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the deceased or whose parent the
child of the deceased had predeceased
the deceased living at the date of the
death of the deceased, or then en
centre za mere.

I agree to the amendment.
Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I move an

amendment-
Page 5, line 9-Insert after the ward

"Otherwise" the passage-
", where the relationship was ad-
mitted by the deceased being of
full age or established in the life-
time of the deceased".

The object of this amendment is to pre-
vent a fraudulent parent from claiming on
the estate of his illegitimate child. This
seems to be a remote possibility, but it
would be possible for a parent to claim on
the estate of his illegitimate child-

We have already indicated that one of
the ways of establishing illegitimacy is
for the parent to admit that the child is
his illegitimate child. If a father says.
"This is my illegitimate child" and that
child dies, it would be quite unfair for the
father-simply because he had admitted
it was his child-to be able to upset the
will of his illegitimate child.

The purpose of the amendment is to
make it possible for the father to claim
only in cases in which the relationship
was admitted by the illegitimate child.
when he was of full age, or established
during the lifetime of the child. In other
words, it has to be proved during the
child's lifetime that the parent who is
claiming to upset his own child's will was
the bona fide illegitimate father of that
child. I used that phrase the other day
and was taken to task.

The Hon L, A. Logan: It was taken out
of Hans~ard.

The Hon. L. 0. MEDCALF: So I believe.
Amendment put and passed.
The Hon. I. G. MEDOALF: I move an

amendment-
Page 5, line 10-Delete the word

"Person" and substitute the words
"de facto widow of the deceased".

Briefly, the object of this amendment is
to provide that the person who has a
moral claim to upset the will must be a
de facto widow of the deceased. As the
clause nlow stands, a person could upset
the will merely by proving that he, or she,
was at the time of the death being wholly
or partly maintained by the deceased and
a member of the deceased's household,
and that there is some moral responsi-
bility to make provision. I suggested
earlier that the provision could in-
clude a multitude of people including
housekeepers, their children, and other
people who might be in the household of
the deceased at the time of the death.

I know it is possible for the deceased to
have had more than one household, and
for a number of people to fall into that
category. I realise that there are bona fide
cases in which housekeepers should be left
something but are not. However, on the
other hand there are cases where legiti-
mate beneficiaries of the deceased are
excluded by somebody who ingratiates
herself with the deceased during his dying
weeks, and excludes what one might call
rightful beneficiaries.

I have moved my amendment in order
to protect the position of what one might
call the more regular relatives. The effect
of the amendment is to restrict the right
to the de facto widow of the deceased. I
know there are difficulties about how one
proves that a person is a de facto widow;
but It will be up to the court to make the
decision. I cannot think of a fairer
method than to leave it to the court. I
have not included a de facto widower. I
have restricted the amendment to persons
who can claim that not only are they de
facto widows, but they have lived in the
household. The amendment has the ap-
proval of the Law Society and the
Attorney- General.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 8 to 21 put and passed.
Schedule put and passed.
Title put and passed.
]Bill reported with amendments.

House adjourned at 10.05 p.m.

£rrilatitw Anennlbig
Wednesday, the 4th October, 1972

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

APPROPRIATION BILL
(CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND)

Message: Appropriations

Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriations for the
purposes oif the Bill.

QUESTIONS (54): ON NOTICE
1. UNIVERSMrES

General Practitioners: Training
Mr. HUTCHITNSON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is he aware of the concern ex-

pressed by Dr. M. Kent-Hughes
(The West AustTralin, Saturday,
30th September) that universities
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have failed to place appropriate
emphasis on the training and
teaching of ORP's, and thus have
failed to follow overseas schemes
aimed at reversing the trend to
specialisation?

(2) What emphasis in regard to this
matter is given by the medical
faculty of the University of West-
ern Australia?

(3) Does Dr. Kent-Hughes' remark
that "One of the chief troubles is
that for the past two decades we
have been excluded from the halls
of teaching and universities. Con-
sequently we have poor student
contact and instead of 50% re-
cruitment to general practice we
are down to about 12%/,", have
application here in Western Aus-
tralia?

(4) Will he give the percentage re-
cruitment to general practice of
graduates for each of the last
three years from the Western Aus-
tralian medical faculty?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The aim of the undergraduate

course at the Medical School of
the University of Western Aus-
tralia is to produce not a finished
doctor, but a broadly educated man
who can become a doctor with
further training.
in agreement with the Royal Col-
lege of General Practitioners (W.A.
Branch). exposure to general prac-
tice In the final year of the course
for M.D. E.S. is for one two week
period. The University post
graduate medical committee on
which there are representatives of
the Australian Medical Association
has recently Instituted a post-
registration career structure course
for those intending to enter gen-
eral practice. This advance re-
flects the view that specialisation
is as necessary for general practice
as for other sections of medicine.

(3) and (4) Since the inception of the
medical school In 1957. there has
been a total of 508 graduates with
degrees of M.B. B.S. Of this total
146 (29%) are In general practice.
This is a minima] figure since
graduates must do one year In
hospital training before full regis-
tration as a medical practitioner is
granted. In addition, the greater
majority carry out at least a
further two years hospital work
before proceeding to general prac-
tice or to further specialisation.
It will thus be seen that it is not
possible to provide figures relating
to the past three years.

In conclusion, for the information
of the Member, the University is
fully sympathetic to the establish-
ment of a general practice teach-
ing facility in collaboration with
the Perth medical centre. Explor-
atory discussions are currently
taking place.

2. ROTTNEST ISLAND
Hostel Lease

Mr. R. L. YOUNG, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) Who holds the lease of the Rott-

nest Hostel?
(2) How long has the present lease-

(a) been running;
(b) to run?

(3) Does the Minister or the Rottnest
Island Board of Control have the
power to extend the lease without
putting it out to tender?

(4) If so, is it contempla ted that this
might be done?

(5) Have any improvements been made
to the leased premises during the
term of the current lease?

(6) What were the Costs Of those im-
provements?

(7) Were the improvements a condit-
ion of the lease?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Mr. F. J. Dyke.
(2) (a) 4 years.

(b) 6 years.
(3) Yes.
(4) It has.
(5) Yes.
(5) $54,000.
(7) Not specifically, but the Jesse terms

provide for improvements and
alterations to be effected as re-
quired from time to time.

3. MOTOR VEHICLES
Thefts

Mr. R. L. YOUNG, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police:
(1) How many motor vehicles have

been reported stolen in Westeirn
Australia in 1972?

(2) Of those how many have been
vehicles fitted with steering locks?

(3) How many vehicles stolen in 1972
have been recovered?

(4) Of those how many were fitted
with steering locks when stolen?

(5) What Is the estimated number of
man hours of police involved in
the recovery of the vehicles in
(3) ?

(5) Has a comparison been made be-
tween the cost of recovery of a
vehicle and the cost of fitting a
steering lock?
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(7)

Mr.

If "Yes" to (6), what is the result
of the comparison?
BICKERTON replied:

(1) 3,342.
(2) Nil.
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
('7)

Approximately 97%.
Nil.
8 men full time.
No.
Answered by (6).

4.

6.

Mr. JAMIESON replied:

MOTOR VEHICLES
Exhaust Emissions: Reduction Devices

Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police:
(1) Is the Minister or his department

concerned about air pollution
caused by exhaust emissions from
motor vehicles?

(2) What steps, if any, are being
taken to reduce such air pollution?

(3) Has the Government any intention
of testing devices designed to re-
duce noxious emissions?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) Has the Government any intention

of making it mandatory that motor
vehicles be fitted with such de-
vices?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) All passrger cars manufactured

after 1st oanuary, 1972, are re-
quired to comply with Australian
Design Rule No. 26 which limits
carbon monoxide content by vol-
ume of exhaust gas emission to
4.5%. In 1974 stricter emission
controls for new vehicles will come
into effect. Additionally, limits
for in-service vehicles are under
investigation.

(3) It would consider doing so if any
practical devices were presented.

(4) Answered by (3).
(5) Not at this stage in respect to in-

service vehicles.

SEWERAGE
Narra gin

Mr. W. A. MANNING, to the Minister
for Water Supplies:
(1) Will he advise the difference in

requirements for laying sewerage
pipes in Narrogin in regard to-
(a) mains to the boundary of

private property; and
(b) pipelines within such pro-

perty?
(2) What drastic change takes place

at the boundary to justify a costly
change in specifications?

Mr.
(1)

GRAHAM replied:
The operations of Coral Bay Pty.
Ltd. were, until 15th August, 1972.
under the control of a special
manager appointed by the un-
secured creditors under a scheme
of compromise and arrangement
approved by the Supreme Court.

Development of Farm Land
Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Premier:
(1) When in Opposition did he on a

number of occasions criticise the
Brand Government for being sec-
retive about projected State de-
velopments?

(2) Is he being secretive (see The
West Australian of Friday 29th
September) about the projected
large scale use of Ord Dam water
for purposes other than irriga-
tion?

(3) Is this proposed project connected
with the Commonwealth Govern-
ment's possible agreement to a
Western Australian request for
$1.3 million to develop more farm
land in the Ord River dam area?

Mr. Graham (for Mr. J. T. TONKIN)
replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) It could be, but at Present it is not

possible to be definite about it.

7. CORAL BAY HOLIDAY RESORT
Viablity'

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Development and Decentralisation:
(1) Can he advise if the Coral Bay

holiday resort is an economic pro-
position?

(2) Is it correct, as is rumoured, that
the resort may be closing down?

(3) If so, what are the reasons?

5.
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(1) Concrete keel is always required
within private property but not
always for main sewers because
mains to the boundary are usually
constructed deeper than drains
within each property. At the
greater depth the soil is very much
less active due to moisture vari-
ation.

(2) House drains at a lesser depth are
usually constructed in highly
active clay which is subjected to
moisture variation and concrete
keel is considered to be the best
means of preventing pipe move-
ment. railing this type of con-
struction the houseowner could be
subjected to costly maintenance
unless there is proper prevention
of pipe movement.

ORD RIVER SCHEME
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The special manager has not made
available any accounts which
would enable me to assess the
profitability of the resort.

(2) I am not aware of any decision to
cease operations.

(3) Answered by (2).

8. PROBATE
Commonwealth and State Assessments

Mr. W. A. MANNING, to the Treasurer:
In reply to my question 25 on 6th
September it was stated in regard
to valuations of property involved
in death duties-"It Is normal for
the Commonwealth authority to
adopt the State value."
A letter from the State Commis-
sioner states "neither of the Acts
administered by the Deputy Com-
missioner or myself contain pro-
visions whereby a value adopted
oy one taxing authority will be
accepted by another Department".
(1) Can he reconcile these two

statements?
(2) Will he see that future valu-

ations are consistent with the
reply of September 6th?

(3) Will he withdraw or amend
that reply?

Mr. Graham (for Mr. J. T. TONKIN)
replied:
(1) Yes. The remainder of the answer

to question 25 on 6th September
stated-"In all but exceptional cir-
cumstances, separate valuations
are not made". The information
given In the commissioner's letter
is correct because, while, as stated
in answer to question 25, It is
normal for the Commonwealth
authority to adopt State values,
It is not mandatory for it to do so.

(2) and (3) Answered by (1).

9. LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
Premier's Publishedi Comment

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Premier:
(1) Are there any past experiences

upon which he based his state-
ment in the last paragraph of his
letter to the editor of The West
Australian newspaper, viz: "I can-
not believe that the Council as
constituted would permit 'Moral
obligations' to outweigh political
considerations In any circum-
stances"?

(2) Do his references to the Legislative
Council include all members of
that Chamber or are they only
geared against some members?

(3) In view and as a logical conse-
quence of his remarks referred to
In (1), will he arrange for an

advanced election of the Legisla-
tive Council and the Legislative
Assembly?

Mr. Graham (for Mr. J. T. TONKIN)
replied:

Where the answer refers to "my
statement" it is the statement of
the Premier, and where It refers
to "I" it is the Premier. The ans-
wer is as follows:-
(1) to (3) My statement about

the Legislative Council not
permitting "moral obligations"
to outweigh "political consid-
erations" was related to the
editorial in The West AUSs-
trallan In which the opinion
was expressed that, if my
Government went to an elec-
tion on the issue of price
control and obtained a "con-
vincing mandate" on prices,
then "the Council would be
under the strongest possible
moral obligation to pass the
legislation endorsed at the
poll." It was in this sense I
used the word "moral" as
meaning the requirements to
which right action must con-
form. I was in no way re-
flecting upon the virtue of
members of the Council, or
suggesting moral turpitude.
and to hold a general election
on -such an issue, for which
the Member appears to show
such keenness, would be the
height of absurdity.

10. PARLIAMENT HOUSE
Vandalism

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police:
(1) Is the Minister going to make sure

that Parliament House will not
again be subjected to vandalism as
it was last week?

(2) If so, how?

11.

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) Subject to meeting the exigencies

of the service in protecting the
community at large, the Police will
make every effort to prevent
repetition of the vandalism that
occurred at Parliament House last
week.

(2) Answered by (1).

STATE REVENUE
Government PolicY

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Premier:
In view of the more and more
frequent statements and requests
for special Commonwealth grants
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particularly in the field of educa-
tion and also in other fields which,
according to the Commonwealth
constitution, clearly belong to the
responsibility of the State, will he
state--especially In view of the
forthcoming conference on consti-
tutional amnendments--whether his
Government's policy is to receive
revenue rather by special grants
and thereby weaken the State's
powers than to try to achieve
larger general revenue funds to be
responsibly used and allocated by
State Parliament?

Mr. Graham (for Mr. J. T. TONKIN)
replied:

The Government would prefer In-
creased general revenue grants.

12. KWINANA-BALGA POWER
LINE

Resumptions: Armadale and Kelmacot

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Electricity:
(1) Have any houses and blocks been

resumed or purchased, or to be
resumed or purchased, on the
330kV power line route between
Hanford or Westfield Road, Anna-
dale. and the South West Railway,
Keimscott?

(2) What is the cost (actual or estim-
ated) of obtaining these houses
and land?

(3) What is the length (in chains) of
the route acquired in purchasing
these homes and blocks?

(4) What Is the estimated cost of re-
sumptions and easement compen-
sation to the property owners for
that portion of the 330kV power
line mentioned In (ID-
(a) for the present route:
(b) for a route following the Allen

Road alignment?
(5) Has the Parliamentary Commis-

sioner represented Mr. L. R. Pond's
objection to the 330kV power line
route through his Property, to the
Commission and to the Minister?

(6) If "Yes" to (5), when will the re-
port of the investigation be avail-
able to Parliament?

('7) Will he table a plan showing the
power line route from the South
West Railway, Kelmscott, to the
boundaries of the Shires of GOs-
nells and Kalamunda?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) one house has been purchased.

It will not be necessary to pur-
chase any other houses, but some
easements remain to be negotiat-
e d,

(2) $19,800. This is the price of the
house that has already been pur-
chased.

(3) 5.86 chains.
(4) (a) Not available until negotia-

tions have reached a more
advanced stage.

(b) See (a) above.
(5) Yes.
(0) This will be entirely within the

discretion of the Pariamentary
Commissioner.

('7) A final plan cannot be tabled as
survey is proceeding. An approx-
imate location plan is available for
Inspection and explanation at the
commission's office.

13. CO-OPERATIVE BULK
HANDLING SITE

Kwinana: flewateriitg
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Will he table the related scientific

report and explain to the House
the effects expected of the de-
watering of the Co-operative
Bulk Handling site upon the
adjoining residential land at Rock-
lngham and Kwinana Beach?

(2) What measures have been taken to
protect the property owners and
occupiers against subsidence and
lowering of the water table below
their pumping equipment?

(3) Will he delineate the area which
is expected to experience some
change due to the dewatering?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) There is no scientific report avail-

able to the Government.
(2) and (3) This information can be

supplied to the Member but as the
consulting engineer for Co-oper-
aitive Bulk HandWing is away in the
Eastern States it will take some
days to obtain.

