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.ART GALLERY ACT Al\IENDMENT 
BILL 

Introduction and First Reading 
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr. Lewis 

<Minister for Education), and read a .first 
time. 

Printing of Bill 
MR. LEWIS <Moore-Minister for Edu

cation) [5 p.m.): I move-
That the Bill be printed and the 

second reading made an order of 
the day for the next sitting of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER: I would point out that 
it is no longel' necessary to move that the 
Bill be printed. 

Mr. LEWIS: I will therefore merely 
move-

That the second reading be made an 
order of the day for the next sitting of 
the House. 

Question put and passed. 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: FIFTH DAY 
Motion 

Debate resumed, from the 6th August, on 
the following motion by Mr. Ridge:-

That the following Address-in
Reply to his· Excellency's Speech be 
agreed to:-

May it please Your Excellency: 
We the Legislative Assembly of 
the Parliament of the State of 
Western Australia in Pariiament 
assembled, beg to express loyalty 
to our Most Gracious Sovereign, 
and to thank Your Excellency for 
the Speech you have been pleased 
to address to Parliament. 

MR. CASH (I',1in·o.booka) [5.1 p.m.]: 
Firstly, Mr. Speaker, in supporting the 
adoption of the Address-in-Reply, I do so 
in the hope that many of the Government 
proposals contained in the address w111 be 
implemented during this session. To you 
Sir, I offer my congratulations on your 
election as the presiding officer of this 
Assembly. The office of Speaker has al
ways had an important place in the history 
of Parliaments, and I know that you, Mr. 
Speaker, with your legal background, your 
interest in constitutional law, and your 
expe1ience in this Parliament will bring to 
the office the status it merits. In your 
decisions I am sure you will be firm and 
impartial while, at the same time, permit
ting the degree of flexibility that is neces
sary if the Parliament is to function effec
tively and harmoniously. 

This being the occasion of my maiden 
speech in this Parliament, I take the op
portunity before I proceed any further to 
thank the people of Mirrabooka for having 
elected me as their representative in the 
Parliament of Western Australia. All 
electors in the Mirrabooka district can be 
assured that their problems will always be 

my concern; that I will deal with tbem to 
the best of my ability; and that I will fol
low their cases right through to the end, 
or as far as they can be taken at a par
ticular time. 

The boundaries of Mirrabooka are con
tained within the present boundaries of the 
Federal electorate of Stirling, which I had 
the privilege of representing in the ComM 
monwealth Parliament. The name "Mirra
booka" which is an aboriginal word mean
ing the "Southern Cross Constellation" 
may seem to indicate an area near Kun
unurra, or some other country district; 
but, in fact, it covers many suburbs north 
of the Swan River, including Yokine, 
Dianella, Morley, Hampton Park. Mirra
booka, Bedford, and parts of Beechboro, 
Bayswater, Embleton, and Nollamara.. The 
whole of this area was represented by me 
in the Federal Parliament, and I appreci
ate the confidence that has been placed 
in me by the electors once again. 

The main matters of concern to many 
people in the Mirrabooka electorate are 
the same as the problems that beset the 
people throughout the metropolitan area. 
This motion for the adoption of the 
Address-in-Reply gives me the opportunity 
to discuss them and to suggest changes 
that may make some contribution towards 
solving some of the day-to-day problems 
within the community. 

I propose to range over a number of 
subjects. including Western Australia's new 
status as a non-cla.imant State, social 
welfare. housing, the drinking age, the age 
of majority, and perhaps one or two other 
matters, and finally I shall refer to the 
attack by the Leader of the Opposition on 
the election result in Kimberley when he 
spoke earlier in this debate. 

Western Australia has come a long way 
since it lost certain revenue raising rights 
to the Commonwealth. From 1910·11 we 
existed on the special grants which were 
assessed under various formulae tiJI 1936, 
when the Grants Commission began assess
ing grants on the basis of need. The 
Grants Commission has used a two-State 
standard to guarantee that our standards 
of public services, medical care, education, 
and social services were no lower-and In 
recent years no higher-than those of the 
other States of Austl'alia. 

