once upon a time Alexander and Napoleon
traded peoples; once upoh a time the Czars were
trading portions of Poland. Are we to con-
tinue the policy of the Czars?! That would be
a repudiation of intermational treaties; that
would be Chauvinism of the worst kind. We
say that boeundarics are determined by the will
of the population. No people can be free to
oppress other people. ’

That is Lenin’s own speech—or portion of
it—in regard to the treatment of Poland.
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Compare it with the atfitude of Stalin to-
day as the suceessor of Lenin, At the
Yalta conference—one of the many held by
the Big Five since the outbreak of World
War No. 2—held in the Liradia Palace of
the Czars, Stalin assumed the mantle and
the poliey of Czar Nicholas, trading por-
tions of ’oland with Mr. Churchill and Mr.
Roosevelt. I have quoted that statement
from Lenin to prove that my own reaction
to the situation bhetween Russia and Poland
has some canse and some justification. I will
go further, in quoting the opinions of other
men, men who hold more prominent posi-
tions in this world tbat I do, myself. They
are men who hold prominent public posi-
tions in Great Britain and, if I mistake not,
some of them will be included in the new
Labour administration in Great Britain. I
will quote from “The Record” of the 11th
April, 1945, First there is a statement by
Mr. Arthur Greenwood, M.P., Labour, on the
28th February, 1945, He said—

The Big Three must not in any event re-
gard themselves as the overlords of Europe.
I do not think that the Big Three ought to
determine the fate of small nations. I would
point out to the House that it is foreign to
the prineiples of British justice that the fate
of a nation should be decided in its absence,
and bebind its back, There should be, in the
East of Europe, a living beacon of Poland,
free and independent, as a warning note to
any future nggressive Germany. I gay it really
is & cardinal sin for the three great powers,
one of whom has interest which we have not
got, in the absence of a people whose lives
are bring bartered away, to determine the
fature of any country.

The next is Sir William Beveridge,
Liberal—

The fact that Russia has liberated any part
of Poland is not any reason why she should
have any part of it. It is essential for us to
seeg that the Polish Government is one chosen
to please either Soviet Russia or ourselves. We
must take great care to make certain that
those who are concerned with the formation
of the new Provisional Government have every
opportunity for their work; that they are able
to make certain that before the electiiona take
place all Poles, wherever they may be, have
opportunity to get back to Poland; that they
should wmake certain that all Poles, whether
pro-Russian or not, can beeome ecandidates,
and finally, that the election is held fairly
and under international observation, which
means that the elections are held after the
withdrawal of any Soviet armies and any
Soviet police,

M.P.,

The next is Mr. Petherick, M.P., Conserva-
tive, who says—

Poland has not lost the war, She is our
continuing ally, 1In the last 200 years this
wag the fifth time in which Poland had been
cut up by adjoining powers, The Provisienal
Government was projrused as the result of
Yalta. It was to be chosen by three eminent
men. Would any country in ghe whole of the
wide world accept such a Government?

Major Lloyd, M.P., Conservative, says—

It was a very definite breach of the Anglo-
Soviet treaty and a definite moral breach of
the Anglo-Polish freaty. Free elections could
not be held in Poland with the Red Army in
occupation. We are trustees for Poland, We
dare not let her down, but we are about to do
80.

The last quotation 1 will make is from Vis-
count Elibank, who says—

I venture to believe thag there can be no

possible guarantee of free and unfettered elee-
tions taking place in an atmogphere which has
been created in Poland during the past five
years of hideous war. Not one of us here
will deny that in the struggle in whieh we
have been engaged for five yeara Poland has
taken her part withont reserve, and with a
courage and skill that eannot be surpassed.
How is the establishment of a free and inde-
pendent Poland to be accomplished?
I thought it would be well to refer to that
question ¢f Poland because, as I have al-
ready said, I am somewhal sceptical as to
whether the World Charter drafted at San
Franeisco will secure its ends, and I am
under the impression that unless the Peace
Conference adopts another measure, that
document might become another "serap of
paper.” God forbid that it should!