14. WAR SERVICE HOMES
Transfer of Administration

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Housing:

Could he expand on his reported
statement-in connection with the
transfer of the State Housing
Commission's administration of
War Service Homes--viz:. that this
"would allow the S.H.C. to con-
centrate on expanding its own
activities"?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
Over recent years, the commission
bas been increasingly used-be-
cause of its know-how and experi-
ence--In either or all-as con-
struction, maintenance and man-
agement agency for housing owned
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by other State and Commonwealth
Government departments, instru-
mentalities and agencies.
It Is also a substantial developer of
home sites for both Its own agency
and State-wide building program-
mes and, in the interests of social-
ogical and architectural variation
and home sites availability, it also
makes home sites available to pro-
ject and contract builders, and
Individuals building houses with
private finance. It has also been
increasingly involved in the plan-
ning and development of this
State.
As from 1st July, 1972, the com-
mission assumed the responsibility
for the State-wide housing of
Aboriginal People, the Programme
for which, this year, will approach
two-thirds of that for war service
homes.

15. WAR SERVICE HOMES
Transfer of Administration

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) What will be the loss of revenue-

if any, to the State Housing Com-
mission-based on the figures of
the last ten years, as a result of
terminating its activities as agent
for the Commonwealth Director of
Waor Service Homes?

(2) Could he say approximately how
much cost will be involved in
transferring the files, documents,
etc., to the direct control of the
Commonwealth?

Mr. BICKCERTON replied:

(1) Information on the Common-
wealth aspect of the conduct of
the war service homes agency
should be sought from the Com-
monwealth Minister for Housing.
As far as the State is concerned,
no loss in revenue is anticipated as
the commission's operating costs
for the agency were met by the
Commonwealth.

(2) There will be no cost to the State.

18. COLLEGE FOR TRAINING
OF EXECUTIVES

Establshmtent
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Premier:

Regarding the report In the Sun-
day Times on 24th September,
1972, about the Government sett-
ing up Perth's most exclusive col-
lege, would he please advise-
(1) Is such college proposed to be

set up by way of executive
decision only or will it be
based on legislation?

(2) On what site Is the reported
two storey college building or
alternatively on what site is it
going to be erected?

(3) Will the building be owned by
the Government or rented?

(4) If owned, how was the site or
building acquired and from
whom: if rented, from whom
Is it going to be rented and
under what conditions?

(5) Which Minister will be re-
sponsible and within which of
his portfolios will he provide
the running costs for the col-
lege?

(6) Will the college have some
autonomy as regards tunic-
uluim, hiring staff, admitting
students, etc., or will It be
under departmental admninis-
tration?

(7) What sort of indication or
guarantee will the successful
passing of the course involve
in regard to higher appoint-
ment in the public service?

(8) Who will decide and on whose
recommendation will decisions
be made about accepting ap-
plicants for the course?

Mr. Graham (for Mr. J. T. TONKIN)
replied:
(1) The public service training and

development centre is to be set up
on the recommendation of the
Public Service Board acting under
powers conferred by the Public
Service Act.

(2) The building to be erected at 5
Alvan Street, Mount Lawley.

(3) The building to be leased.
(4) The building to be built to Crown

specification and leased from John
Emanuel Squarcini and Michael
William Hodgson for a term of 10
years with an option for a further
5 years at a rental of $2.75 per
square foot plus rates and clean-
ing charges.

(5) The Premier, through the Public
Service Board.

(6) The conduct of the training and
development centre will be under
the control of the Public Service
Board.

(7) Successful completion of any of
the courses to be offered will be
one of the factors taken into ac-
count when considering applicants
for higher appointments.

(8) The final decision as to accepting
applicants for any course to be
made by the Public Service Board.

17. This question was postponed.
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18. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Albany Industrial Site

Mr. COOK, to the Minister for Devel-
opment and Decentralisation:
(1) Has he seen the statement in the

Albany Advertiser, Monday, 25th
September, by the Mayor of
Albany to the effect that the 500-
acre industrial site is unsuitable?

(2) If so, does he agree with the
statement?

(3) If "Yes" what action does the
Government intend to take to
either acquire or rezone another
area which would be suitable for
all industries, including noxious
trades?

(4) When is it proposed that action
will be taken?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
(1) and (2) I cannot agree the land

is unsuitable, as it is suitable for
industries without an effluent dis-
posal problem,

(3) and (4) Not applicable.

19.

Mr.
(1)

PINE POSTS
Price

REID, to the Minister for Forests:
is the price quoted in the Forests
Department price book of 17.6
cents per 6 feet pine post 'with a
3.0 in. to 3.9 In. crown the current
price?

(2) If so, why is it not possible to pur-
chase such sized posts at this price
from the Forests Department?

(3) Would he give consideration to
allowing alteration to the present
size and price averaging plan be-
tween 3 in. and 5 in. diameter
posts thus enabling contracts in-
cluding P.M.G. marker posts to be
met at the most economical price
where only certain sized posts are
permitted?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Any buyer can purchase pine posts

In all sizes at list price.
(3) In the 3.0-4.9 In. diameter class

posts are available at a listed mean
price of $22.57 per hundred. In
separate inch classes prices are
listed at-

3.0-3.9 in. 17.60 per hundred
4.0-4.9 in. 27.54 per hundred

Posts may be purchased on either
basis, however 4.0-4.9 in. posts are
not available at the averaged price
for 3.0-4.9 in. posts.

20. WATER SUPPLIE
Augusta: Rate Increase

Mr, REID, to the Minister for Water
Supplies:
(1) Is it true that water rates In

Augusta have on average risen by
approximately 70% recently?

(2) Is be aware that a large proportion
of the town's population are re-
tired people living on fixed incomes
and are being disadvantaged by
this increase?

(3) Would he give the reasons for this
sharp increase of rates?

(4) Because the annual rental value
method of assessing water rates Is
unreliable in coastal and holiday
towns thereby causing extremes of
both high and low rents, would he
give consideration to a more equit-
able method of rate assessment In
such towns?

Mr. JAIESON replied:
(1) The average domestic water rates

in Augusta have risen from $15.80
to $25.20, an increase of 50%.

(2) 1 am aware that there are a
numiber of retired people in Augu-
sta, in common with many other
towns throughout the south west
of the State.
Any person on social service pen-
sion has the right to apply for
exemption of payment of rates
under the Pensioners (Rates
Exemption) Act.

(31 The increase in water rates is due
to a recent revaluation carried out
by the Taxation Department, ef-
fective from 1st July, 1972. Pre-
vious revaluation for Augusta was
carried out in March 1966.

(4) In respect of assessing water rates
In towns, the Country Areas Water
Supply Act does not provide for
an alternative.

21. FORESTS
Milling Timber, 1971-19 72

Mr. REID, to the Minister for Forests:
(1) What was the total number of

loads of standing timber marked
by Forests Department assessors
for milling operations in the
South West Land Division In the
Ycars ended 30th June, 1971 and
1972?

(2) Row much of the above timber was
actually delivered to the various
mill sites?

(3) What was the fate of the balance
of the timber or logs that were
not delivered to the mills?

Mr. H. P. EVANS replied:
(1) to (3) As no records are kept of

the quantities of timber tree-
marked, it is not possible to supply
the figures requested.
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22. RURAL RECONSTRUCTION
SCHEME

Applications and Approvals
Mr. REID, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:,
(1) How many applications have been

received to date for the rural re-
constructions loans for-
(a) farm build-up;
(b) debt reconstructions,
and what is the number of
approvals in each category?

(2) What are the respective sums of
money approved for--
(a) farm build-up;
(b) debt reconstruction,
and what is the combined -total
amount actually advanced?

Mr. H. D). EVANS replied:
(1) Applications received-

(a) Farm build-up.. ..
(b) Debt reconstruction ..

262
1211

Approvals in each category-
(a) Farm build-up . ... 97
(b) Debt reconstruction ... 386

(2) Sums approved for- $
(a) Farm build-up ... 2,913.972
(b) Debt reconstruction 8,031,044
Combined total amount
actuallyi aA..o1nnoa-d

8,051,622

23. FEDERATED CLERKS' UNION
MEMBERS

Superannuation
Mr. STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Works:

Why is it that members of the
Federated Clerks' Union employed
by the Metropolitan Water Supply,
Sewerage and Drainage Board at
depots in the metropolitan area
are deemed eligible for superannu-
ation while members of the same
union employed under similar cir-
cumstances by the Public Works
Department at the Welshpool
depot and Fremantle harbour are
not permitted to join the fund?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
The whole question of eligibility
for superannuation benefits by
federated clerks employed by the
Public Works Department is go-
verned by a ruling given by the
Secretary of the Superannaution
Board on 8th April, 1971, which
read, in part, as follows--

"In accordance with the Super-
annuation and Family Benefits
Act any employee may elect to
become a contributor to the

fund. The Act defines an em-
ployee as a person employed in
a permanent capacity under the
State. It further defines that a
person shall be deemed to be
employed in a permanent ca-
pacity when he is regularly em-
ployed in the ordinary work of
the department in which he is
employed in circumnstances
which Justify an expectation
that, subject to good conduct
and efficiency, his employment
will be continuous and per-
manent."

Historically the provisions of this
ruling were applied prior to having
been given in writing.
The application of the ruling at
the department's depot at Welsh-
pool is that this Is solely a cons-
truction depot and as such could
be subject to closure should pre-
vailing policy on day labour be
altered, or in the event of cons-
truction of capital works ceasing.
In view of this federated clerks
employed at this depot cannot be
considered to be employed in a
permanent capacity and therefore
are ineligible to receive superan-
nuation benefits.
In the past the Fremantle harbour
works has always been primarily
engaged in construction works and
the same conditions as for Welsh-
pool have applied in:J regard Lo) per-
manency.
However, with an increase in the
amount of maintenance works at
Fremantle, future applications for
superannuation from federated
clerks employed there will be con-
sidered as contributors to the
scheme.

24. CAT=l4
Brucellosis and Tuberculosis. Testing

Mr. STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Is it correct that in the South West
Land Division the testing of all
cattle for tuberculosis and brucel-
losis is in future to be carried out
by Government employed veterin-
arians?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
No.

25. EXPLO)SIVES
Control

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Mines:
(1) Is he satisfied with present legis-

lation with respect to the avail-
ability and control of explosives?

(2) How many persons or organisa-
tions now hold a license to obtain
explosives in this State?
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Mr. MAY replied:
(1) Generally yes. However, the

legislation and controls will be re-
examined and revised wherever
found necessary.

(2) Permits to purchase explosives
may be issued at all police stations
in the State and the number of
current permits is not known.

26. LAND
Building Blocks: Carilla

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Lands:

As a means of assisting persons
employed in the Pickering Brook
and Carilla areas to obtain a
building block near their place of
employment, will he release more
land in the Carilla townsite?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
As indicated in answer to question
42 of 9th of August, 1972 no pro-
posals exist for creation of a ser-
viced sub-division at Carlila.

27. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX
Nonpayment: Government Policy

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Premier:
(1) How many road haullers have been

relieved of their obligation to pay
road maintenance tax since the
present Government took office?

(2) Is it the Government's intention
to continue the practice of decid-
ing who shall and who shall not
obey the law in this regard?

Mr. Graham (for Mr. J. T. TONKLIN)
replied:
(1) The answer to this question will

require considerable research, and
the information sought will be sup-
plied to the Member as soon as
possible,

(2) The Government has no Intention
of exempting anyone from obe-
dience to the law but, in cases
where liabilities for road main-
tenance charges have accumulated,
and the operator does not have
the assets or income to pay, comi-
mnittal to prison can serve no pur-
pose.

28. HEALTH
Cot Deaths

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) How many children in this State

during the past 12 months have
died in their cots after having been
put to bed in an apparently
healthy condition?

(2) Are there indications that the in-
cidence of such deaths is Increas-
Ing?

(3) What action is taken by the Public
Health Department to equip par-
ents to cope with this problem?

Mr. Bickerton (for Mr. DAVIES)
replied:
(1) 48.
(2) No.
(3) A document is being made avail-

able to medical practitioners
which may be given to parents
requiring some explanation of a
cot death.

29. ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Geraldian

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Electricity:
(1) Does the S.E.C. operate power gen-

eration units at Oeraldton?
(2) If so, for how long is it intended

to generate power in the Gerald-
ton area?

(3) For how long is it anticipated the
present transmission line between
Perth and the Midlands will cater
for the loads that will be supplied
from this line?

(4) Has the commission any plans to
build a major power station be-
tween Geraldton and Moora?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Geraldton power station will

cease when the transmission
system from Perth is complete,
probably mid 1973. A standby gas
turbine generator now being
Installed will remain indefinitely.

(3) Depends on load growth but pro-
bably 10 years.

(4) No.

30. DINGOES IN CAPTIVITY
Control

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Does the Agriculture Protection

Board have power to control the
practice of keeping dingoes in
captivity?

(23 Is he aware of any establishment.
other than the South Perth Zoo,
where dingoes are kept in captiv-
ity?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Yea.
(2) Yes. Permits have been issued for

the keeping of dingoes at three
other establishments-
(a) The Agriculture Protection

Board research centre at For-
restfleld.

(b) The Comle Tourist Bureau.
(o) A private person in the Clare-

mont area.
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31. BENBT.TLLEN GRAZIERS
AND PRODUCERS rrY. LTD.

investigation
Mr. MCPHARLID, to the Attorney-
General:
(1) Has an Investigation been carried

out by officers of the companies
registration office into a company
known as Benbullen Graziers and
Producers Pty. Ltd.?

(2) If so, has a report been completed
and submitted?

(3) If the report has been completed
will it be made public?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) Not at this stage.

32. WATER S1UPPLIES
Shortage in Country Areas

Mr. W. G, YOUNG, to the Minister
for Agriculture:
(1) In view of the acute surface water

storage situation in some agricul-
tural districts, has his department
made any surveys of available
water supplies?

(2) Has any consideration been given
to making water available In areas
of shortage?

(3) Will consideration be given to a
subsidy for farmers forced to cart
water?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Preliminary investigations have

already been carried out In some
shires. The situation in other
shires which have applied to be
declared water deficient is cur-
rently being Investigated.

(2) and (3) Consideration will be given
to these matters where a need has
been determined following investi-
gation.
Requirements will be related to
availability of public water sup-
Plies.
It is unlikely that a water carting
subsidy would be given.

33. This question was postponed.

34. FACTORY AT ROCKJINOHAM
Establishment by Mr. E. Peluso

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Development and Decentralisation:
(1) Has Mr. E. Peluso sought a site to

establish a factory at Rocking-
ham?

(2) When did Mr. E. Peluso first ap-
proach the department for assist-
ance?

(3) What is holding up the establish-
ment of this industry?

(4) How many persons are estimated
to be employed with this Industry
when established?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
(1) NO.
(2) Mr. Peluso has discussed his Ideas

in general terms with my depart-
ment, but has not submitted any
firm proposition, His first ap-
proach was in March, 1972.

(3) It Is understood Mr. Peluso is still
investigating the proposal.

(4) Not known.

35. WATER SUPPLIES
Tunnel: Canning Damn-Raleugstone
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) Will he now table the Environ-

mental Protection Authority's re-
part upon the Roleystone tunnel
project?

(2) As the economic viability of this
tunnel Project Is dependent upon
most of the tunnel remaining un-
lined, have the actual tests been
completed proving beyond doubt
the method of construction is
practical and satisfactory within
the estimates announced?

Mr. JAMIESON replied.
(1) With permission I hereby table

a Copy of the Environmental Pro-
tection Authority's report.

(2) The method of construction is
considered practical and satisfac-
tory. The estimates of course can
only be tested when tenders have
been received.

A copy of the Environmental Protec-
tion Authority's Report was tabled
(see paper No. 390).

36. SPEED BOATS
Racing Areas

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Works:;
(1) Has a study been made of the

suitability of certain lakes for
speed boat racing?