Time and time again the Premier has 
fought hard in the interests of Western 
Australia before the Grants Commisslon, 
at Premiers' Conferences, and at meetings 
of the Loan Council, in an endeavour to 
get the best possible financial allocations 
from the Commonwealth. This year the 
Premier decided that now was the time for 
this State to break free from the restric
tions of the Grants Commission. The 
proposed alteration of the grants formula. 
from the basis of a two-State standard to 
a four-State standard would have been a 
disadvantage to Western Australia; and 
increasing mineral royalties would have 
rapidly reduced the amounts received from 
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the Grants Commission; ~o the Premier's 
decision was a wise one, Rnd now Western 
Australia is enabled to stand on its own 
two feet. 

Our new status will not be free from 
problems, but it will certainly give the 
Government more freedom of action to 
increase our efforts in many ftelds, especi· 
ally in education, housing, and social wel
fare, and less excuse for not malting cer
tain that every Western Australian is 
suitably housed and reasonabJy provided 
for, if his or her circumstances are not 
comparable with those of the majority of 
our citizens. During its term of office the 
present Government has tackled many of 
the problems that come with the high 
natural and net migration increases in the 
population, which now give our State the 
highest percentage rate of overall pepula
tion growth in Australia. 

The Government has done well. but it 
must not close its eyes-as sometimes Gov
ernments do in the hustle and bustle of 
progress and develop.ment-to the needs of 
the people in the community who are in 
unfortunate circumstances through no 
fault of their own. Many of these people 
have not recovered from the economic 
effects of the depression, from the results 
of war, or from some other unfortunate 
event in their lives. Sickness, accident, or 
a family bereavement all leave their 
mark; and where the breadwinner of the 
family has been tal::f?n by illness, or by a 
careless motorist, not one, but two, three, 
or more lives become seriously affected. 
Who are these people in the community? 
Where are they? What is being done for 
them? Does anybody really care about 
them? 

These a.re the questions we mu.st all ask 
ourselves in this Parliament, and these a!'e 
the questions the Government must 
examine. As a new non-claimant State, 
Western Australia is presented \\'ith the 
opportunity to take the initiative and 
establish a new paU.ern of community wel· 
fare for all States to follow, notwith
standing Commonwealth. activity in this 
field, such as the recent legislation approv
ing co-operation with the States in regard 
to assisting deserted wives and unmarried 
mothers. 

It is often said that progress and de
''elopment bring prosperity to everybody, 
but is a promise for tomorrow enough for 
the many people in our State with little 
income a.nd poor living conditions? They 
do not want to see theh· lives p-ass by under 
the constant stress of near hardship con
ditions. They want to enjoy life now. even 
if it is in a simple and quiet way. Any
thing we can cto to make tl1eir iot any 
bett-er and their lives any easier, we should 
do. 

The first administrative step that could 
be taken is a simple one. The designation 
of the Minister for Child Welfare .should 
be altered to that of ~-'!inister fo:;: so~ial 

welfa!·e or Minister for community wel
fare, and then possibly bracketed with the 
portfolio of the Minister for Housing. The 
housing question is at the bottom of many 
of our social problems in western Australia 
and the handling of these two matters by 
the same Minister would start off a new 
social programme on a sound basis. 

Today we are lamentably short of infor
mation concerning the social problems 
and needs of our less fortunate people; 
and the next step must be a complete sur
vey of the needs and living conditions of 
the people of lesser income. Such an in
vest-igation could be carried out in seve1·al 
ways. The Government could set up a. 
committee to hear evidence; it could invite 
confidential submissions from private citi
zens; it could consult community groups 
now handling some welfare problems: or 
it could seek the co·operation of the Uni
yersity and its students to conduct a wide 
survey. 

Inquiries could relate to income and out
goings, and to the type of accommodation 
and the rents uaid. We could find out 
what accommodation was needed; or, in 
the case of people who owned their own 
accommodation. whether they were in
terested in being rehoused in new Govern
ment projects. From ~ll this could come 
a g:::e~.t deal of information about social 
prob1ems and housing needs. This would 
establish a pattern that could be exam
ined hy the Minister. If previously we had 
been abie to accurately assess housing 
needs, then today's difficulties might not 
have existed. We are not sure of our 
problems of tomorrow, because no-one 
really knows what are our housing needs 
today. 