Mrs, Cardell-Ofiver: What about getting
rid of Thornton from Australia?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. NEEDHAM: I koow to what the
hon. member is referring.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: He is another Com-
munist,

Mr. NEEDHAM: 1 am under the impres-
sion that the hon, member is sugpesting that
this party is associated with Communism. If
that is the opinion of the member for Sub-
inco, I say she is eompletely wrong.

Mrs, Cardell-Oliver: Without doubt 1 am
right,

Mr. NEEDHAM: She is one of the people
who, I believe, are very diligent in foster-
ing that view outside. I want to tell the
member for Subiaco, or any other hon. mem-
ber opposite, that there is no connection,
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wrood, bad or indifferent, hetween the Com-
munist Party of Australia and the Austra-
lian Labour Party.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver; Then why not get
rid of it?

Mr. NEEDHAM : That libel has been tried
a few times. Notwithstanding the faet that
the Australian Labour Party, year in and
vear out and time and fime again, has de-
creed and stated that it bhag nothing at all
to do with Commnunism, good, bad or indif-
fevent, there are people in this State who
today are busy telling the electors of Fre-
mantle, for instance, that we are associated
with Communism.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: 1 have a letter here
from the Ironworkers' Union

Mr. SPEAKER: Will the member for
Subiaco keep order!

Mr. NEEDHAM: My hon. lady friend—

My, Fox: Faney you corresponding with
him!

Mr. NEEDHAM: My. Thornton does not
represent the workers of Australia.

Mys. Cardell-Oliver: He represents the
ironworkers.

Mr. NEEDHAM: My hon. lady friend
can deal with Mr. Thornton herseif. I sug-
gest to-the hon. member that she should read
the speech of the member for Kalgoorlie in
the House of Representatives, the Minister
for the Interior, and she will then find out
what the Australien Labour Party thinks of
Communism, and Thornton.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: Mr. Thornton repre-
sents the biggest union.

Mr. SPEAKER: T will not warn the
member for Subiaco again, if she does not
obey the Chair.

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver: I am sorry.
leave the Chamber next time.

Mr. NEEDHAM: The hon. member Ieft
this Chamber once before—

Mr. SPEAKER: Will the member for
Perth address the Chair and pay no attention
to the member for Subiaco?

Mr. NEEDHAM: I will leave Mr. Thorn-
ton and refer to another important matter
which I think is engaging the minds of the
people. 1 refer to full employment. This
question was also diseussed at the conference
at San Franciseo, and I think it was one
of the most important- questions disenssed
there. 1 am glad to =ay that the leaders of
the Ausiralian delegation paid special atten-
tion to this particular question. The fifty
nations there represented pledged themselves,

I may

through their representatives, to provide full
employment for their people and, in my
opinion, on the fulfitment of that pledge to
provide full employment for their people
depends the suecess or failure of the work of
that historie assembly. On the foundation of
full employment depends the nature and
duration of the economic structure of the
world, and thus of the maintenance of world
peace. I think that will be admitted, with-
out any argument in this Chamber.

Unless there is full employment when we
get back into normal {imes, the work of the
San Franecisco conference will have gone by
the hoard, but, despite the fact that the re-
presentatives of fifty nations pledged them-
selves to provide their people with full em-
ployment, we find, already, that many people
who talked glibly about the new order are
now condemning the proposals for full
employment. They lose no opportunity—
many of them—to say that the new order
is inevitable after the destrnetion, devasta-
tion, horror and wmisery of the war, hut,
strange to say, we now find that their tune
has changed a bit. Isstead of saying that
they would like to ser full employment,
what they now sav is that they want maxi-
mum employment. There is a difference, the
difference between full employment and
maximum employment, and those people who
called out loudly about the neeessity for a
new order, and who are now advoeating
maximum employment, are more concerned,
I think, about maximum profits than about
maximum employment. That ery is coming
from some of the leading ecapitalists of this
country. They say there should be maximum
employment, and that full employment is an
impossibility.