(2) Which lakes have been examined.
and what are the findings and
recommendations?

(3) Is the Government Intending to
remove speed boat racing from the
Swan and Canning Rivers?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Yes. A committee of depart-

mental officers is currently nego-
tiating with several local govern-
ment authorities for the use of
certain lakes for speed boat racing.

(2) Lakes Coogee, Jandakot, Yange-
bun and Jandabup. No findings
or recommendations have yet been
made by the committee.
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(3) Speed boat racing Is not permitted
on the Canning River. It is in-
tended to withdraw permission to
race on the Swan River once a,
suitable lake area baa been estab-
lished.
I might add, for the information
of members, that a temporary
course for speedboat racing has
been granted north east of Reinls-
son Island where speedboats will
be atble to operate during the
coming season.

'37. and 38. These questions were post-
poned.

39.

40.

TRANSPORT
Road Transport Association Letter

o1 May, 1972
Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
(1) Did he receive a letter from the

W.A. Road Transport Association
in May. 1972?

(2) Has this letter been replied to?
(3) If so, when?
(4) If not, why not?
Mr. Graham (for Mr. J. T. TONKIN)
replied:
(1) Yes, on the 19th May, 1972.
(2) Yes.
(3) 20th June, 1972.
(4) Answered by (2).

GAS
New Government Buildings

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Electricity:
(1) Has the Government recently let

tenders to the S.E.C. for installa-
tion of gas services into new Gov-
ernment buildings?

(2) Is it intended that future similar
installations be done by the S.E.C.
and not privately?

Mr. MAY replied:
(1) Yes-continuing the pattern of the

last five years.
(2) The S.E.C. will continue to sub-

mit prices when requested.

(3) Does he agree this gives them a
distinct advantage in trading over
those operating legally and paying
road maintenance tax?

(4) Will the Minister take action to
see that all operators are treated
equally in future?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) This figure could not be ascer-

tained without a great deal of
work. For the information of the
Member, a check made of the
position at the 30th June, 1972,
showed $568,943 outstanding ac-
cording to returns submitted.

(2) There are a number of individual
operators who are in such strai-
tened financial circumstances that
they are unable to meet their
commitments but they represent
only aL very small proportion of the
total vehicles liable for road
maintenance charges.

(3) Any reduction in expenditure
would give an operator some ad-
vantage over others but efforts
are now being made to correct this
situation by refusing licenses or
permits to those who are unable
to meet their commitments.

(4) As stated in (3), action Is being
taken along the lines indicated.

42. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX
Overhead and Collection Costs

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Trans-
port:

What is the approximate percent-
age of road maintenance tax over-
head compared with collection?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
The cost of collection during
1971-72 was equivalent to 5.96%
of the total collections.

43,

41. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX
Nonpayment: 1st October, 1972

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Trans-
port:
(1) Will he advise the approximate

amounts of unpaid road mainten-
ance tax at 1st October, 1972?

(2) Does he agree a large number of
owners are not paying road main-
tenance tax?

TRANSPORT
Licenses and Permits: Refusal

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Trans-
port:

How many-
(a) licenses: and
(b) permits,
have been refused to road hauliers
in the last six months because of
their inability to meet their finan-
cial commitments?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
There have been no refusals to
date as the policy of refusing
licenses or permits to those unable
to pay road maintenance charges
Is only just being put Into effect.
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44. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX
Nonpayment: Warntt

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Trans-
port:
(1) What number of warrants have

been issued regarding road main-
tenance tax in-
(a) the last 12 months;
(b) the last six months?

(2) What action is being taken to
assure operators not paying road
maintenance tax will not be per-
mitted to operate on Western Aus-
tralian roads?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) (a) 367.

(b) 367.
(2) A policy has been Introduced to

refuse the issue of licenses or per-
mits to persons who have shown
that they are unable to pay road
maintenance charges but this can-
not be effective against operators
who do not require a license where
they operate under exemption.

45. MILK
Deliveries: Licenses

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is it necessary

milk In the
(milk vendors)

for those delivering
metropolitan area
to be licensed?

(2) Does this also apply to milk treat-
ment plants?

Mr. H. D2. EVANS replied:
(1) Under the Milk Act a person shall

not carry on business as a milk
vendor in any district without the
authority of the appropriate
license issued by the Milk Board.
The appropriate license is a milk-
man's license which entitles the
holder to carry on the business of
selling milk in a specified district.

(2) Yes.

ABATITOIRS
Midland and Robb Jetty:

Charges, Output, and Employees
Mr. NALDER, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What are the present killing

charges per head at Midland and
Robb Jetty abattoirs for-
(a) cattle and vealers;
(b) sheep;
(c) lambs:
(d) pigs?

(2) What slaughtering charges were
levied per head for the years
1969-70 and 1970-71 for-
(a) cattle and vealers;
(b) sheep;
(c) lambs;
(d) pigs?

(3) What was the average weight of-
(a) cattle;
(b) sheep;
(c) lambs;
(d) pigs;
slaughtered at Midland and Robb
Jetty abattoirs for the years 1969-
10 and 1970-71?

(4) What are the Present meat in-
spection fees charged by the public
health authorities on cattle, sheep,
lambs and Pigs slaughtered at
Midland and Robb Jetty abattoirs?

(5) What inspection fees are Payable
to the Department of Primary
Industry on cattle, sheep, lambs
and Pigs at Midland and Robh
Jetty abattoirs?

(6) What other charges Per head apply
on cattle, sheep, lambs and pigs
slaughtered or awaiting slaughter
at Midland and Robb Jetty abat-
toirs in relation to-
(a) lairage of stock awaiting

slaughter;
(b) attention to stock awaiting

slaughter;
(c) handling of sheep and lamb

skins and hides;
(d) cost per day for refrigeration

on cattle, sheep, lambs and
pigs;

(e) costs involved in handling by-
Products of cattle, sheep,
lambs and pigs?

(7) What number of cattle, sheep,
lambs and pigs have been slaught-
ered weekly at Midland abattoirs
from 14th April, 1972 to date?

(8) What number of cattle, sheep, and
lambs have been slaughtered
weekly at Robb Jetty abattoirs
from 12th April, 1972 to date?

(9) Do the abattoirs operate on Satur-
day mornings?

(10) If so. what numbers of stock were
slaughtered at Midland and Robb
Jetty abattoirs weekly from 12th
April, 1972 to date?

(11) What numbers of-
(a) slaughtermen;
(b) apprentices,
were employed weekly at Midland
and Robb Jetty abattoirs from
12th April, 1972 to date?
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Mr. H. ID. EVANS replied:
As the reply to this question en-
tails four pages of tabulated prices
I request that it be tabled.

The reply was tabled (see paper No.
391).

TRANSPORT
McLeans Saw MiMf: Permit

Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware that owing to the

Government's action in preventing
choice of mode of transport to
McLean's Saw Mills this has jeop-
ardised this industry which will
result in-

(a) closure of the mill and loss of
employment to 30 people in
the Albany district;,

(b) possible loss of a 4,000 ton
monthly overseas contract
(which could not only increase
the employees at the mill but
also increase output through
the port of Albany by 50,000
tons a year)?

(2) In view of this will he recommend
extending McLean's permit to cart
by road?

Mr. Graham (for Mr. J1. T. TONKIN)
replied:
(1) The question of transport of tim-

ber by road to the metropolitan
area has been fully dealt with by
a committee which comprised rep-
resentatives from Development and
Decentralisation, Railways, Forests
Departments and Transport Com-
mission. Their unanimous decis-
ion was that all timber in excess
of 7 feet in length should be railed.
Permission for MeLeans Saw Mills
to transport by road was extended
until the end of September.

(2) No.

1. TRANSPORT

Owner Drivers: Loading at Fremantle
Wharf

Mr. O'CONNOR. to the Premier:
(1) Has he heard of instances in

Western Australia where vehicles
of owner drivers will not be load-
ed at Fremantle wharf unless the
driver becomes a member of the
Transport Workers Union?

(2) Does he agree with this type of
proposed action?

(3) If not, will he check this matter
to ensure owner drivers in this
State ae not forced to pay Pro-
tection money?

49.

50.

51.

Mr. Graham (for Mr. J. T. TONKIN
replied:
(1) to (3) No, but If the Member will

supply evidence In support of his
belief, the matter will be inquired
into.

This question was postponed.

DAIRYING
Factories: Personnel

Mr, BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Labour:

Would he advise the location, pur-
pose of operation, and number of
personnel employed in factories
producing dairy products in this
State?

Mr, TAYLOR replied:
Milk processing factories-

No. of No.
Factories Employed

Metropolitan area 3 409
Wagerup ... ... 1 12
Albany .. ... 1 15
Boyanup .... .... 1 33
Harvey .. ... 1 36
West Coolup .... 1 30
Brunswick Junction 1 114
Capel .. -.. 1 44
Kalgoorie ... 1 6

Total .... .. 11 699

Butter, icecream and other dairy
product factories--

No. of No.
Factories Employed

Metropolitan area 5 336
Manjimup. . . 2 26
Albany .... .... 1 15
Margaret River _.. 1 31
Balingup ... .... 1 13
Mt. Barker .1 11

Total .... .... 11 432

TRAFFIC
Fatal Accidents on Country Roads
Mr. O'CONNOR, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police:
(1) Will he give the number of coun-

try road fatalities for the period
from introduction of compulsory
seat belts until 1st October, 1972?

(2) Will he give the number of coun-
try road fatalities for the same
period of time immediately prior
to the introduction of seat belts?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) 151.
(2) 148.
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52. "THE PILEARA: A DEVELOPMENT
CONCEPT FOR THE 1970's"

Cost af Compilation
Mr. REID, to the Premier:

What was the total cost of-
(a) research:
(b) printing,
in compiling "The Pilbara: A
Development Concept for the
1970's" as tabled in Parliament on
3rd October. 1972?

Mr. Graham (for Mr. J. T. TONKINI)
replied:

(a) The investigations were con-
ducted mainly by the De-
partment of Development and
Decentralisation with assist-
ance from other Government
Departments, and without ex-
penditure on research by
others.

(b) Approximately $3,500.

I might add there was, too, some ad-
ditional expense in the preparation of
plates from the usual firm as Is the
usual manner for the department from
time to time.

53. This question was postponed.

54. ORCHARDS AND LAND
HijLq- Areas: Government Purchases
Mr. REMD to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) Does he know what acreage of

land has been purchased by Gov-
ernment departments or local
government authorities in the
"hills areas" near Perth during
each of the last four years?

(2) Can he give the total acreage of
orchards that have been involved
with these purchases?

(3) Is he aware that growers in the
hills areas are becoming alarmed
at the neglected state many of
these orchards have fallen into?

(4) What steps are being taken t--

(a) grub the orchards;
(b) ensure adequate husbandry is

being maintained to prevent
the buildup of pests and
diseases?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Acquired by Government author-

ities-

1969
1970
1971
1972

Acres
122

4,470
453
203

Acquisitions by local governments
are unknown.

Acres
(2) 1969 ... 34

1970 ... 34
1971 .... 39
1972 .. 97

(3) I am aware of this situation as
concern was expressed by growers
at the September 1972 Conference
of the W.A. Fruit Growers' Associ-
ation.

(4) (a) All orchards which have not
been leased or tenanted have
been grubbed out.

(b) Orchards leased or tenanted
are subject to supervision of
the Department of Agriculture
under the Plant Diseases Act,
as are privately owned orch-
ards.

QUESTIONS (5): WITHOUT NOTICE
1. ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX

Lfcenses
Mr. THOMPSON, to the Deputy
Premier:
(1) Has Cabinet instructed the Trans-

port Commission to refuse to
grant a license or permit to road
hauliers who have, by way of a
means test, indicated their in-
ability to pay road maintenance
tax?

(2) if this is so. how many hauliers
have been refused a. license or
permit to date which will have
the effect of depriving them of
their livelihood and rendering
them incapable of meeting any
financial obigations?

(3) Does the Government consider
that this course of action will be
acceptable to those transport
operators who believed that the
present Government would abolish
road maintenance tax without re-
placing it with another charge?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
(1) to (3) I was supplied with certain

information about one hour ago
but, In my view, It did not satis-
factorily supply the data sought by
the honourable member. I have
therefore requested further par-
ticulars which I hoped would be
available now. I wonder whether
it would be Possible, on the as-
sumption that the Information
arrives, for me to reply to the
honourable member at a Iater
stage of the sitting or whether It
will be necessary to ask him to
Place the question on the notice
paper.

The SPEAKER: I suggest that the
question be placed on the notice
paper.
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2. JUMBO0 STEEL WORKS
Location

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Development and Decentralization:
(1) Now that the Goverrnent has

announced its Pilbars concept
does this mean the jumbo steel
works talked of for Kwinana are
now to be directed to the Pilbara;
or does this mean we are going
to0 have two Jumbo steel works?

(2) If the Jumbo steel works are to
be directed to the Pilbara, what
incentives are contemplated to in-
duce the company to establish It-
self In the north?

(3) Having read his department's re-
cent issue of The Pilbara-A De-
velopment Concept, what Is his
and his department's concept for
the future of the Kwlnana indust-
rial complex?

(4) Does this mean the employment,
the choice of jobs, and the infra-
structure services, the public faci-
lities, and the population expecta-
tion in the Swinana region are to
be scaled down?

(5) If "No" to (4), will he explain his
concept for Swinana?

The SPEAKER: I do not think this is
an urgent question and it could
have been placed on the notice
paper.

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
I am delighted to reply to the
honourable member, as follows:-
(1) We will not be directing a

jumbo steel works to the PUl-
bars. Forecasted world steel
demands over the next 10
years or so suggest there will
be opportunity for more than
one export-orientated steel
works in Western Australia.

(2) Answered by (1).
(3) The development of the

Kwinana Industrial complex
has been referred to a num-
ber of times in this House
and it is not considered that
its growth will be Jeopardised
by the proposed Pilbara de-
velopmient concept.

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

3.

4.

5.

TJURUNGA STONE
Parliament House Grounds

Mr. GRAYDEN, to the Deputy Pre-
mier:
(1) Will he ascertain if the Tjurunga

stone buried in the grounds of
Parliament House was supplied

by the University of Western Aus-
tralia, as alleged by some Abori-
gines In Western Australia?

(2) If the answer to (1) is "Yes" does
he not agree that the university
should be regarded as a safe re-
pository for sacred Aboriginal
objects and that the use of these
objects for such purposes Is a
blatant betrayal of trust on the
part of the university?

Mr. GRAHAM replied:
(1) and (2) I am unaware of the cir-

cumstances to which the question
makes reference. Inquiries will
be made and, for this reason, I
do not desire to make any com-
mittal In respect of the matter.

"MOTIVACTION" COURSE
Treatment

Mr. A. Rt. TONKIN, to the Minis-
ter for Health:

Will the Minister inform the
House of the type of treatment
involved in the course provided by
"Motivation"?

Mr. Bickerton (for Mr. DAVIES)
replied:

On behalf of the Minister for
Health. I advise that some notice
was given of the Intention to ask
this question, the reply to which
is as follows:-

The course is believed to be a
type of confrontation therapy
wherein the candidate is
asked questions of an intimate
character and is subjected to
prolonged cross-examination
and verbal abuse.

Mr. Hutchinson: Like Ministers!
PRISONS

Lionel Brockman: Escape
Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Police:

I apologise for not giving longer
notice of my intention to ask this
question. If the Minister cannot
answer now, perhaps be could pro-
vide the information later on. It
was reported In The West Aus-
tralian of today's date that Lionel
Brockmnan was assisted in his
eseape by an Eastern States or-
ganisation. I ask-
(1) Has this allegation been con-

firmed by the Police Depart-
mnent?

(2) If not, are others who are
known to the police involved?

(3) Is It known in which direction
be and his family are head-
ing?

Mr. Williams: West!
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Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) and (2) As I believe that honesty

is the best policy, I suggest it
would be proper for the honour-
able member to place parts (1)
and (2) of his question ofl the
notice paper.