The State Housing Commission's statis
tics are simply statistics that tell us how 
many people have applied for accommoda
tion. They relate only to specific incomes 
and they do not provide for earlier mar
riag<Os or uncxr~cted higher migration in
flow; nor do they t..ell us about young 
people living with in-laws and friends. 
Whatever figures might result from any 
survey, we know now that many elder 
people would welcome a rehousing system 
which transferred them from their present 
Cot""!ditions where they live singJy in multi
bedroom homes because no single-unit 
accommodation for economic purchase or 
renting can be found. 

Some of those people are living in rental 
accommodation which is highly unsatis
factory by any standards, and others are 
living in better accommodation but at high 
rentals which wreck domestic budgets. In 
fairness to the Government I should point 
out that it has taken steps to try to meet 
the housing problem, but possibly without 
realising how big the problem is. The 
recent announcement l'elating to the plans 
of the State Housing Commission to step 
up its rate of development to where the 
construction of fiats and medium-density 
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housing will represent about 50 per cent. 
ot its annual building operations is wel
come news. The 450-unit project for 
Fremantle and the Premier's latest pro
posals will ease the problem, but more 
of these projects should be planned for 
the immediate future even if lt means 
fewer commercial or Government buildings. 

I believe that the interests of many 
people would be well served if the Gov
ernment gave thouiht to high and medium 
density fiats and home unit construction, in 
co-operation with private industry, right 
alongside the city where the required ser 
vices are already in existence, and where 
they now serve a hotch-potch area of old 
homes and ramshackle commercial build
ings. 

In areas located only one, two, or three 
miles from the citY centre a complete 
rehousing programme should be under
taken. Home owners could be resited in 
home units on the original locations or 
nearby. This would be particularly help
ful to the home-owning pensioners whose 
assets would remain almost the same, and 
whose pensions would not be affected-as 
they would be ii they sold out and moved to 
rented accommodation, or if they moved 
in with relatives or friends. The Gov
ernment could build home units and flats 
1n these areas which have the advantage 
of existing . services, and which have easy 
access to shopping facilities, to transport, 
to medical and hospital services, to Gov
ernment offices, to clty entertainments, 
and to social and cultural centres. 

Such a building programme could house 
thousands of people close to the city. and 
it would reduce traffic congestion bY the 
greater use of short distance bus services. 
The older people of the community would 
be living in areas with which they had 
become familiar over many years; they 
would be handy to the city they know 
so well-a city in which they can move 
with confidence despite , in some cases, 
faiUng sight, imperfect hearing, or failing 
health. Surely this is better for these 
people than to transfer them to some 
remote suburb where they would have dif
ficulty in making new friends, from where 
it would be too expensive for them to go 
into town, and from whete the journey to 
town would be too long to enable them 
to avoid ea..sily the rush hour periods. 

The housing of many of these people 
would, I suggest, release a lot of other 
accommodation ·which ls suitable for the 
transient housing of families and other 
people seeklng temporary accommodation. 
I hope the Government will have a look 
~t the ideas I have put forward. 

I now refer to questions concerning the 
.fOunger people of our State: the drinking 
age. the voting age, and the age of 
majority. There has been agitation for 
a reduction of the drinking age from 21 
to 18 years. It has been discussed as 

though this is a must before young people 
can acquire a proper status in the com
munity. It has, in an endea.ver to gather 
support for the reduction of the age, been 
related to other demands for our young 
people. What would hal)pen if the age 
for military service was raised to 22 or 
23 years? Would there be new agitation to 
raise the permissible drinking age to 22 
or 23 years? Surely the age of any a rea 
of respons1b111ty should not fluctuate 
according to military needs. It has not 
done so in other countries, as l shall show 
later. 

One argument which has been presented 
is that many young people break the law 
now, and as tlle law is obviously hard to 
enforce we should reduce the drinking age 
to 18 years . Speeding laws are hard to 
enforce, the laws relating to orime are 
hard to enforce, and all laws are hard to 
enforce. That is the very reason we have 
laws, because they are needed. If we did 
reduce the drinking age. where would tbe 
safeguards be for those under 18 years 
of age? How long would it be before 
so many of them broke the new law that 
someone would suggest that the age be 
lowered to 16 years? 