It is a well-known fact that the private
capitalist has not yet been able to so order
industry as fo provide anything like full
employment, and beeause of that we have
had a suceession of economic depressions.
Private employment was never able so to
organise its resources as to provide full and
continuous employment, and if we are to
have full employment it will be necessary,
for many years to come, to have an
absolute gvstem of control of industry.
Here I refer to the failure of the Refer-
endum. If the people of Australia had
agreed fo the proposal submitted at the Re-
ferendum to alter the Constitution in order
to give the Commonwenlth Parliament snuffi-
cient and eomprehensive powers to deal with
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industry, there would have been a better
chanee for full employment than there is
now., [ am very much afraid that those
who voted against those powers being granted
to the Commonwealth Government will live
to ruc the vote. If we are to be spared re-
curring epidemies of uwnemployment and all
the misery which these entail, there must be
a measure of control of private enterprise.

The Spcech delivered by His Excellency
the Lieut.-Governor referred to eertain pub-
lic works. We all realise that many national
works are necessary. Foremost amongst
them is hounsing. The sooner we get inte
fuil swing with housing the better; we real-
ise what has been the cause of the shortage
of houses. It is impossible for the manhood
of Australia to be in two places at once.
Our men cannot keep the Japanese out of
Australia and at the same time build houses.
1 think that before long we shall be well on
the way with our house-huilding scheme, and
I mean from a national point of view, not
only in Western Australin, but in all the
States of the Commonwealth. The release
of large numbers of men from the Armed
Services and their deployment to industry
will mean that the all-important question of
heusing will shortly be in a much better
position than it has been for many years
past. Among the many national works that
must be undertaken early in the post-war
period is the standardisation of railway
gauges. This matter should have & promi-
nent place in the order of priority, as I
think it is amongst some of the most im-
portant works. It could certainly find a
place in the category of nrgent work. I ad-
mit we have been talking about it for very
many years, and it has been the subject of
public debate. However, I realise that the
most urgent work of all is the provision of
homes and it eannot wait until the war is
over. It musi be pushed on-with as quickly
as men and materials ean he made available.

The problem of transport in the Common-
wealth is of vast importance. During the
war period the problem has been emphas-
ised beeause of the differvences in railway
gauges. It is one of exireme diffienlty, and
the difliculty was enhanced the moment
Japan struek. If ever we felt the need of
a uniform railway gauge, we felt it from
the moment when we started to mohilise our
forces to repel the ageressor. There is no
douht ahout the urgeney of the matler and

I venture to say that it ought to be a ques-
tion for discussion at the next Premiers’
Conference. It should be placed amongst
the urgent national works. Besides being
of help from the defence point of view,
many other advantages will accrue, not the
least of which will he the opening wp of
new country and the re-organisation of our
own railway system. I do not think we can
boast much shout the railway system of
this State. The advent of the standardisa-
tion of railway ganges will probably lead to
the modernising of our own railway system.
I sincerely suggest to the Premier that when
he attends the Premiers’ Conference, which
we hope will be held shortly, he will en-
deavour to have this question made a pro-
minent one and dealt with urgently,

The Premier: It is on the agenda.

Mr. NEEDHAM: I am glad to hear that.
I accept the Premier’s assurance that it is
on the agenda, but I would like to see it
get much further. As I have already said,
the matter has been discussed publiely for
the past 40 years. I would like to see a
start made with the work. I would like to
sec men cngaged on the construction of the
seetion from Kalgoorlie to Fremgntle, so
that erc long we shall be able to get into a
train at Perth and travel to the Eastern
States without changing trains. 1 desire
to refer to the basi¢ wage, which is a ques-
tion certainly of vast importance. The man-
ner in which it is determined in this State
is, to my mind, out of date, and something
should he done, and that very soon, to dis-
cover some new method of determining it.
During the last annual inquiry held in June
in the State Arbitration Court, a complaint
was made by the trades union advocate,
Mr. Davies, about the present formula for
fixing the basic wage. Tiuring the course
of his address to the court he dealt with
three phases:—

(a) that the existing regimen does not ae-
curately measure the trend of price fluctu-
ation;

{b) that insufficient items are included in
the regimen, and

(e) that the time is over-ripe for a new
investigation to be held along the lines of
the Piddington Commission and its report.