(3) As to whether it is known in
which direction he and his family
are heading, I assume it is the
direction in which they are travel-
ling.

BILLS (3): ]INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Dairy Industry Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr. H.

D. Evans (Minister for Agriculture),
and read a first time.

2. Totalisator Duty Act Amendment Bill.
3. Totalisator Regulation Act Amend-

ment Bill.
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr.

Bickerton (Minister for Housing),
and read a first time.

DAYLIGHT SAVING BILL
Third Reading

Bill read
Mr. Taylor
transmitted

a third time, on motion by
(Minister for Labour), and

to the Council.

LAND: BUILDING BLOCKS
Availabilitl/ and Price: Motion

MR. O'NEHJ (East Melville-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [3.04 p.m.]: I
move-

This House views with concern the
deterioration in the Position relative
to the availability of reasonably Priced
residential lots in the metropolitan
region, which has resulted in:-

(a) an escalation of land prices,
and

(b) public concern as to future
availability and cost.

The House also expresses concern at
the conflict between statements made
by the Government and those made
by real estate developers as to the
real position and calls upon the Gov-
ernment to give a clear and precise
statement of the Position showing:-

(a) location and numbers of use-
able residential allotments in
the region, and

(b) details of action being taken
and Proposed to be taken to
maintain stability In the sup-
Ply and Price of residential
land.

Those of us who have been in this Cham-
ber for four or five years will recognise
a similarity between the motion moved on
this occasion and many such motions
moved some three or four years ago.

It is true that during perhaps the last
two or three years of the administration
of the Brand Government great concern
was expressed by the then Opposition and
by the public in general about the prob-
lems related to a land boom. The previous
Government had applied itself to this
matter with a great deal of dexterity, I
believe, and with a great deal of intensity
in order to overcome what appeared to
be developing as a major problem within
the region. At that time, of course, the
then Opposition was not prepared to ac-
cept a considerable number of the reasons
given for some reasonable increase in the
price of residential allotments.

The SPEAKER: Order! There Is too
much audible conversation.

Mr. O'NEIL: For example, because of
the inability of the State servicing depart-
ments to provide adequate finance for the
servicing of residential allotments, and be-
cause of the requirements of planners that
such allotments be properly serviced, dur-
ing perhaps the last five or six years the
responsibility for meeting this cost has
been Placed squarely upon the shoulders of
the subdividers and developers. That was
not a new procedure as far as Australia
is concerned. In fact, it had been adopted
progressively by the various States and for
precisely the same reasons--that Govern-
ment servicing departments, and local
authorities for that matter, did not have
within their own financial resources
adequate moneys to undertake the basic
development of residential lands by the
Provision of roads, sewerage, drainage.
water supply, and the like.

Therefore, from perhaps four or five
years ago, there were built into the price
of residential allotments these additional
costs which were borne by the subdividers
ab initio and, as a natural consequence,
were passed on to the purchasers of the
blocks. About four or five years ago the
figures for those costs ran at an average
of $1,500 a block, and even more in certain
areas; but conservatively, $1,500 per resi-
dential allotment was required to convert
broad acres into appropriate usable resi-
dential land.

At that time, of course, the then Oppo-
sition was most critical and was not In fact
prepared to accept that under our system
of rather restricted financial resources
that sum was a reasonable or at least an
expected addition to the cost of land. Then
came the oft-quoted criticism of the pre-
sent Deputy Premier-then the Deputy
Leader of the OppositIon-that the Gov-
ernment was not taking adequate steps to
advise or instruct planners and the like
to release more and more residential land.

It was my view-and I still hold it-that
one of the keys to maintaining or stabilis-
ing the price of land is to ensure that
adequate supplies are available in the
areas where the demand is greatest. It is
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also true-and I do not apologise for say-
lng it-that during the period we were in
Government I was disturbed that appar-
ently the advisers to the Government In
this particular field did not accept my
proposition. I had discussions with senior
officers of the Town Planning Department,
who endeavoured to persuade me-without
success, I must admit-that land did not
conform to the normal rules of supply and
demand.

I still believe my proposition to be true,
and I still believe that one of the
masin methods of stabilising land prices
is to make sure that the quantity of
land available in usable lots is far In
excess of the demand. Some experts say
that in order to stabilise land prices it is
necessary that at least five times the
amount of land being consumed annually
should always be available in the form
of usable residential lots. I am not pre-
pared to state whether that figure of five
times is the right one, but it Is patently
obvious that the way to stabilise land
prices is to make sure there is an ample
supply; not just enough to maintain the
rate of consumption but always well in
excess of consumption.

It may well be that certain land in
prestige areas will always command a
high price. I do not think anyone would
deny this fact and I feel there is no way
to overcome it. For example, in certain
suburbs all the land has been built upon;
there is simply no land available. There-
fore, anybody who desires to live in that
suburb must be prepared to pay premium
prices for the acquisition of existing lots,
perhaps even purchasing a house as well.
Similarly, people who desire to live on a
river frontage must face the fact that only
a limited number of river frontage blocks
are available, and therefore, as more and
mare of these blocks are sold, the prices
must rise. However, this motion is not
directed at that kind of land.

I believe in some way the Government
has been lulled into a sense of false se-
curity because of the situation which pre-
vailed during the six months before and
after the change of Government We be-
lieve that the actions taken by the previous
Government had stabilised land prices in
the metropolitan area. We did not claim
the ability to reduce prices at that time,
but we did stabilise them at a reasonable
figure-somewhere between $3,000 and
$3,500. In fact, these figures were not
acceptable to the then Opposition. The
then Leader of the Opposition clearly In-
dicated on many occasions that this was
a most unreasonable price for young
people to pay for land. I notice by his
recent comments to the Press that he has
changed his mind.

I said that the Government has not
kept a close eye on the picture. I believe
the policies which influenced the planners

to release more residential land during
our last few years of office must have been
forgotten by those planners. As I said be-
fore, and I wil keep on saying, the only
way to maintain land prices at a reason-
able figure Is to ensure a reasonable supply.
The Deputy Premier, having been Minister
for Town Planning for a short period of
time-a Portfolio relinquished at his own
request-will. have experienced the great
reluctance on the part of this particular
department to see things in the way I
see them and perhaps in the way he sees
them. In an endeavour to overcome this
problem, the Deputy Premier very, fre-
quently mentioned the type of method
used by the previous Government,

I will mention some of the methods
used by the previous Government to solve
this problem. We were told that there
were 40,000 or 50,000 serviced residential
blocks in the metropolitan area--this was
the magic figure then, as now-which
were being withheld from development for
some reason or another. It was suggested
that we apply a land tax surcharge which
was to escalate each year that the land
was held up to a maximum of four years,
in an endeavour to force these blocks onto
the market. If the land was utilised for
building during the four-year period, a
rebate of the tax surcharge was made to
the person who finally undertook the de-
velopment. The Deputy Premier ridiculed
this method of forcing land onto the
market. The view was then held, and pro-
bably it is still held by some people, that
rather than forcing the land onto the
market for building purposes, the tax
would add to the coat of the land. How-
ever, the form of rebate was specifically
designed to ensure that the tax surcharge
would not weigh heavily upon the young
people who were in the process of pur-
chasing Individual lots and were therefore
not in a Position to undertake the building
of a home. A four-year period was re-
garded as reasonable to enable such people
to finalise the purchase of the block or
at least to obtain sufficient equity to finance
the building of a home upon it.

It may well be that the Deputy Premier
has changed his previous argument be-
cause we have seen no indication that the
Government intends to change this policy.

Another method used by the previous
Government was to negotiate directly with
major landholders who were anxious to
open up land for residential purposes. We
found this a most practical and successful
exercise, and I instance the Sorrento-
Mullalco development. This development
was the result of negotiations between
three major landholders and a special
Cabinet subconunittee. With some give-
and-take on both sides, decisions were
made In relation to land for school sites.
roads, services, and the like. The developers
agreed that a certain percentage of the
land would be made available-not at a
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controlled Price, but at a regulated price.
Certain other land was to be regarded as
premium land which was left to find Its
own level on the market by way of auction
and similar methods of sale.

This exercise was extremely successful.
and within the last fortnight we have seen
an indication that additional land will be-
come available in this particular area. I
believe the land is held by the same owners
and is now zoned for further urban de-
velopment, having Previously been zoned
rural.

Further action was taken to stimulate
the R. & 1. Bank to develop land to
fully-serviced capacity and to make this
land available at reasonably controlled
prices. The R. & IL Bank was to operate
as a sort of developing agency for residen-
tial land, as well as undertaking to build
houses on land held by Private individuals.
This system still operates, but figures in-
dicate that something has now gone astray
with it.

When land is rezoned for subdivision.
certain building requirements apply to the
land so released. In certain circumstances
the land has to be built upon in a specified
time and the purchaser has to agree to
other requirements to ensure that the land
is not bought and held purely for specula-
tive purposes.

Some years prior to the change of Gov-
ernment, the State Housing Commission
established a new policy to develop land
conjointly with the Private sector. This
provided an admixture of architectural
variety, as well as an admixture of
residents. A good example of this is the
development in the area of Swinana.
Newtown, and Calista. I am sure most
members who have seen this development
regard it as a better exercise in the pro-
vision of community housing for people
in the low and middle-income group than
the older-style development of separate
and entire State Housing Commission
estates.

A further undertaking at that time was
the minor town planning development
scheme-I think that was its name-at
Kelmscott on the recommendation of the
Housing Industry Association. However, I
am afraid that this was perhaps the least
successful of the enterprises undertaken
by the then Government in respect of
containing land prices and providing
adequate land for People who were de-
manding it. I am sure one of my colleagues
will have something to say about this
matter.

I must say that we as a Government
accepted and examined thoroughly recom-
mendations from every possible source
relating to how to contain the problem,
which was increasing. To me this was the
least attractive of all the recommenda-
tions, and I am afraid to say that it was

undertaken-albeit the blueprint was laid
down by the Housing Industry Association
-by the planners themselves. In fact, I
do not believe it has had anywhere near
the effect that harnessing the resources of
the private sector can have in this major
problem.

Mr. Graham: When you say, "planners"
whom do you have in mind?

Mr. O'NEIL: The M.R.P.A. The Hous-
ing Industry Association conceived the
plan. I think these schemes are known
as minor town planning schemes. Every-
body's land is pooled and an overall de-
velopment takes place. The original land-
owners are entitled to equivalent land at
the cash value of the land they contribute.
and some of the land is sold in order to
provide the servicing requirements of the
area. Such schemes are undertaken on
some occasions by local authorities: in
fact. I think the Canning Shire Council
undertook many of them in the Riverton
area with a degree of success. However,
this scheme did not seem to have the same
success as the others had.

Sir David Brand: Did you ever discover
why?

Mr. O'NEIL: No. I was Just about to
say It may well have been that the Gov-
ernment had so many propositions under
way, and this one was Probably the least
attractive of them all. I recall that at one
stage whilst I was still the Minister for
Housing a request was made to the State
Huusing Coimission1 to acquire a number
of blocks in this new development scheme
in order to relieve the financial situation.
I must admit quite frankly that I refused
because the commission was operating its
own schemes independently, and I felt it
was not the prerogative of the commission
to help out somebody else. I understand
that the situation has changed consider-
ably and that the State Housing Commis-
sion is, in fact, now acquiring a number
of residential lots in this area.

Mr. Rushton: Hundreds of blocks.
Mr. O'NEIL: This could be one of the

reasons that the scheme is not quite so
successful as it may have been. Some
People Prefer not to live in areas developed
by the State as State Housing Commission
areas. It could well be that if the Housing
Commission owns a considerable number
Of blocks in the area the original concept
has changed slightly and, therefore, the
acquisition of land is somewhat less attrac-
tive now than It might have been. How-
ever, those are merely assumptions. I am
sure the Government, in its endeavours
to inquire into these matters, should be
able to obtain some fairly firm opinions.

I think most people will agree that by
the middle of 1970 the situation had
stabilised. I admit that land Prices had
not been reduced to the figures which ob-
tained three or four years previously, for
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the simple reason I have already
mentioned; namely, that inbuilt Into the
price of land under the new system is the
cost of servicing the land. The figure has
been set conservatively at $1,500 a block.

However, the situation was well con-
tained. In fact, I recall seeing on a national
current aff airs programme reference to the
fact that Western Australia was the only
State in Australia which had been able
to contain the land price spiral problem.
and the methods employed by this State
were detailed and recommended for the
observance of other States.

It seems to me that somewhere along
the line someone has forgotten the lesson.
I believe we can again contain the problem
if the Government impresses upon Its ser-
vants the lessons we learnt and the
methods we employed to overcome the
problem previously. We have all watched
with interest the various indications of ap-
proaching problems regarding the price of
land. I think the first indication was in
February of this year. The first real in-
dication that something was amiss oc-
curred in February when we saw the head-
line, "Auction could explode policy."

The land which was the subject of that
headline is university endowment land In
Daglish. Since about March1 1971, the
university has been releasing this land for
sae by auction. The land is part of a6
very old subdivision and, since it is
already subdivided, there is no require-
ment that services be supplied. I have
read in the Press that the land is not
serviced by sewerage or water and that
it is up to the purchaser to make the ap-
propriate applications for those services
to be supplied. Of course, that cannot
obtain today because, as I have already
mentioned, it is now a prime requirement
for subdivislonal approval that the sub-
divider Provide services to the standards
required by the various servicing authori-
ties.

However, we received a hint that the
auction which was to be held on the 4th
March, 1972, would provide an indication
of whether there was a danger of losing
stability of land prices. The reasons for
the hint were, firstly, that the reserve
price of the land was disclosed. In rmy
view that is not the usual Practice. Usu-
ally the auctioneer Is notified of the re-
serve price-but not the intending buyers.
Secondly, the reserve price was set at
12J per cent, above the Price which ob-
tained at an auction 12 months previously.

The land sold In March, 1971, had build-
Ing conditions attached to it. Buyers were
required to hold the land for three years.
and to build upon it before it could be
resold. I understand, but I am not sure,
that the land Involved In the first sale
was serviced, and that 20 blocks were in-
volved.

So 20 blocks were sold with building
conditions imposed upon the buyers and,
to the best of my knowledge, the blocks
were serviced. The average price at that
sale was $8,500 a block-still a substantial
figure for land. However, once again if
land Is in an area where building blocks
are scarce and the area is becoming attrac-
tive, then one can expect a certain prestige
component built Into the price.

The second sale took place on the 4th
March, this year, and a similar number
of blocks were involved-D. No building
conditions were imposed upon the pur-
chasers, and the land was advertised as
being unserviced. The reserve price was
set by th,2 vendor-the university-at 121
per cent. above the price at the previous
sale. That is a 121 per cent, increase in
12 months. I think the price realised at
that sale was $10,700 a block for the 19
blocks.

This caused some consternation. A Mr.
John Worthington, who is the lecturer in
charge of the valuers' section at the West-
ern Australian Institute of Technology,
expressed concern that estimates made by
both students and experts were exceeded.
Certain references to his concern appeared
in the Press.

In September, 1972, there was a further
sale of similar land in the same area by
the same people and the average price for
the 21 lots sold on this occasion-I want
members to realise that the sale consisted
of 20 lots on the first occasion, 19 on the
second occasion, and 21 on the third occa-
sion, and so an average of 20 lots were
put onto the market at a time-was
$13,400. So in a period of seven months,
in the same area, with no conditions
placed upon the land, and with the same
area of land put on the market, the price
rose by a further 25 per cent. Therefore
there is a clear indication of the danger
of disturbing the trend in the price of
land.

In my view there is also a clear Indica-
tion as to what happens when some build-
ing restrictions--if one cares to call them
that-are not applied in respect of this
particular land. I did mention that in the
sale I first referred to building conditions
wore applied, but in the last two sales none
were applied. The average increase, over
18 months, in respect of declared land, was
in excess of 14 per cent. Surely that Is
an indication that something is amiss.