In other countries all the evidence indl
cates that easier availability simply means 
greater consumption and more problems. 
In only six of the American States Is the 
legal drinking age 18 years, and then the 
right is restricted only to beer. which has 
a lower alcoholic content than the beer 
of Western Australia. The lowering of the 
drinking age will confer no benefl ts on the 
young people of the community. It wm 
not promote their future careers; it will 
not make them more jntell1gent or more 
capable of facing life's problems along the 
way; it will not make them healthier; yet 
it could well increase the possibility of 
their being less healthy. For my part I 
would be satisfied to see the drinking age 
remain as it is. The young people should 
not be in a hurry to be With the "in .. 
group. They may live for another 50 or 
more years, so they win have plenty of 
ttme to partake of liquor if they wish. 

I think the really important question 
in relation to our young people is that of 
the age of majority. Surely the citizens 
of our community and the Government 
should be looking at; the desirability or 
otherwise of changing the law in relation 
to contracts made by young persons under 
21 and to their power to hold and dispose 
of property, and to make wills, and in 
relation to marriage by such persons. 

Historically, the age of majority has 
changed in the light of circumstances, ·oo 
today there may be a doubt as to how 
accurately the ages of 21, 15, or 25-the 
majority ages in different periods-ever 
really reflected the needs and maturity 
of young people. It is not for us, however, 
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to compare today with yesterday. We 
must observe the young as they are today 
and see if the law fits them as well as it 
should. 

I suggest to the ~vernment th~t. it 
should give consideration to exammmg 
the whole aspect of the age of majority 
as it applies to the young people of West
ern Australia. Any unnecessazy or r.e
strictive anomalies in the Jaws of this 
State, as they now stand, would be r~
vealed, and an assessment could be maae 
of the social aspect of the age of 21 in 
relation to tbe young people of today, 
how they live, what they need, what they 
are like, and how mature they are. 

Many people believe that the with
holding of responsibility from the younger 
persons of responsible age could be a fac
tor in making them antisocial. Some 
people who are delinQuent will remain 
that way whether the age of majorit_y is 
21, or less ; but we must consider legislat
in~ for the vast majority ot young people 
who want to be ·treated as sensible people 
in the community. 

The British Medical Association has 
reparted that there are no psychological 
reasons for placing the age of majoritY 
at 21, or any psychological objections to 
lowering the age. Its view is that the 
adolescent of today matures ea.rlier than 
in previous generations. Like others, the 
B.M.A. has pointed out" that there could 
be serious ill-effects from the withhold
ing of responsibility from those ready for 
it. . 

We must not imagine that here in 
Western Australia. we are away behind 
the rest of the world in this regard. When 
we examine existing world standards and 
look, perhaps, at the exceptions, first we 
find that in Russia the general age of 
majority is 18, while in Japan it is 20. 
In Japan one votes at the age of 20, and 
in Russia, if one can call the system 
"voting" as the free world knows it, the 
people vote at 18. 

In the United States. the voting age is 
21, except" in a small number of State 
elections. In 34 States: the age of major
ity is 21; in nine it is 21 for males and 
18 for females, with the voting age for 
both groups being 21; and there are two 
States where the age of majority is 18, 
but: voting is still at 21.. In one of these-
Kentucky-the majority age of 18 has the 
proviso that it does not apply to the pur
chase of alcohol. In Australia, France, 
Great Britain, Ireland, Italy, New Zealand, 
Sweden, and West Germany the aie of 
majority is 21 and the voting age is 
also 21. 

From these stati~tics it can be seen tb.at 
Australia does not lag behind other coun
tries of the western world by maintaining 
the age of maJority and tbe votini age 
at 21 . This should not, however. inhibit 

our approach to the question of the chang
ing needs of the young people of OW' com
munity and the need to have a good look 
at the question of the ase of majority. 