He further pointed out that the inquiry
should be a Commonwealth-wide inquiry ana
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should be mede by the Commonwealth Gory-
ernment for the following purposes:—

(1) The determination by a statisticians’
conference of new principles by which infor-
mation relating to prices can be obtained;

{2) The creation by the Commonwealth of
a commissien to investigate all matiers
pertaining to the basic wage with a view
to fixing new formulae by which the basie
wage will give to the worker a greater
share of the national wealth.

It is obvious why he suggested a Com-
monwealth-wide inquiry rather than such
an inguiry as that just concluded by ihe
State Arbitration Court. He was loeking
at the economie side of the question. If,
for instance, the basic wage were higher in
Western Australia than in the adjoining
States, that might prove to be disadvanta-
geous to this State. In order to put the matter
on a proper foundation, he therefore sug-
gested that a Commonwealth-wide inquiry
should be made on the same lines as those
adopted by the Piddington Commission
wany years ago. The Piddington Commis-
sion comprised representatives of employ-
ers and employees engaged in industry and
made certain unanimous recommendations
which T need not disenss at the moment.
In the course of the basic wage inquiry
held this year, the trades union advocate
pointed out that food was of the utmost
importance and that many articles of food
necessary to heslth were not included in
the regimen.  Such foods as fresh fish,
franit and vegetables, other than potatoes
and omions, are not included in the regi-
men. These are an important omission, as
the commodities are necessary to the health
and sirength of the worker. He went on
to say that the statisticians’ conference
held in 1936 was of the opinion that com-
parable prices for those commodities of a
standard grade could not he obtained, and
that a further difficulty arcse in conse-
quence of the seasonal character of their
produetion and econsumption.

It appears that in 1936 there was a
Statisticians’ Conferenee held which was
representative of all the States and the
question of the compilation of commodi-
ties was under discussion. It was sug-
gested that those I have mentioned should
be included in the regimen, but for the rea-
sons I have given they were not. The sta-
tisticians at that conference said that the
inelusion of those items, even if the in-

formation could be obtained, would impair
the accuracy and stability of the indes.
The unions’ advocate countered all these
contentions very foreibly. He said that
while it is true that the regimen is only a
yardstick to measure the movement of
prices, people cannot live on those items of
food slone, and that the faels appeared
to indicate that the commodities not spe-
citied in the regimen had inereased in price
more than had ihe items whichk were in-
cluded. There was a very important feat-
ure in the compilation of the basic wage.
The regimen confains certain articles of
food, and as their prices rise or fall so the
basic wage is determined, but when we find
items of food, necessary for the preserva-
tion of health, that are not ineluded in the
regimen and the prices of whieh increase
at & rate greater than those of the items
mentioned in the regimen, we realise that
it is an unfavourable reaction on the com-
pilation of the basic wage.

These items of food that I have men-
tioned apply particularly to growing chil-
dren who certainly should have those par-
tienlar classes of food even if the adults
cannot get them. Apart, however, from
that consideration it is contended that the
information reeovered in respect of the
prices of commodities in the regimen is not,
correctly indieative of the price which the
consumer has to pay. There is another im-
portant faetor. In an exhibit which was
preduced in court at the request of Mr.
Davies the item of rent was instanced as
an example of what the complaints were
about. Rent restrietion legislation and
regulations have applied for some time, bot
in the exhibit that I have mentioned, tak-
ing one industrial area only, the metropoli-
tan area—but the same principle applies
in all others—the house-rent figures re-
turned showed an average weekly rental of
19s. 11d. for a four or five-roomed house for
the June, September and December quar-
ters, 1944 and the March quarter 1943.