Mr. John Worthington, who I mentioned
before, had made an estimate that the
price for land sold last month, if the
normal trend had continued, should have
been something like $12,000 a lot. in fact,
the figure was $13,400. What is more dis-
turbing is Mr. Worthington's estimate as
to what will happen at the next land sale
by the R. & I. Bank at East Harnersley.
Members will recall that I mentioned that
development of land in the East Hamersley
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area by the R. & 1. Bank 'was initiated
by the previous Government in an en-
deavour to put mare serviced land on the
market at stabilised prices. There has been
a semblance of stability in this deveap-
ment to date, but Mr. Worthington Pre-
dicted that at a sale-which he refers to
as being critical-to be held this month
he would not be surprised to see land
prices jump as much as 74 per cent. per
lot; that is, at the land sales in the East
Hamersley area.

In itself, a 74 per cent. increase is a
shattering and disturbing figure, but when
one sees there has been relative stability
in that area for so long it makes the in-
crease all the mare disturbing. The sale of
land in the East Hamersley area by the
R. & I. Bank is worthy of same comment.
In December, 1958, when land was first
sold by the Rural and Industries Bank in
that area 80 lots were placed on the mar-
ket. In August, 1989, another 80 lots were
offered, and in December, 1959, a further
71 lots. In March, 1970, the figure was 53,
and in November, 1970, 76 lots were placed
on the market.

So one can see a fairly substantial numn-
bar of lots were being put onto the market
at regular and relatively short Intervals;
not 20 blocks every 20 months. These
figures indicate an average of 72 blocks
being offered at each sale. This principle
of putting a fairly substantial number of
lots onto the market at regular Intervals
had the effect of stabilising the price of
land. In iavL, (litre were indications Wt
the price of some lots had fallen below the
prices of lots offered at previous sales.
despite the fact that the area had been
developed.

I come to the point which makes me
think that the Government has lost sight
of the actions that were taken, because it
will be recalled that the last date I men-
tioned was November, 1970, when we were
In office. The next sale held by the Rural
and Industries Bank in the same area was
in March, 1971, following the change of
Government. The number of blocks Put on
the market in that month was 38, com-
Pared with an average of 72 per sale
during the whole period we were on the
Treasury bench. In August, 1971, 51 lots
were put on the market, and in February,
1972, 42 lots were offered. Therefore the
average number of lots put on the market
by the R. & 1. Bank at East Hamersley
has fallen from 72 per sale under our
Administration to 46 Per sale under the
present Administration.

So here again there is an indication that
the lessons we had learnt in the past were
either forgotten or the Government had
not taken sufficient heed of them. The
number of lots marketed by the H.. & 1.
Bank per sale is about half of what It
used to be. What can we expect as a result
of this? The price must increase. I notice

that the Premier has been quoted as hav-
ing said that at the next sale by the
R. & I. Bank 50 lots will be put on the
market, but this is still only five eighths
of the average number put on the market
by the previous Government.

So the lesson is: Put plenty of land on
the market at each sale: have plenty
available and Prices will stabilise. There
are other areas, of course, where one
could point to increases in the price Of
land. City Beach land that is being sold is,
of course, City of Perth endowment land.
Probably there is little or nothing the
Government can do in respect of this land
other than to request the Perth City Coun-
cil to endeavour to stabilise the prices
when marketing the land. I notice with
interest that the Bayswater Shire has been
successful in making land available at
reasonable prices. The shire must have had
land it could sell for residential purposes.
There are not too many local authorities
that have such land available, but if the
local authorities and Glovernment instru-
mentalities were to ca-operate with the
Government to place land on the m7arket
at proper prices the land problem could
be contained.

I shudder to think what will happen
if Mr. John Worthington's forecast rela-
tive to the East Hamersley area is borne
out. After relative stability of land prices
in this area, fancy suddenly seeing a jumyp
of 74 per cent, in values!I

Mr. Brady: Do you think the corridor
plan is having an cffect on the increased
land prices?

Mr. O'NEIL; I think I probably ori-
ginated the expression that the metro-
politan region planning scheme was a
guide to successful punters. I notice that
during aL discussion held recently in
Parliament House the chief planner
mentioned that somebody had made that
remark and I belive I was the one respon-
sible for it. I believed, at that time, by
indicating clearly the development within
the strict confines of metropolitan region
planning, the metropolitan region plan-
ing scheme was a punter's guide; be-
cause if one of these plans Is adhered to
too rigidly a clear indication is given of
the best place in which to Invest money on
the purchase of land for speculative pur-
Poses. This is the reason that we decided
that the plan Is a blueprint and guide,
but not specifically to the extent that it
defined the area or established it forever.

I believe that planners sometimes plan
merely for the sake of planning, and this
tendency to confine residential areas with-
in specified districts so tightly could tend
to escalate land prices. However, that is a
different matter. I do not believe that cor-
ridor planning, as such, is really confined
planning. This would only be so if the
guidelines of the boundaries of the corri-
dors are regarded by planners and Gov-
ernments as being totally inflexible.
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Mr. Rushtoni: Will not the delay of the
past 18 months help to increase prices?

Mr. O'NEIL: This could be so. One of
the reasons for making available an ade-
quate supply of usable land could, in fact.
be the increased prices. This is the point
I am making.

Governments must, with every means at
their disposal, ensure that nothing stands
in the way of making available by both
the private sector and the Government
sector adequate supplies of usable land.

Now I come to this fabulous and mays-
terious figure of 40.000 residential lots
mentioned by the Premier. We have heard
that tale before, and I have a feeling that
in the days when Sir David Brand was
Premier the figure was 50,000. 1 think It
was even said there were 25,000 residential
allotments south of the river, which in-
eluded the areas represented by the pre-
sent Minister for Mines, by the member
for Fremantle, by myself, and by others.

Apparently this figure is arrived at by
some form of Physical check by certain
people, and the exercise is cardied out
fairly tightly. I have seen a map of the
actual vacant residential lots. However,
whoever counted them forgot that suc
lots could only be built upon if the local
authorities were prepared to issue building
permits. There were many hundreds, if
not thousands, of these blocks in respect
of which building permits could not be
Issued where the requirement of deep
sewerage obviated the use of this land.

My motion mentions the words "useable
residential allotments." There are many
blocks of land which are vacant, but which
are not usable for the reason that the
builder or the owner cannot comply with
the requirement to provide the services.
Admittedly something is being done to
extend the services through these areas,
but this is a slow process. Simply to get
a map out, and to put a cross on every
vacant residential allotment to determine
how many blocks are available is farcical.

Mr. Rushton: The figure used was 25,000
building blocks south of the river.

Mr. O'NEfL4 : That is correct. There
were 25,000 vacant blocks or land in
broad acres representing that number of
blocks zoned for residential purposes, but
these were not usable blocks of land.

Mr. Brady: Could not the installation
of package sewerage systems overcome the
problem?

Mr. O'NEIL: it could in certain circum-
stances. For example, in the Attadale area
in the electorate of Melville certain re-
quirements were Placed upon the then
subdivider to build up the level of the
land to a certain height, in order to Permit
the construction of septic systems. This
was done, and many of the lots were sold.

It was finally discovered-and in my
view this was probably due to Sanitary
land filling along the foreshore of the
river-that the subsurface water was not
escaping and the water table was rising.
Many of these blocks had been sold by
the company on bowe fide terms to pur-
chasers who could not build upon the
blocks. The company had to buy back a
great number of these blocks.

Today this land, which is subject to
being served by comprehensive deep sewer-
age, is on sale again. In fact, in the last
few weeks some of these blocks have been
sold. The point I make is this: Just to
count the vacant blocks and arrive at a
number does not mean that Is the number
available for building Purposes immedi-
ately.

I think It Is incumbent on the advisers
of the Government to make a much more
careful study to determine just what is the
situation. The Premier has quoted the
figure of 40,000 blocks, and I think he has
been challenged on this figure-as were we
when in Government. Of course, at that
time we were quoting figures which had
been presented to us by those who pre-
pared the plans.

I have seen it recorded that perhaps
4,000 might be a closer estimate. I suppose
it is a pity that the Minister for Town
Planning is not here at the present time.
We understand he is in the Eastern States
attending a ministerial conference. We
also understand that he has indicated he
will be making a statement on the availa-
bility of serviced land in the metropolitan
region by the end of this week, and that
the information is being compiled.

It seems to me that the Premier has
been making most of the statements, and
the Minister for Town Planning has been
picking up the tab in order to provide the
correct answers. I am certain the differ-
ence between the figure presented after
this survey was carried out, and that which
has been so often quoted by the Premier,
will be astronomical. To suggest there are
available 40,000 residential blocks of usable
land in the metropolitan area seems to me
to be quite ridiculous. There is the prob-
lem of land being available in areas where
people desire to live.
Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.08 pa.
Mr. O'NEIL: I am afraid I have forgotten

what point I had reached prior to the
afternoon tea suspension, although I am
sure it must have been a very good point
I was proposing to make.

Mr. Fletcher: I was listening very at-
tentively and you were out in the Wembley
Beach area and were dealing with land
in exclusive areas.

Mr. O'NEIL: I thank the member for
Fremantle.

Mr. Moiler: No-one could argue with
him.
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Mr. O'NEILL I have probably made the
point that one can expect an inbuilt pre-
mium factor in respect of prestige land,
but movement in the price of this land
is also a matter which must create some
concern.

I will await most anxiously the report
which is being prepared by the Minister
for Town Planning relative to the avail-
ability of serviced blocks in the metro-
politan region, but again I Issue the warn-
Ing that to supply very little in excess of
the amount of land being purchased is
certainly not sufficient to maintain and
stabilise land prices. As I mentioned
earlier, it has been assessed that some-
thing in excess of four or five times the
amount of land which is purchased should
be made available annually in order that
people might have a choice and to ensure
that the scarcity factor does not in Itself
contribute to increasing prices. I commend
the motion to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Bickerton (Minister for Housing).

MINING ACT
Disallowance of Regulations: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 2nd August, on
the following motion by Mr. Grayden:-

That regulations made under the
Mining Act, published in the Govern-
ment Gazette on the 3rd December.
1971, and laid on the Table of the
House on the 8th December, 1971. be
and are hereby d~sallowved.

MR. GRAYDEN (South Perth) 14.10
p.m.]: I introduced this motion as a con-
sequence of the fact that the Government,
shortly after it came into office or early
this year, Increased the annual rental on
mineral claims In Western Australia by
100 Per cent. Since about the year 1904
the rent per acre on mineral claims in
this State has been 25c. The move by the
Government was foreshadowed and, as I
have said, the annual rent was increased
by 100 per cent, from 25e to 50c an acre.

To put this increase into Its proper con-
test we need to consider the action taken
by the Government previously In respect
of mineral leases in Western Australia.
In the case of leases the rent was in-
creased from 50c an acre to $2 an acre
per annum. That was an increase of 300
per cent.

When the present Government was in
opposition It constantly criticised the Gov-
ernment of the day for increasing charges.
However, no sooner did it get into office
than it increased all sorts of different
charges. The present Government ex-
amined the mining sector and saw that
charges could be increased on two types
of mining tenements. The rent on mineral
leases was increased by 300 per cent., and
the rent on mineral claims was Increased
by 100 per cent.

My motion has been on the notice paper
for a considerable length of time. I in-
troduced it at the very beginning of this
year. I thought that the speech made
by the Minister, in reply, was reasonable.
During the course of his speech the Min-
ister had the following to say:-

I would point out that in the opinion
of myself and the department this
move by the honourable member is
premature and it is my intention to
clarify the situation as I proceed with
my speech.

He concluded his speech on the following
basis:-

At this stage it would not be fair or
reasonable if this motion were agreed
to because we have not been able to
assess the true situation. Until such
time as we have been able to assess
the situation we must wait for the
information to come In from the com-
panies concerned.

Again, that Is a reasonable statement.
However, he went on to say-

I would like the House to reject the
motion, but at the same time I indicate
we are very favourably disposed to
having a look at all the mining rentals
for claims and leases generally as soon
as we get the information from all the
companies concerned,

That is what the Minister for Mines had
to say in reply to my motion. I repeat:
I thought it was quite a reasonable speech
at that time. However, exactly eight days
after the Minister stated that he and his
department had not had time to find out
what was happening the Kalgoorlie Miner
published the following article-

Rush to Relinquish Ground Almost as
Pronounced as Boom

The rush to relinquish ground in the
Eastern Goldfields is becoming almost
as pronounced as the pegging boom
of 1969-70.

Millions of acres in mineral claims
have been relinquished over the past
few months in the face of rising
mineral claim rentals.

Large companies and prospectors
alike have reassessed prospects with a
view to reducing holdings following the
doubling of mineral claim rentals last
December.

Rents rose from 25c to 50c per acre.
The flood of surrender and with-

drawal notices which have poured into
Mines Department offices on the gold-
fields lately has run into thousands.

Millions of acres of pegged during
the nickel boom-especially the post-
Poseidon days--have become open for
pegging again.
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Much of the ground relinquished has
been explored but many mineral claim
holders have accelerated the rate of
assessment following the increase in
rentals.

The SPEAKER: I
South Perth does no
whole of the article.

hope the member for
t intend to read the

Mr. GRAYDEN: In deference to you,
Mr. Speaker, I will not read all of it.
I am simply reading the article to
emphasise that when the Minister replied
to my motion he made the point that his
department-and the Government of the
day-had not had time to assess the posi-
tion in respect of the effect on the mining
industry of the increase in rentals.

However, eight days later-not two
months or 12 months or several years
later-the Kalgoorlie Miner published the
article to which I have referred. The
heading was. "Rush to relinquish ground
almost as Pronounced as boom." The
article continued-

The rush to relinquish ground in
the Eastern Goldfields is becoming
almost as pronounced as the pegging
boom of 1969-70.

Millions of acres in mineral claims
have been relinquished over the past
few months in the face of rising
mineral claim rentals.

I do not have to read the rest of the
article. I certainly would like to read it
because it is tremendously significant, and
it is an indictment of the action of the
Government.

Mr. May: It is not, you know.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The date on which the
article appeared in the Kalgoorlie Miner
was Thursday, the 4th May. 1972. I want
to emphasise the date so that members
will be able to refer to the newspaper
item. It was published only eight days
after the Minister made it absolutely clear
that the Government, and the officers of
the Mines Department, had not had time
to assess the position.

Mr. May: The member for South Perth
must remember that the relinQuishments
had been going on for a long time before
the increase in rents.

Mr. ORAYDEN: I will go into that
shortly. That was not the situation at all.

Mr. May: Yes, it was.

Mr. GRAYDEN: We will look at the
accuracy of that statement shortly.

Mr. Bickerton: It will suit the argument
raised by the honourable member.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I will again refer to
what the Minister had to say. Some time
after this motion was introduced he made
a considered statement. He said that the
Government had considered the motion.

and that the Mines Department had con-
sidered it. Having done that the Minister
was able to say-

In dealing with the motion moved
by the member for South Perth, at the
outset I would Point out that in the
opinion of myself and the department
this move by the honourable member
is Premature and it is my intention to
clarify the situation as I Proceed with
my speech.

At a later stage of his speech the Minister
said-

At this stage it would not be fair
or reasonable if this motion were
agreed to because we have not been
able to assess the true situation. Until
such time as we have been able to
assess the situation we must wait for
the information to come in from the
companies concerned.

The Minister continued but I will not
repeat what he said.

Mr. May: Why don't You repeat it be-
cause it is interesting to note that you
have set yourself up as being an advocate
of these small companies? Yet, 30 com-
panies were requested to supply informa-
tion and they have not done it yet, even
though we wrote to some of them on
several occasions.

Mr. GRAYDEN: For a very good reason.
The Minister knows the reason and he is
not disclosing it. I will be happy to dis-
close the reason shortly.

The Minister has suggested that I con-
tinue reading. I shall read his final
Paragraph.