Finally, I turn to the election in Kim
berley, which was attacked by the Leader 
of the Opposition iin this debate last 
Wednesday-Kimberley, where the people 
elect:ed to this Parliament a well-known, 
energetic, qualified, good-looking, and 
clean-cut young Australian in the person 
of Alan Ridge. Despite the protesta.tion 
of the Leader of the Opposition, it 1s quite 
clear that the Labor candidate, Mr. Rhati
gan, was soundly defeated by this bright 
young Liberal candidate. 

A comparison between the 1965 and 
1968 voting :figures is the soWldest evi· 
dence that we have heard so far in this 
matter. In 1968, the Labor candidate 
bettered his 1965 figmes in only :five 
booths; and, even then, his combined total 
improvement over the five booths was only 
24 votes-one, four, nine, six, and four. 
At the very same ftve booths, Mr. Ridge 
bettered the previous Liberal figures DY 
a total of 263 votes; namely, 127, 12, 82, 
7, and 35. 

Mr. Ridge, as the Liberal candidate, im
proved his party's vote out Qf all sight. I 
make this point because the Leader of the 
Opposition based his attack on the elec
tion result in Kimberley on the ground 
that trends in the voMng at certain polling 
booths were very favourable to Mr. Ridge. 

Perhaps I can quote the Leader of the 
Opposition from Hansar d as follows:-

Those members who have been 
through a series of elections will know 
that there is a trend in elections. One 
finds it in one box a.nd it can be car
ried through to another. 

What was the trend 1n Kimberley? In 
Derby, Mr. Ridge nearlY doubled the 
previous Liberal vote from 135 1n 1965 to 
262 in 1968. At Kununurra. Mr. Ridge 
doubled the 1965 vote from 83 to 165. At 
WJ~ndham, Ml'. Ridge nearly doubled the 
vote again, this time fl'Om 66 to 115. 

Surely these figures establish a trend of 
some significance, especially when one 
realises that lower total votes were re
corded in Kimberley in this yea1·'s election, 
as compared with 1965-and this year Mr. 
Rhatigan had the assistan~e of number 
one place on the ballot paper. So if we 
accept many Labor Party theories about 
the advantage this gives, it makes Mr. 
Rhatigan's figures worse than ever, and 
the trend for M.r. Ridge more pronounced. 

Surely the Leader of the Opposition's 
ease falters on the very point on which he 
based h1s attack~trends in the vottng. 
The two polling booths on which the 
Leader of the Opposition concentrated his 
attention were MowanJum Mission and 
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Gogo Station, where the strong trend to
ward Mr. Ridge in Derby. Kununurra, and 
Wyndham wa.s even more .strongly reflec
ted. 

If we take Gogo first and ignore all this 
talk of bribery, rumours, lack of evidence, 
etc., and look at the real facts- the figures 
of the voting-we find that Mr. Ridge re
ceived 41 votes and Mr. Rhatii'an nine. 
These figures included the combined Gogo
La Grange poll-29 votes at Gogo and 22 
at La Grange. I think this would give 
apl>roxtmately 24 votes to Mr. Ridge at 
one booth, and certainly an equal propor
tion of the votes at the other polling booth. 

The Leader of the Opposition makes a 
fuss because the local officer in chare-e of 
adult education conducted what we would 
can a civic affairs class where he tried to 
explain the purpose of voting and the 
method of voting. To remove any question 
of political bias, Mr . .Jones referred to the 
imaginary candidates as "Apple" and 
"Orange." lt can be presumed that Mr. 
Jones, a schoolteacher, had some know
ledge of the sYstem of preparation for elec
tions in Papua, New Guinea, and other 
developing countries where these pre
election classes for native voters are vital 
for the smooth running of the poll. 

In these elections, much use is made of 
symbols and photographs. So I cannot 
see why, as the Leader of the Opposition 
suggests, the teaching work of .Mr. Jones 
should inhibit his appointment w; a pre
siding officer. 

The pattem of voting at Gogo was 
established in 1965 when the Liberal can
didate received 34 votes and Mr. Rhatigan 
three. In the Legislative Council poll, the 
Liberal candJdate received 32 and Mr. Wise 
four. In the recent election Mr. Ridge re· 
ceived 41 and Mr. Rhatigan 9. I have 
had to break down that combined total as 
a result of a question answered today. 
The estimated figures are 24 at Oogo for 
Mr. R idge, and five for Mr. Rhatigan, 
while at La Grange, the estimated figures 
are 18 for Mr. Ridge, and four for Mr. 
Rhatigan. 