Other examples eould he quoted, and it
is certainly considered by the trade unions
of this eountry that the request made for
an inquiry should be nceeded to. It is
an urgent necessity. The present method
is outworn and the last basic wage, giving
an inerease of 2d. weekly, appears to be
farcical when compared with the priees
paid by workers for commodities not in-
cluded in the regimen but which are essen-
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tial. I say also that in the past two or
three years prices have been fixed at a
level much higher than the worker could
afford. 1 am poing to-give some ifems
whieh are not included in the regimen but
which are necessary for the preservation
of health, They are as follows:—

Beans, 1s. 4d. per Ib.

Tomatoes, 10d. per b,

Apples, 6d. per lb.

Cauliflowers, 2s. to 2s. 6d. eacl.

Fish, 2s._ to 3s. per Ib.

Poultry, 21, 9d. per b,
The basic wage earner, and those with only
a small margin will indeed find it difficult
to maintain a properly balanced ration. So
I think that Mr, Davies gave sufficient proof,
in the course of the inquiry in the Arbitra-
tion Court this year, of the necessity for
a reconsideration of the whole posifion. The
workers of this Siate—and I venture to say
of the other States—are suffering for the
time being becanse the inerease given in the
basic wage by the Arbitration Court does
not in any way compensate for the high
prices for certain ijtems of food necessary
for themselves and their children. I wish to
refer to one more factor and that is the
question of immigration. The war that is
going on has taught us something, if we
are only wise enough to profit by the lesson.
One of the things it has taught us is the
danger to which a thinly populated country
is exposed.

We should know that because, when Japan
struck in 1941, not only had we a very sparse
population and a vast couniry, but we were
ill-prepared from a defence point of view.
It has been said very often that the Amstra-
lian Labour Party is against any scheme of
immigration. That is decidedly wrong. It
.is true that the Labour Party is against in-
diseriminate immigration by which people
have been brought into our States without
any preparation for absorption in industry;
in faet, there was no industry for them. In
the past.they have been placed in competi-
tion, shortly after arriving here, with other
people who were seeking a livelihood. To
say that our party is not in favour of im-
migration is wrong. We have always ad-
voeated a balanced immigration, and that is
essential if we are to populate this country
as we sbould, and as is necessary. The over-
sea immigration organisation in this State is
doing good work in that regard, but I think

that it will be necessﬁry to go a bit further
even than that,

I would like to see a scheme of immigra-
tion whereby we would bring to this country
people of British stock who had been ad-
vised of the possibilities of this young land.
But before that is done arrangements should
be well in hand to see that when they ar-
rive there is work for them, either by way of
absorption on our lands—our agricultural
districts—or in our secondary industries, be-
cause Australin will have a greater number
of secondary industries when we eome back
to times of peace than hitherto. There again
we have been able, during the war, to make
and manufacture many important pieces of
the engineering craft, which some people
thought we could never do. I have always
maintained that we have had in Australia the
necessary material and the skill to do this,
and all that we wanied was the courage to
tackle the job and do it. When we were
faced with war the necessity arose; the
emergency was there and our men proved
themselves capable of deing the finest en-
gineering work in the world. Therefore this
question of immigration must be handled
properly.