The SPEAKER: I will not permit the
member for South Perth to continue read-
ing indefinitely.

Mr. GR.AYDEN: I shall read the last
Paragraph only, which says-

I would like the House to reject the
motion, but at the same time I indi-
cate we are very favourably disposed
to having a look at all the mining
rentals for claims and leases generally
as soon as we get the information
from all the companies concerned.

The Minister made it quite clear that he
wanted time to assess the situation. Never-
theless, eight days later the Kalgoorlie
Miner, which does not have available to it
the information which is available to the
Mines Department and the Government,
stated that millions of acres had been
surrendered.

Mr. May: But not because of rental in-
creases. How would the Paper know?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I think what I have
read highlights this fact.

Mr. Hartrey: That Is what the Kalgoor-
lie Miner says.

Mr. May: Find out what the Mvines De-
partment says.
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Mr. Bickerton: Tell us your own views.
Mr. OKAYDEN: The Speaker has virtu-

ally said that he does not want me to
continue reading, but I would welcome the
opportunity to go on. Another article,
under the heading, "N.,M. refuses
mineral claim holdings" appears in the
same edition. I mention that this is a
leading mining company in Kalgoorlie.

Mr. May: It was not because of rentals.
Mr. Bickerton: If you were to read that

the Kalgoorlie Miner considers that the
member for South Perth is a no-hoper,
would you believe it?

Mr. GRAYDEN: There is a difference.
In this ease the facts are established to
all and sundry. The Journalists of the
Kalgoorlie Miner have talked in terms of
millions of acres being surrendered by
people engaged in the mining Industry.
What more evidence does the Mines D3e-
partment want?

We know that several million acres have
been surrendered this year. I am sure
that several million will also be surrendered
in the next few months of the year. I
have stated that for the first six months
of this year over $3,000,000 was lost to
the Treasury. Where are we heading in
a situation like this? I will come to the
figures later.

The significant fact Is that the Minister
said he wanted more time to assess the
situation, but eight days later the Kal-
goorlie Miner camne out and statc1d that
several million acres had already been
surrendered and that this was due mainly
to the increase In rentals. I emphasise
this last statement.

Mining companies were prepared to pay
25e per acre to hold areas upon which to
prospect, although, of course, they were
bound by certain conditions,

Mr. May: To hold them indefinitely!
Mr. GRAYDEN: If the Minister does

not know the situation he certainly should
know it. Mining companies were pre-
pared to pay 25e an acre, but when the
rental was increased to 50c an acre they
looked at it In a different light.

Mr. May: That is correct.
Mr. flartrey: By holding the land they

turned others away from prospecting.
Mr. GRAYDEN: That is one of the

silliest statements that has been made in
the H-ouse. I shall take the time to answer
It. The honourable member comes from
the mining area of Kalgoorlie.

Mr. Hartrey: Boulder!
Mr. GRAYDEN: He is suggesting that,

by all means, the Government should
double the rental on mineral claims be-
cause certain people will relinquish their
claims and others will do something about
them.

I should like to give an Illustration by
way of an analogy. We have a wheat
industry in Western Australia. The state-
ment is the equivalent of saying that we
should abolish the marketing system for
wheat, abolish quotas, and abolish every-
thing which enables wheatgrowers to re-
main on their properties because of a
handful of individuals in Perth who are
not wheatgrowers but who would lie to
take up the abandoned ground to start
growing wheat. That Is the analogy.

We have a large mining industry in
Western Australia and mining companies
working across the lace of our State have
spent huge sums of money. They have
found deposits and have decided to do
something about this. The member for
Boulder-D5undas is suggesting that we
should scrap the mining industry,

Mr. Hfartrey: I am suggesting that they
should not squat on land they are not
going to work.

Mr. GRAYDEN: He Is also suggesting
that many individuals in towns who would
like to Prospect on ground already held
should be allowed to do so, although the
Government is shattering the mining in-
dustry In enabling them to do this.

Mr. Hartrey: I am saying that they
should not squat on land they do not
intend to work.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I know what the mem-
ber for Boulder-Dundas is saying as does
everyone connected with the mining in-
dustry. Many city people would like to
engage In woolgrowing.

Mr. Hartrey: Wool gathering!
Mr. GRAYDEN: If we were to scrap

the freehold system and the Crown land
system-and, destroy the market for wool
-they could do so. Some people have
spent huge sums of money in locating and
pegging certain areas. The member for
Boulder-Dundas is saying that they should
now be forced to relinquish those areas
so that the type of person about whom
he is talking can peg this land. These
people are not miners.

Mr. T. D. Evans: it Is a long time since
the honourable member has been to Ical-
goorlie. Do you realise that people who
are tracing the yellow metal are claiming,
with justification, the opposite of what you
are saying? You are saying that large
numbers of these mineral claims have been
surrendered because people will not pay
the increased charges. Genuine prospectors
are saying that insufficient land is being
surrendered and they cannot prospect for
gold.

Mr. GRAYDEN: This is an interesting
statement. It shows how far removed from
the mining scene are the member for
Kalgoorlie and the member for Boulder-
Dundas.

Mr. 'Hartrey; Is South Perth closer?
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Mr. GRAYDEN: It seems that their con- Mr. T. D. Evans: They are pegged for
cept of mining is that pensioners, in the
main, should be able to go out on weekends
and supplement their incomes withi dry-
blowers and that type of thing.

Mr. May: The prospectors would not
like to hear that statement.

Mr. GRAYDEN: These are not people
who are interested in the mining industry;
in fact, they are completely removed from
it. It is as cut and dried as that.

Mr. T. D. Evans: It is dried but not cut!
Mr. GRAYDEN: The member for Kal-

goorlie knows only too well that after 12
months it is possible for them to go onto
the land and do something in respect of
gold.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You know something
else.

Mr. GRAYDEN: What else? The situa-
tion is as I have stated it. After 12 months
they can prospect for gold. Special pro-
vision is being made for this in the new
Mining Bill which has been introduced.
This is not the problem. In debating this
motion we are not talking about people
who are interested in gold. The people
about whom the member for Kalgoorlie
and the member for Boulder-Dundas are
talking are not engaged in the mining
industry.

Mr. Hartrey: What are they engaged
in?

Mr. GRAYDEN: They are supplement-
ing their incomes, and this has been the
situation on the goldfields for donkeys'
years. What person on the goldfields could,
with any expectancy, go out and locate a
mine? Na-one could. However, a person
could supplement his income and this is
what Is being done. If the member for
Kalgoorlie and the member for Boulder-
Dundas are thinking in terms of mineral
claim rentals being connected with gold,
their thinking is wrong. First of all they
should know that one cannot peg a mineral
claim for gold.

Mr. T. D. Evans: They cannot peg a
prospecting area if the land is taken up
by a mineral claim.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The motion deals with
mineral claims and members opposite are
talking about gold. As I have said, one
cannot peg a mineral claim for gold. The
subject under discussion is the increased
rentals on claims, but the member for
Boulder-Dundas. who is a lawyer, started
to talk in terms of gold, which cannot be
pegged by mineral claims. I would like to
know on what ground the member for
Boulder-Dundas can introduce gold into
this discussion?

Mr. Hartrey: You introduced It, as well.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I am sure he does not

believe that the areas of the goldfields in
which he lives are pegged for gold by
means of mineral claims.

mineral claims.
Mr. CIRAYDEN: Gold does not come

within the scope of mineral claims.
Mr. T. D. Evans: People are paying the

increased charges.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Obviously he believes

they are pegged for mineral claims.
Mr. T. D. Evans: It is stopping the gold

prospectors getting in. The claims are
not being surrendered as you postulated
at all. They are being paid up and the
gold prospectors are complaining about it.

Mr. GRAYDEN: This Is becoming
ludicrous.

Mr. Hartrey: I'll say it is!.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The member for
Boulder-Dundas, representing a portion of
the goldfields, and the member for Kal-
goorlie, representing another portion, are
not aware of the remarks published in the
Kalgoorlie Miner. The article is headed,
"Rush to relinquish ground almost as
pronounced as boom."

Mr. T. D. Evans: What is the date of
that?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Thursday, the 4th May,
1972.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Look at the Price of
gold at that time and look at the price
of gold now.

Mr. GRAYDEN: What does that have to
do with It?

Mr. T. D. Evans: That newspaper is five
months old.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It does not matter what
has happened to the price of gold because
people do not peg mineral claims for gold,
and they cannot. It is contrary to the
Act.

Mr. May: Would the member for South
Perth say that a certain percentage of
mineral claims were surrendered because
of the downturn in the economy?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Certainly; I said that
before.

Mr. May: Do you have any idea how
many claims were surrendered because of
the downturn in the economy?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Very few.

Mr. May: How do you know?
Mr. GRAYDEN: I will establish it.
Mr. May: How can you establish it?

May I just interrupt by reading out a
note to you? An analysis of rentals
received for the nine months ended the
30th September. 1972. with the nine
months ended the 30th September, 1971,
shows $4,079,591 as compared with
$4,027,60-an increase during 19'72 of
nearly $52,000.

Mr. O'Neil: Are you allowed to read an
interjection?
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Mr. GRAYDEN: I am Dot sure what
point the Minister Is making.

Mr. May: Would you like me to repeat
It?

The SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr. CIRAYDEN: I do not want to be

diverted. I will just read this comment
again to remind the member for Kalgoorlie
that he represents Kalgoorlie, this news-
paper is published in his own area-

Mr. T. D. Evans: Five months ago.
Mr. C*RAYDEN: -and it says--

Millions of acres in mineral claims
have been reliquished over the Past
few months In the lace of rising
mineral claim rentals.

And all the Minister says is, "That was
five months ago."

Mr. T. D. Evans* The claims must have
been taken up again because the gold
prospectors are now complaining that the
whole area Is covered by mineral claims.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Obviously the member
for Kalgoorlie does not have many oppor-
tunities to visit his electorate.

Mr. T. D. Evans: He Is there every three
weeks-that is on record.

Mr. ORAYDEN: Nothing that the han-
ourable member can say now or at any
time will gainsay the comments in the
Kalgoofle Miner.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I could quote yester-
day's Issue of the Kalgoorie Miner. You
had to rely on one5 which is five months
old.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Let us look at some of
the figures. because the Minister for Mines
has quoted figures. We can then obtain
some idea of the extent to which mineral
claims have been relinquished. I would
like to hear the comments of the Minister
for Mines-

Mr. May: I am not allowed to.
The SPEAKER: The Minister has al-

ready spoken.
Mr. GRAYDEN: On the 9th August,

1972, 1 asked this question-
What is the total acreage of mineral

claims, and mineral claim applications
which were either surrendered or with-
drawn in-

(a) igag;,
(b) 1970;
(c) 1971;
(d) the first half of 1972?

Let us look at the Minister's answer, be-
cause I feel it is extraordinarily significant.
In 1969, a total of 248,820 acres were with-
drawn or surrendered. In 1970, the acreage
withdrawn or surrendered was 1,186,970.
Members will note the sudden Jump, and
we should bear in mind that 1970 was the
height of the mineral boom. However, in
1971, after the then Treasurer-the mem-
ber for Kalgoorlie-gave notice of the fact

that the rentals would be increased, the
number of claims surrendered or with-
drawn jumped to 5,213,910 acres.

We then see that the acreage surren-
dered in the first half of 1972 was 6,208,320.
This is an astronomical jump from the
1959 figure, where approximately 250,000
acres were withdrawn or surrendered in
Western Australia. It is even more alarm-
ing when we see that in the first half of
1972, nearly 6,250,000 acres were surren-
dered in Western Australia.

Last year the Treasurer gave notice that
the rentals for mineral claims would be
increased. I quote his remarks from Han-
sard of the 16th September, 1971, as fol-
loa:-

Rents charged for mining tenements
have, in most cases, not been increased
for many years. The rent for mineral
leases under the Mining Act has been
50c an acre since 1904 and the rent
for mineral claims, 25c an acre since
1924.

Further on he said-
In line with that recommaendation,

and having in mind the need to adopt
rates which will enable meaningful
conversion to metric areas at some
future time, it is proposed to increase
rents on-

Mineral and dredging claims from
25c to 50c an acre;,

Temporary reserves from the
present variety of rents rang-
ing up to $20 per square mile
to a standard rate of $1,000
plus $26 per square-

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has referred members to the relevant
Hansard,

Mr. GRAYDEN: At this stage the
Treasurer warned the mining companies
in advance that the rents were to be
increased. As a result, mining companies
throughout Western Australia commenced
to surrender leases and the figure jumped
to 5,213,910 acres in 1971. Then, in the
early part of this year, the relevant regu-
lations were promulgated and the com-
panies continued to shed their mineral
Claims. The figure jumped to 6,208,320
acres in the first half of this year. It is
logical to assume that another 6,000,000
acres will be shed in the second half of
this year. At 50c an acre, the loss to the
Treasury this year will be $6,000,000. What
are we doing in Western Australia? Where
are our finances going? We heard the
Treasurer-

Sir David Brand: Putting up the price
of electricity.

Mr. GRAYDEN: -in his Budget speech
speaking about taxing somebody, and he
finally spoke in terms of on-course book-
makers. Yet the Treasurer is losing about
$6,000,000 because of the savage increase
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In mineral claim rentals. As I said before, Mr. GRAYDEN: Somewhere along the
this is a self-inflicted wound to the Treas-
ury.

In April, 1970, during the term of the
previous Government. it was anticipated
that 12,000,000 acres were under mineral
claims in Western Australia.

Mr. T. D. Evans: And Poseidon shares
were then worth about $240.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Instead of bringing into
the Treasury $3,000,000 in the first half
of this year, largely because of the policy
embarked upon by the Government, the
people engaged in mining shed 6,000,000
acres and at the current rental a sum of
$3,000,000 has already been lost to the
Treasury, and another $3,000,000 will be
lost in the second half of the year. So
we reach the situation where we ask our-
selves: Where are we heading?

Mr. May: Why did you not raise this
point during the debate last year? Neither
you nor those in another place mentioned
this in the Budget debate last year.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Is that a fact? I cannot
recall. Shortly after the Budget debate,
I can recall that the Government increased
the rentals on mineral leases from 50c
to $2 an acre, and I can recall on that
occasion pointing out what the situation
would be.

Mr. May: But You did not mention any-
thing about the rentals, because you missed
out.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I did not miss out.

Mr. May: Yes You did. I answered your
query by way of Interjection and said we
could do it by action of the Executive Coun-
oil and you rejected this.

Mr. ORAYDEN: I cannot recall that,
because it is a considerable time ago, but
I think I would certainly have replied to
the Interjection. Whether or not it ap-
pears In Mansard is another matter. How-
ever, during another debate that was held
in this House I distinctly recall raising this
point. When we moved this motion a
long time ago we predicted this would
happen, but the Minister said, after that,
that he wanted to assess the position. I
am not blaming the Minister; he is a busy
man. However. I take exception to the
fact that officers of the Mines Department
have supplied the Minister with this in-
formation-he must have obtained it from
the Mines Department.

An article which appeared in the
Kalgoorlie Miner has pointed to the fact
that millions of dollars will be lost to the
Government.

Mr. May: Because the Kalgoorlie Miner
says this does not make it fight. You have
Just admitted that many areas have been
surrendered because of the downturn in
the economy. However, the Kalgoorlie
Miner does not say that.

line someone has to assess the situation.
We have to say to ourselves: How many of
these areas have been surrendered because
of the downturn in the economy? We also
have to ask: How many have been sur-
rendered as a consequence of the savage
increase in rentals for mineral claims?
The Minister for Mines has to do this. In
fact, the Government has a responsibility
to do it. Those who sit behind the Govern-
ment are in a position to assess the situa-
tion. For example, the member for
Boulder-Dundas visits the eastern gold-
fields once a week.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You should go back
and acquaint yourself with the current
Position.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I would be sympathetic
towards the member for Kalgoorlie and
the member for Boulder-Dundas if they
spent most of their time in Perth, because
I could not imagine any member repre-
senting the goldfields area facing up to
his electors after being a party to an ac-
tion such as this; an action that grievously
affects goldfields electors.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The red carpet is
rolled out every time we visit there.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I feel sure the member
for Kalgoorlie and the member for
Boulder-Dundas would not be prepared
to address a meeting on this question in
Kalgoorlie or in any other town on the
eastern goldfields or on the Murchison
goldfields.