These fl.gures establish a pattern of vot
ing at the booths where natives represent 
the majority of voters, when they are 
placed alongside the 1968 figures for 
Mowanjum-38 for Mr. Ridge and four for 
Mr. Rhatigan. The Leader of the Oppos
ltion's allegation that the voting pattern 
at Mowanjum was completely unrelated to 
voting elsewhere is not substantiated by 
the figures of the other booths I mention
ed earlier. 

If we examine the 1968 figures for the 
two booths, and the 1965 figures for Gogo 
Station, the question that immediately 
comes to mind is what happened at 
Mowanjurn in 1965. This is where the 
allegations of the Leader of the Opposition 
take us. 

(\11 

Leaving that aspect, I want to turn to 
one of the points made by the Leader of 
the Qpposttion. Sections 131, 132, and 133 
of the Electoral Act cover adjournments of 
the poll. There is no specific mention of 
closing for lunch, but the presiding officer 
(Mr. Archer) made this decision and ad· 
journed the poll for a short time. It seems 
~o me that he was within hiS rights; and 
I think it is fortunate he did adjourn and 
take the ballot box and papers with hlm, 
because it meant that at no time was thr
ballot box out of his sight. One can well 
imagine what might ha.ve been said by the 
Opposition f! the situation had been other
wise. 

It is the Rev. John Watts who is under 
:fire from the Leader of the Opposition for 
seating the native interpreter (Alan 
l\.1ungulu> within the polling booth just 
inside the door. Interpreters are used in 
Papua. and New Guinea, and in many places 
two or three interpr0ters h!lve to be u.sed 
to translate the dialect of a particula.r 
area into Pidgin and English. Whe.n the 
voting takes place the native voter goes up 
and whispers in the ear of the returning 
officer , who marks the ballot paper. 

The Electoral Act in thiS State provides 
in section 129-as the Leader of the Oppo
sition has polnted out-that a persoh 
selected by the voter can assist a voter, and 
once the paper is marked according to the 
instructions of the elect.or, the person 
assisting shall quit the booth. Thi.s usually 
happens unless there are two persons to 
be assisted by the sarne person. 

The assistant presid\ng officer at Mowan
jum <the Rev. John Wa~ts) permitted an 
interpreter in the person of Alan Mungulu. 
who had apparently acted in a similar 
capacity before, to assist any native voter 
reQuiring assistance to complete a ballot 
paper. 

Alan Mungulu i.s an invalid pensioner. 
crippled by polio. He is reasonably well 
educated, and he can speak and write Eng· 
lish. We.s lt unreasonable for the Rev. 
John Watts, in a sense of compassion in
grained in hlrn over the years, to seek to 
avoid the necessity for Mungulu to techni
cally comply with the words "shall quit 
the polling place" after each native had 
received Mungulu's assistance? 

The evidence is that Alan Mungulu was 
under the eyes of both scrutineers during 
the polL Surely this type of flexibility 
could be regarded only ·as a technical 
breach of the Act in the local circum
stances! Under the Commonwealth Act. 
the presiding officer can permit a person 
to stay in the polling booth only as long 
a.s the presiding officer wishes. Therefore, 
while our Act does not contain that pro
vision, a comparison of the two Acts cer
tainly indicates some flexibility. 

An occurrence in this year's election ill 
New Guinea shows why there must be 
some flexibility in the Act. A canoe carry
ing ballot papers overturned and the sealed 
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box fell into the water completely saturat
ing the marked ballot papers. The elec
tions in New Guinea are open for some 
weeks because of transport communication 
problems and, therefore, this particular box 
coUld not be opened until the final day of 
the poll on the 16th March. 

The returning officer's wife-an un
authorised person no doubt-put the nozzle 
of her hair dryer into the ballot paper slot 
and for two days blew hot air into the box 
to dry the ballot papers. 

Following the pattern of his remarks in 
this debate, the Leader of the Opposition 
would probably quote section 190 of the 
Electoral Act which provides penalties for 
"unlawful interference with a ballot box 
and ballot paper" and the member for 
Belmont would supply the House with one 
of those interjections of his, "Highly ir
regular." 