Recently an election has been held in Bri-
tain and the verdiet of the people has been
given in unmistakable terms. For the first
time in the history of Britain; for the first
time in the history of the Mother of Parlia-
ments we find a Labour Government with an
absolute majority in the House of Commons.
That cleetion brought about the greatest
political landslide in history. But there is
something more in it than merely the return
of a Labour majority. There is something
more in it than the faet that the Liberal
Party of Great Britain has been almost an-
nihilated and the Conservative Party consid-
erably reduced in number. I suggest to my
Liberal friends on my right who have re-
cently ¢hanged their name from National to
Liberal that they might ¢hange their name
again because of what has happened to their
friends in Great Britain. One thing the
verdiet of the British people emphasises is
this: The peoples of the world are deter-
mined to have a better share of the good
things of this life in the future than they
have had in the past,

On motion by Mr. Perkins, debate ad-
journed.
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BILL—SUPPLY (No. 1), £2,700,000.
Returned frem the Couneil
amendment.

without

House adjourned ot 6.12 p.m.

Yegislative @oumcil.
Thursday, 2nd August, 1945,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

ADDRESS-IN-REFPLY.
Fourtl: Day.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. W. J. MANN (South-West)
[4.35]): I desire to join in the expressions
of regret that, for health reasons, Mr. Will-
cock found it inecumbent upon himself to
resign the office of Premier of this State.
Whatever differences we may have had in
matters of poliey, I think we are all agreed
that Mr. Willcock left nothing to be desired
as Leader of the Government and as =&
gentleman.  As Premier, he was always
readily approachable and was ever willing
to listen to suggestions and requests and,
as far as lay in his power, T think he was
invariably helpful. I am glad, also, to eon-
gratnlate the new Premier, Mr. Wise, on
his suceession to that office,

I was interested, last night, to hear Sir
Hal Colebatech make reference to the man-
ner in which Mr. Wise was approached and
sclected to eome to this State. Very shertly
after that period, I was staying for some
time in the north of Queensland, and it was
on the Atherton Tableland that quite a
number of prominent agrieulturists referred
to the good fortune of Western Australia
in having been able fo secure the serviees
of a young man who, in their estimation, was
destined to go & long way as a tropical agri-
cultural adviser. It is very pleasing fo see
that those prophecies have come true and
I am sure we appreciate Mr, Wise equally
as much as we appreciate Mr. Willeock.

If in extending econgratulations to Mr,
Marshall upon his elevation to Ministerial
rank I modify my felicitations in that re-
gard, I trust he will absolve me altogether
from any desire to detraet from his worthi-
ness to he elevated to Ministerial rank. 1
have not the faintest desire to do any such
thing, but I do want to say that, as a member
representing a very important portion of the
State, I think it is to be regrotted that once
again no place has heen found in the Minis-
try for a representative of the South-West,
T might be laying myself open to a charge
of being parochial; but, be that as it may, T
consider that is a fair statement. I think
we could expect just & little bit better treat-
ment than we have had. For the past 20
years, representation in the Cabinet has
been denied the South-West thongh it has
enjoyed the greatest prosperity and contri-
buted in a2 large measure to the material
progress of this side of the Commonwealth,

I am quite aware that the blame does not
rest upon any individual shoulders; nor ig
any blame attachable to the Government.
Apparently a majority of members in the
Labour Canecus are unmindful of the im-
portance of the South-West. That is the
only reason I can advanee, because in that
Caucus there have been for many years
several South-West representatives whao, in
my estimation, would have heen quite cap-
able of proving excellent Ministers.  In
speaking thus, I am voicing what has been
in the minds of many people in the Sonth-
West for a long time. The matter has often
been mentioned outside, and I thought that
on this oecasion I would repeat it in the
House. In making this statement, I say
again that T have no desire whatever to re-
flect in any way upon the eleetion of Mr.
Marshall, whom 1 regard as a very worthy
member of another place.

His Excelleney’s Specch announces that
arreement in conncction with the prineiples
involved in the establishment and eperation
of a War Serviee Land Settlement Scheme
was reached at the Premiers’ Conferenee in
Octaober, 1944, and as scon as details are
finalised, legislation will he plaged before
us to give effeet to it. Some of us have had
quite a Jot to do with land settlement, and
we also have many vivid recollections of
what happened on previous oceasions. My
mind goes hack to the position following the
1914-18 war when soldier sottlement was