Mr. T. D. Evans: We addressed a meet-
ing of Prospectors within the last month
in the Kalgoorlie Town Hall and this ques-
tion was not raised. Present at that meet-
ing were the member for Boulder-Dundas,
the Minister for Mines, and myself.

Mr. GRAYDEN: That would have been
a meeting of gold prospectors. We are
not talking of gold prospectors now.

Mr. T. D. Evans: They were prospectors
generally.

Mr. GRAYDEN: They would not talk
about an increase in the rental of mineral
claims. A miner does not prospect for
gold by means of a mineral claim, because
he cannot do so. Why wo~uld men who are
interested in prospecting for gold hold a
meeting and start talking about an in-
crease In the rental of mineral claims?

Mr. T. D. Evans: I issue an invitation
to the member for South Perth to come
to Kalgoorlie with me this weekend.

Mr. GRAYDEN: If the Minister can
organise a meeting to be held in Kalgoorlie
or in any other town on the eastern gold-
fields or the Murehison goldfields this
weekend. I would drop every engagement
I already have and Join him. However.
I want the Minister to organise the meet-
ing first. I do not Intend to cancel my
existing engagements to spend a weekend
on the goldfields unless a meeting is or-
ganised. I will accept any Invitation he
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issues in respect of attending a public
meeting to discuss this subject. These
remarks apply also to any invitation the
member for Boulder-Dundas or any other
member cares to issue, becaus~e no-one on
the Government side of the House can
justify an increase in rentals of 100 per
cent.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Do you realise that
these increases were recommended by the
committee of inquiry that was set up by
the Government you supported?

Mr. Rushton: What does that mean?
Mr. GRAYDEN: Some recommendations

were supported and some were rejected.
I cannot imagine the member for Kalgoor-
lie trying to put this across. On looking
at the new Mining Act, one finds that it
does not follow all the recommendations
that were made by the mining committee.

Mr. May: What new Mining Act?
Mr. GRAYDEN: I mean the Mining Hill

that is presently before the House. That
Bill does not contain all the recommenda-
tions that were made by the mining com-
mittee.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Why did You not con-
demn the recommendations of the com-
mittee when your Government brought
down Its report?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I will certainly go along
with some of the recommendations it
made.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I did not hear you
condemn the recommendation for In-
creased fees.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I cannot recall any-
thing about that. What I am talking
about now is the savage increase In
mineral claim rentals; something that is
calculated to cripple the mining industry
In Western Australia.

Mr. May: That is ridiculous! There is
increased activity now.

Mr. GRAYDEN: We should endeavour
to develop mining and encourage people
to prospect for minerals. The action the
Government has now taken is something
that cuts across a policy of that kind.
The result is that millions of acres that
would have been prospected thoroughly
with the aid of all the latest prospecting
methods, are now not being prospected.
but relinquished.

Mr. May: They are being relinquished
and taken up again.

Mr. GRAYDEN: In the first half of
this year, the holders of over 6,000,000
acres of mineral claims would have been
contributing 25c an acre in rental to the
Treasury. Instead, that revenue is not
going into the Treasury, because over
6,000,000 acres have been surrendered.

In these circumstances, I cannot imagine
how those members of the Government
who represent mining areas can face up

to their electors. Among those members I
include the member for Boulder-flundas
and the member for Kalgoorlie. I cannot
Imagine how the Minister for Mines can
go into these mining areas after increasing
the rentals on mineral claims, but obvi-
ously he does. Of course, the people who
reside in mining areas are inherently polite
and probably do not raise this matter. I
wonder how the member for Merredin-
Yilgarn stands in the estimation of his
electors.

Mr. May: Very highly.
Mr. Brown: And I have just returned

from the Yilgarn.
Mr. ORAYDEN: I wonder what is the

reaction of those people who reside at
Southern Cross, Bullfinch, Marvel Loch,
and other mining towns to the Govern-
ment's action in increasing the rentals on
mineral claims from 25c to 50c an acre?
I wonder where tbe member for Pilbara,
stands--

Mr. Brown: I wish you would not stand.
Mr. GRAYDEN: -in a place like Mar-

ble Bar, Nullagine, or Mt. Newman.
The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-

ber has five more minutes.
Mr. GRAYDEN: No doubt the pros-

pectors are very blunt to him in respect
of what they think of him; but with his
customary wit no doubt he would get out
of the situation. However, It would be for
that reason only.

Mr. Bickerton: I am sorry. I missed
your remark.

Mr. ORAYDEN: I said that I wondered
how the Minister would get on when he
visited some of the towns in his electorate
and tried to Justify the increase.

Mr. Bickerton: Do you know that in
your electorate I have seen better things
in the zoo?

Mr. GRAYDEN:
that interjection.
in the category of

I will not comment on
I do not believe it is
wit.

Mr. Bickerton: I withdraw the remark
then. I have not seen a better thing.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Those members must
honestly be ashamed to enter their own
electorates, and I think it is a reflection
on Parliament if members do not have
sufficient assurance to do that.

Mr. Hartrey: Who said we haven't?

Mr. GRAYDEN: They obviously have
not.

Mr. Hartrey: Rubbish I
Mr. GRAYDEN: If they have, let them

organise a few meetings on this point and
stand up before their electors. It is all
very well for a member of Parliament to
go into an electorate and be suave towards
an elector and put him off by telling him
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that he has an appointment to keep, or
change the subject-many members are
adept at that--but that is not significant.

The important point Is that the mem-
bers would be ashamed to hold such a
meeting in their electorates. Irrespective
of whether he be a member of the Grovern-
ment. or one supporting the Government.
no member would accept the challenge to
organise a public meeting on this matter
because all members know they cannot
Justify it. It is a heinous increase and a
crippling blow to the mining Industry in
Western Australia. In these circum.-
stances I would urge the House to sup-
port the abolition of this savage impost. I
know this will not occur, because Labor
members have been instructed that they
must support the Minister far Mines.

Mr. May: That is not right, you know.
Mr. GRAYDEN: They must go along

with this Government measure which will
provide for a 100 per cent, increase so
far as charges for mineral claims are
concerned. All the Opposition can do is
to oppose it, but we will be In the minor-
ity. I am looking forward to the day
when members will accept my challenge to
organise a public meeting and allow a
full-scale debate on the subject In the
eastern goldflelds, the Murchison, or any
other mining area. Let a full-scale lebate
take place and then the people In those
areas will know exactly where members
of the Government stand in respect of this%
increase.

Mr. Brown: Who's who at the zoo?
The SPEAKER. The question is that

the motion be agreed to. All those in
favour say "Aye."

Opposition members: Aye!
The SPEAKER: All those against say

Government members: No!
The SPEAKER: The "Noes" have it
Question thus negatived,
Motion defeated.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Divide.
The SPEAKER: Orders of the day
Mr. GRAYDEN: Divide.
The SPEAKER: I have already called

on orders of the day.
Mr. GRAYDEI4: On a point of order-

ABATTOHIS
Comprehensive Statement by Government:

Motion
Debate resumed, from the 9th August,

on the following motion by Mr. 1. W.
Manning:-

That in the opinion of this House
because of the Importance of adequate
abattoir and meat processing facilities
both In the immediate and longer

term future, a comprehensive state-
ment should be prepared by the Gov-
ernment and tabled in Parliament
setting out details of:-

(1) (a) installed capacity In W.A.;
(b) the current rate of usage

in each case;
(c) the livestock areas served

by each facility;
(d) the main markets served

by each facility;
(e) the status of each abat-

toir so far as exports or
any other special markets
are concerned (e.g., Com-
monwealth Department of
Primary Industry licenses
for export);

(f) the feasibility and inten-
tions for expanding and/
or upgrading in each
case;

(2) the Government expenditure
on the establishment or ex-
pansion of abattoir and meat
processing facilities with a
summary of each case 10960/
1972 including dates when de-
cisions to undertake expan-
sion were made:

(3) the private abattoir and meat
processing plants that have
been established or expand~ed
in the same period including
date when a decision was
made to establish or expand
in each case;,

(4) current Government and
private enterprise projects for
new and upgraded abattoir
and meat processing capacity,
including details of Govern-
ment guarantees or other
Government assistance in-
volved in each case;

(5) the capital needs and the eco-
nomic and other particulars
of the U.F.G.A./.T.L.C. pro-
ject which awaits a decision
on Government guarantees
prior to consideration by Par-
liament:, and

(6) the capacity-including loca-
tion by areas-the Govern-
ment considers desirable and
necessary to be established
and the desirable dates f or
installation of such capacity
to fit in with future planned
rates of livestock increases.

MR. I. W. MANNIING (Wellington)
(4.55 p.m.]: Firstly, I would like to ex-
press my appreciation to those members
who contributed to the debate on this
motion, and to the Minister for Agricul-
ture for his comprehensive statement. I
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am disappointed the Minister for Develop-
ment and Decentrailsatioli did not con-
tribute to the debate because I was looking
to him more than to anyone else to in-
dicate the estimated future demand for
export abattoir facilities. However, I repeat
that I am appreciative of the contribution
of the Minister for Agriculture and the
statement he tabled along with his com-
ments. He has submitted to Parliament
an indication of the situation as it existed
at that time.

I say again what we were looking for
was some indication of what the future
held in this regard.

What now is the abattoir situation? A
dramatic change has occurred since the
motion was introduced and some of the
forecasts I made then have been fulfilled.
When introducing the motion I said that
I believed a noticeable change would occur
regarding the need for abattoir facilities
If a good season were experienced in the
agricultural districts and an upward trend
in wool prices occurred. While the season
was not a really good one it was certainly
better than some of the previous more
recent seasons: and certainly a keen de-
mand for, and a dramatic change in the
price of, wool have occurred. The higher
prices being offered certainly decreased the
number of sheep available for killing.

When we talk about abattoir facilities
we should not overlook the contribution of
the trade to new facilities, additional
facilities, and improvement of existing
facilities. The major works at Wooroloo
and Bunbury have been extended and new
works at Katanning are in the course of
construction. It will be interesting to ob-
serve how in the future these facilities
Provide for the stock offered.

The Minister indicated that 12 smaller
export abattoirs and some 57 country kill-
ing centres were established, and without
doubt almost all of these are capable of
being extended.

Another point I wish to stress while I
have the opportunity to do so is the
contribution which country killing centres
make to decentralisation, and I would have
liked the Minister for Development and
Decentralisation to comment on and ack-
nowledge this contribution. The country
killing centres are one of the fine examples
of how worth while decentralised industry
can be. They are associated with a primary
industry and are well suited to decentral-
Isation. Midland Junction Abattoir and, to
a lesser extent, Robb Jetty, are examples
of the disadvantages of centralised abattoir
facilities.

Undoubtedly the country killing centres
contribute a great deal to employment. I
know the export abattoir which Is located
at Harvey Is the largest single employer of
labour in the district. The contribution
which this industry makes to employment
locally is quite apparent.

One extremely disturbing rumour which
has cropped up from time to time has
been the Possibility of the imposition of a
levy on country-killed meat. This would
completely short-circuit the activities of
the country killing industry. I think this
would be an opportune time to say to the
Government that every opportunity should
be taken to refute the suggestion that there
is even any likelihood of such an imposi-
tion being added to country-killed meat. I
do not know whether the intention behind
this suggestion is the Protection of met-
ropolitan abattoirs, but I believe that
would be the thinking behind it. The Gov-
ernment should take the opportunity to
say that under no circumstances would it
agree to a levy on country-killed meat.
Such a statement would Pave the way for
country enterprises to have greater con-
fidence in adding to and expanding their
works; in fact, in increasing the activity
In the country. I believe this should be
encouraged and It Is one way to do it. The
Government should say to the industry
that country killing of meat will receive
every Possible encouragement.

One interesting decision the Govern-
ment has made since the motion was first
introduced is that It will not provide a
guarantee for the 1J.F.G.A.-TL].C. Pro-
posal. When the motion was being debated
earlier some considerable concern was ex-
pressed about the likelihood of the Gov-
ernment offering a guarantee and going
ahead with the suggestion. I personally
expressed concern because I felt the pro-
Position was not soundly based.

I attended a Public meeting at Eoyup
Brook where a senior engineer from the
firm Of Civil and Civic addressed the
gathering. He told what I believe was a
very rosy story and glossed over many of
the Problems associated with establishing
an export abattoir.

Experience in Western Australia has
shown that abattoirs are very difficult
industries to establish, to get into opera-
tion, and to make Pay. This has been the
history of abattoirs in this State. The
successful ones are those which have com-
menced in a small way; have been based
on a home market; and have been ex-
panded to cater for the export trade.

I suggest to the Government that it
would be wise indeed to give consideration
to certain factors if in the future it is
requested to give financial support to such
an enterprise. These factors are that the
Proposition is soundly based: that It is
an operative abattoir; that it has a home
market; and that it is based in such a way
that It can be expanded and encouraged to
expert.

I repeat again that abattoirs which have
come Into operation and have been de-
signed to cater solely for the export trade
have in a short time run into financial
problems and, for this reason, have found
themselves facing many difficulties.
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At this paint of time I do not believe
that winding up the motion calls for great
comment from me. The matter was one of
considerable concern at the time and I be-
lieve we had an interesting debate on the
subject. The change which has occurred In
agricultural districts in the period since
the motion was moved has, in itself, eased
the situation at abattoirs. I noticed re-
cently in the Press that Midland Junction
is able to cope with all the stock that is
coming forward. This is the case, too, at
country killing centres. In addition, there
are works which have been expanded and
are now ready to cater for and cope with
increased stock numbers. It will be in-
teresting to see when the real flush of the
season comes on whether there is any
shortage of killing space. I do not believe
there will be.

I commend the Government on its de-
cision not to guarantee money for the
Ur.G.A.-T.L.C., because had the Govern-
ment done so and the enterprise had gone
ahead, I think it would have run into
difficulties. I am sure the agricultural
situation at the moment bears out what
I am saying. Consequently the Govern-
ment was well advised to take the step
which it took.

I do not think I need to make any fur-
ther comment. Once again I would like
to thank members who have contributed
to the debate and the Minister for his
statement on the situation as it existed
at the time he spoke.

Question put and negatived.

Motion defeated.

LAND AGENTS ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Council's Amendments

Amendments made by the Council now
considered.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. Bate-

roan) in the Chair; Mr. Blaikie In charge
of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council
were as follows:-

NO. 1.
Clause 2, page 2-Delete paragraphs

(a) (b) and (c) and substitute the
following-
(a) by deleting paragraph (a) and

substituting the following-
(a) Where an application for a

license, or for the transfer to
him of a license is made-
(I) on behalf of a company by

a director or an employee
thereof, appointed in
writing by the company

to hold the license on its
behalf, and the company
is--
(1) authorised by an Act

to apply for and ob-
tain probate of the
will of a testator;
or

(11) a pastoral company
in respect of which
an exemption ranted
under section eleven
of the Banking Act
1959 of the Parlia-
ment of the Common-
wealth, or that Act
as amended from time
to time; is in force;
or

(11) whether on behalf of a
company firm or other-
wise, and the Minister has
in writing requested a re-
port from the Committee
as to the circumstances
of the case and the man-
ner in which it might be
dealt with,

the Clerk of the Court of Petty
Sessions with whom the ap-
plication Is lodged shall cause
copies of the application to be
delivered to the Minister and
to the Committee.