Incidents such as these mustrate why 
there must be some flexibility to suit a 
pa.rticular circumstance; and they show 
why the seating of Alan Mungulu just in
side the door of the Mowanjwn polling 
booth wns simply common sense. 

The Leader of the Opposition made the 
point that native voters were given ballot 
papers without having been questioned as 
required by law. If he can assure me that 
every voter in his own electorate was asked 
the same questions he refers to, then, and 
not till then, will I accept h:ls objection as 
valid. 

I hope the Leader of the Opposition, 
although carefully absolving the new 
member for Kimberley of any responsibil
ity, realises that. by casting doubts on the 
validity of votes at the election and on 
the integrity of certain people in the 
Kimberley electorate, he has made the 
arrival of Mr. Ridge into this Parliament 
a little more uncomfortable tban it might 
have been. 

Alan MWlgulu may never know that the 
Leader of the Opposition, and the member 
for Belmont by a very unkind interjection, 
reflected on his integrity. Mungulu arid 
others must remain defenceless against 
this attack from the other side of the 
House. I trust that time will erase the 
matter from the minds of most people, but 
'we all know that once the word is spoken 
in this Assembly it is recorded in Hansard 
forever-the best of our debates and the 
worst. In the last category, I place these 
unwarranted inferences about Alan Mun
gulu, the Rev. John Watts, Mr. Jones, the 
school teacher, and the native voters 
themselves; and despite the Leader of the 
Opposition's earlier qualification, the 
whole matter reflects on the new member 
for Kimberley who is as innocen~ in this 
matter as any other person mentioned by 
the Leader of the Opposition. 

It is because those people have no de
fence that I have stood up in this Parlia
ment and demolished-one by one-the 

specious arguments put forward by th~ 
Leader of the Opposition; points that 
could only be described as the flimsiest of 
circumstantial evidence in any case, and 
points so rightly dismissed as trivial by 
the Chief Electoral Officer in his reply to 
the Leader of the Opposition. " 

Having pu~ Mowanjum and Gogo to 
rest, could I conclude by expressing my 
thanks, Mr. Speaker, to all the people · 
who have made me welcome in this House. 
The staff have been a great help despite 
my tendency to occasionally lapse into 
comparisons with the Federal parliament
ary system. 

Du1·ing my election campaign, I told 
the electors of Mirrabooka what I stood 
for, and I still stand for the same things 
now that I have been elected. I will do 
my best to serve well the interests of my 
electors and the people of Western Aus
tralia, and in doing this I look forward 
to an interesting career in this Parlia
ment. 

MR. HARMAN (Maylands) (5.31 p .m.]: 
Mr. Speaker, I wish to formally congra
tulate you on your election to the office of 
Speaker. I also wish to congratulate the 
Chairman of Committees upon his election, 
and I congratulate the other new members 
of this House on their election. For me, 
the position which I now hold is the attain
ment of a career to which I have long 
aspired, and to have achieved this posi
tion is a great thrill to me, and I am 
sure that other members also enjoy this 
feeling. 

My opponent at the election was a 
former member of this House-Mr. Bob 
Marshall-and I am certain he enjoyed 
the confidence and respect of all members. 
Shortly before the election campaign the 
tragic death of Mr. Marshall's wife inflicted 
a great blow on him and his family. I 
know we all accorded him the deepest 
sympathy possible. 

I wish to record my appreciation and 
gratitude to the electors of Maylands for 
reposing in me their trust and confidence 
by electing me to act as their represen
tative in this House. I hope that when 
an account is taken of my stewardship I 
will not be found wanting. I also wish to 
record my appreciation to the many 
workers who assisted me in my campaign. 
They worked tirelessly and, in many cases, 
for long hours. When I came to this 
House I was very impressed with the 
respect and the co-operation extended to 
me by the staff, and that impresslon still 
remains with me. 

I take my seat here not only as the 
member for Maylands, but also as the 
representative of a great movement in 
Australia-! refer to the Australian Labor 
movement. As you know, Mr. Speaker, 
this movement was born in the last decade 
of tbe last century. Since that time the 