No. 2.
Clause 2, page 2-Add a paragraph

to stand as paragraph (b) as follows--
(hI by deleting paragraph (c)

and substituting the following
paragraphs-

(c) Where an approved ap-
plicant is applying on
behalf of a company
referred to in subpara-
graph (D) of paragraph
(a) of subsection (2b)
of this section the pro-
visions of subsections
(4) and (4a) of this
section do not apply in
relation to the applica-
tion and the provisions
of subsection (5) of this
section do not apply in
relation to an applica-
tion in the first in-
stance for, or to an
application for the
transfer of, a license.

(d) Where an application
has been made by or
on behalf of any per-
son, other than a com-
pany referred to in sub-
paragraph (I) of para-
graph (a) of subsection
(2b) of this section,
and a certificate has
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been issued pursuant to
paragraph (b) of this
section. then-

the approval is not
effective for any
period in excess of
three years, and no
further certificate
may be issued in
respect of any other
application by or on
behalf of that person
arising out of the
same circumstances
which shall have any
validity after the ex-
piration of three
years from the date
of the initial certifi-
cation.

Mr. BLAIKIE: The question to be dis-
cussed is message No. 60 from the Legis-
lative Council relating to the Land Agents
Act Amendment Bill. Some members may
recall the measure was passed in this
Chamber some months ago: in fact, It was
passed prior to the finalisation of the last
part of the session.

The amendments, as they appear on
the notice paper, are quite complex and
it means that the legislation will differ
quite remarkably from the proposal origin-
ally sent to the Council.

1 assure the Chamber that although the
amendments, as they appear, are quite
complex, In fact they are almost identical.
with some exceptions, with what we in
this Chamber agreed to earlier.

Originally amendments to the Act were
sought for the reason that certain land
agents were being denied the right of a
license either through the death of an
associated person or through error on their
own behalf in not applying for a license.
The amendments made by the Council
follow closely what we agreed to. The
principle is still that only an approved
applicant can be granted a license. The
amendments will also allow for appeal to
the court by the police or the Land Agents
Supervisory Committee, and any individual
person can object to not being ranted a
license. This has not been the case In the
past. I believe the amendments will further
strengthen the Act. They will also allow
an approved applicant without the neces-
sary qualification to be granted a license
for a maximum period of three years.

I believe this last requirement will
have some practical limitations, because
only a small percentage of the subjects
which must be taken by land agents can,
In fact, be taken by correspondence, The
balance must be taken by the person at-
tending either the Perth Technical College
or the Fremantle Technical College. In
addition to this, the courses are available

only on Monday, Wednesday and Friday.
This means that country people will be at
a distinct disadvantage.

I have spoken to the Attorney- General
in connection with this matter and I hope
that there can be some revision of the
courses so that they can be taken in
country areas. I am sure this problem
could be overcome at a later stage. I am
also sure that the entire Act will need
to be rewritten at some future time. I
hope the Government will agree to this,
because the parent Act is full of anomalies.
These amendments are only some of many
of which I am aware which should be
made to the Act.

Be that as it may, if the Committee
agrees to these amendments one of these
anomalies will be removed. People who
have been disadvantaged in the past will
be granted a license, Provided they measure
up to the requirements of the court. They
will become approved applicants. I support
the amendments made by the Council and
I ask the Committee to agree to them.

The CHAIRMAN: Will the honourable
member move that amendment No. I made
by the Council be agreed to?

Mr. BLAIKIE: I move--
That amendment No. 1 made by the

Council be agreed to.
Mr. MENSAROS: To repeat briefly once

again roughly what I said many months
ago when the legislation left this Cham-
ber; the ampendment by the LegislatIve
Council is not quite satisfactory from the
point of view of the interests of those
whom I was representing. I realise and
understand it would be almost impossible
for us to try to devise any further amend-
ments. For this reason probably the
amnendment will have to be left as it is.

I should like to explain why it is not
quite satisfactory. Not only individuals
within companies where the licensed
Principal died have been affected. As the
member for Mt. Hawthorn and the mem-
ber for Cottesloe have experienced with
their constituents, licenses have been lost
simply because a renewal notice was not
sent out and the people concerned did not
go to the appropriate authority to renew
their licenses, I am talking in terms of
annual renewals. Consequently they be-
came deregistered.

The amendment is all very well for
people who want to become registered
agents because someone else in the firm
has died. The people in question want to
carry on the business for which they have
been registered. The amendment caters for
these people but only if they go through
the prescribed courses.

I am talking about people who have
already been registered on the basis of the
grandfather Provision. They have been
registered as this principle has been
accepted. I cannot see any reason for its
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not being accepted in the future. We
should make some provision for people
who, through no fault of their own, have
lost their licenses. They should be given
their licenses once again without having
to undergo the three-year course.

However, if the Minister is agreeable,
these people will become approved appli-
cants and have three years' grace. My
main reason for rising is to seek an under-
taking from the Mfinister that perhaps in
the next session of Parliament some
amendments will be forthcoming to cater
for the people about whom the member
for Mt. Hawthorn, the member for Cottes-
Ice, and I have spoken.

Mr. T. D. EVANS: I support the recom-
mendation of the member for Vasse that
amendment No. 1 contained In the Legis-
lative Council's message be agreed to by
this Committee. I assure the member for
Ploreat that if the Legislative Council had
accepted the Proposed amendment without
the addendum he would not have had any
cause for fear, the rationale being
that in the case of new applicants any
Minister would always insist, in the in-
terests of the public, on those applicants
holding the requisite qualifications, but
the Minister would have proper regard
for the fact that in the profession there
are many experienced and highly re-
spected practitioners who could not rea-
sonatbly be expected to commence a course
of study if by some mischance their, cer-
tificates were not renewed through no
fault of their own.

The Proposed amendment was designed
to overcome the situation so that the Min-
ister, on calling for a report from the
supervisory committee, would be able to
have the matter referred to the court for
its determination as to whether or not
a license should be renewed. However, the
Legislative Council has seen fit to impose
aL time limit on the validity of such a
certificate Issued by the Minister in the
case of an approved applicant.

It is hoped that in the next session of
Parliament. or at least well and truly be-
fore the three years have elapsed, amend-
Ing legislation will be introduced in the
form of a re-enactment of the Land Agents
Act. I give the assurance that as far as T
am concerned the situation of these highly
respected and experienced practitioners
will be safeguarded in the new legislation.

Question put and Passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Mr. BLAIKIE: I move-
That amendment No. 2 made by the

Council be agreed to.
Question Put and passed; the Council's

amendment agreed to.

Report
Resolutions reported, the report adopted,

and a message accordingly returned to the
Council.

POLICE FORCE
A.L.P. Moves for Inquiry: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 23rd August.
on the following motion by Mr. O'Neil
(Deputy Leader of the Opposition):-

That in the opinion of this House:-
(a) the persistent moves by the

State Executive of the Aus-
tralian Labor Party to have
the Western Australian polle
force investigated are to be
deplored and are attempts to
undermine the morale as well
as the efficiency and the effec-
tiveness of the force;

(b) it is important that there be
a well trained and well
equipped police force which
commands the respect of the
community so that the demo-
cratic way of life and the
general well being and safety
of the community can be pre-
served.

MR. BICKERTON (Pilbara-Minister
for Housing) [5.20 p.m.]: This Is one of
those "have a go at the Government"
motions. It is not an unusual type of
thing.

Mr. Hutchinson: It is open season.
Mr. BICKERTON: One becomes accus-

tomed to such motions after a while. When
the member for Mt. Lawley moved the
motion, no doubt he was thinking in ternms
of, "How can I embarrass the Govern-
ment?"

Mr. O'Connor: You have just embar-
rassed yourself. I did not even move it.

Mr. BICKERTON: I am sorry. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition must
have thought in terms of, "How can the
Government be embarrassed?" I would
be happier if I felt he had thought of the
motion himself, but it is becoming cus-
tomary lately for a Mr. Cash to think UP
many of the motions that are put before
this House.

Mr. Hutchinson: You are Joking.
Mr. Bertram: He Is spot on.
Mr. BICKERTON: One can tell them

by their squeals.
Mr. Rushton: Why run for cover?

Mr. BICKERTON: Mr. Cash was given
the Job of research officer. Members Will
recall he was previously the member for
Mirrabooka.

Mr. Hutchinson: And a very good one.
Mr. BICKERTON: The people did not

think so, and he was replaced. I am not
saying for one minute there is anything
wrong In that. More than one member of
this House has been defeated.

Mr. Hutchinson: That Is right.
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Mr. BICKERTON. We also notice that
more and more questions have been ap-
pearing on the notice paper recently.
Again, I do not criticise that, because
there was an equal number of questions
when we were in Opposition, but the ques-
tions were at least thought up by the
members themselves.

Mr. Williams: We presume.
Mr. Nalder: Whom are you trying to

kid?
Mr. BICKERTON: That is true. We

now find-and this comes back to the
purpose of the motion-many of the ques-
tions from the Liberal Party side-and I
exclude the Country Party-

Points of Order
Mr. O'NEIL: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a

point of order. As I understand It, it is
contrary to Standing Orders for members
to east aspersions on other members, par-
ticularly to the point where they are
accused of telling lies. I want to assure
the Minister that nobody other than I
initiated the motion on the notice paper,
and I desire that he withdraw the Implica-
tion that I am telling lies.

Mr. Janieson: He has not accused you
of telling lies.

Mr. O'NEIL: Re has.
Mr. Jamieson. It is In your mind.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members will

keep order. The Deputy Leader of the op-
position has asked the Minister to with-
draw his statement that the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition was not the person
responsible for the motion.

Mr. BICKERTON: I understand the
'Deputy Leader of the Opposition wished
me to withdraw a statement which was
a lie. Might I ask him which statement
that I made was a lie?

Mr. O'NEIL: The Minister, from the
time he started, has implied that the
motion which appears In my name on the
notice paper was written by a person
who is not a member of this Chamber.
That is not a fact.

Mr. BICKERTON: A reference to
Hansard will prove-if my memory serves
me correctly-that my statement 'was that
it is fashionable these days for members
to ask questions and move motions which
they did not think up themselves. To my
way of thinking, that is not a lie.

Mr. O'CONNOR: On a point of order,
Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, if a
member asks for something to be with-
drawn it has to be withdrawn.

Mr. T. D. Evans: He is trying to elicit
what he has to withdraw.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Speaker indi-
cated-

The SPEAKER: Order! As I now under-
stand it, the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition wished a lie to be withdrawn. As

far as I remember, only implications were
made and not a direct statement.

Mr. O'NflL: On a further-
The SPEAKER: Order! In that respect,

I cannot see there Is anything to be with-
drawn. Only an implication was made-
not a direct lie, as the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition suggests.

Mr. O'NElL: On a further point of
order, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask whether
in your opinion a Minister of the Crown
is in order in casting implications of
falsehood on a member of this House.

Mr. Hutchinson: Good question!
The SPEAKER: I heard no implication

of falsehood.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: On a point of

order, Mr. Speaker, in addition to the
statement to which the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has-

The SPEAKER: What was the state-
ment?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I want to ask the
Minister to withdraw the statement he
made to the effect that some outside per-
son was writing questions for members of
Parliament on this side of the House.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Is he?
Mr. Bertram: It is an expression of

opinion.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. RmTFTWTNSON: I want. him to with-

draw that implication as far as I am
concerned because no-one has written any
questions for me, and I take exception to
it. It has gone beyond a Joke and I be-
lieve the Minister should begin to with-
draw-

Mr. Bertram: He only expressed an
opinion.

Mr. HEUTCHINSON: I have my feelings.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister

made no direct accusation against any
Person. He made a general statement.

Mr. Hutchinson: He did.
Mr. May: He left out the Country Party.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister

made no direct accusation against any per-
son In particular. Therefore, there Is no
point of order.

Mr. O'NEIEL: Mr. Speaker, I am rising
on another point of order. Do you Intend
to permit members of the Ministry to
cast aspersions on members of this House
without asking them to refrain?

Mr. Moiler-. What about the inference
that the State Executive directs this Gov-
ernment?

The SPEAKER: Order! I will certainly
ask Ministers to refrain from casting
aspersions on members, but I can see vir-
tually no point of order here. It was only
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a general statement. I therefore nule there
is no point of order.

Mr. RUSHTON: On a point of order,
Mr. Speaker-

The SPEAKER: What is the point of
order?

Mr. RUSHTON: The point of order I
raise is that the Minister for Housing has
made statements which imply that 1, as a
member of the Liberal Party-

Mr. Jamieson: Did he name you?
Mr. RUSHTON: He named the lot of us.
Mr. O'Neil: He excluded the Country

Party.
Mr. RUSHTON: I ask that the Minister

withdraw those statements.
The SPEAKER: I ask the Minister

whether he will withdraw the statements
in order that we may proceed.

Mr. BICKERTON: Mr. Speaker, it is
quite obvious-

Mr. Hutchinson: You went too far.
Mr. BICKERTON: No. I have not even

started,
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. BICKERTON: It is quite obvious

that my remarks may reflect somewhat
upon the Chair, and for that reason I
withdraw the remarks-whatever they
were. I do not know what remarks I have
to withdraw: that is the fantastic thing.

Mr. O'Neil: The Minister's apology is
accepted.

Mr. BICKERTON: In deference to you,
Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the remarks.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr. BICKERTON: Perhaps I may now

continue with the debate. This motion is
obviously put forward by the Opposition
for one reason-and one reason only.
Members of the Opposition read In the
Press that certain remarks had been made
about the Police Force, and they said to
themselves, 'Forget about whether those
remarks are right or wrong; this can em-
barrass the Government, so let us move a
motion." That Is the substance of the mo-
tion. The point I am making is that the
motion has no substance by way of con-
cern about whether or not Western Aus-
tralia is being looked after. The sole pur-
Pose of it is to embarrass the Government.

I am not complaining about that. Since
I have been a member of this House many
motions have been moved which, no doubt,
were presented for that very purpose. The
Government is fair game. However, there
is no sincerity in the motion before the
House. Here is another opportunity for
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition-I
say there is no sincerity in the motion,
apart from paragraph (b). with which one
could not disagree. It is amazing how

those on the other side of the House squeal
when one mentions what they are directed
to do; but how often are members opposite
on their feet telling us how we are go-
verned by Trades Hall?

Mr. Williams: And how you squeal when
we do.

Mr. BICKERTON: Yes, how we squeal;
and how members opposite have squealed
tonight.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Mr. BICKERTON: Members of the Op-

position are squealing like stuck pigs be-
cause they know what I said was right.

Mr. Hutchinson: Let us get it on the
Federal level.

Mr. BICKERTON: There is a certain
gentleman who carries out research work.

Mr. Rushton: So what?
Mr. Jamieson: The Molonglo tadpole

wriggles again!
Mr. BICKERTON: He liaises with mem-

bers opposite on matters such as the mo-
tion before the House.

Mr. O'Neil: He does no such thing.
Mr. BICKERTON: He liatses with the

Parliamentary Liberal Party and informs
Liberal members of this Chamber what
would be a good course of action to take
against the present Government.

Mr. Williams: That is a lot of rot.
Mr. O'Neil: That is complete and utter

rot. He is employed by the lay organisa-
tion, not by the parliamentary party.

Mr. Jamieson: Ohl
Mr. BICKERTON: Does the Deputy

Leader of the Opposition really believe
that?

Mr. Jamieson: You don't believe it
yourself.

Mr. BICKERTON: We now have the
system in reverse. Members on this side
have taken it from members on the other
side. Opposition members cannot rise often
enough to tell us from where we are re-
ceiving directions, and so on.

Mr. Rushton: Be factual.
Mr. BICKERTON: I say to members

opposite: Please be big enough to take it
when it Is thrown back at you, and when it
is truthful.

Mr. Hutchinson: It is not truthful.
Mr. BICKERTON: I am sorry if the

member for Cottesloe does not know; per-
haps he is not informed of what goes on
within his party.

Mr. Rt. L. Young: You are presenting a
very good argument. The only thing wrong
with it is that you are not right.

Mr. BICKERTON: One of the state-
ments which to me is amazing was made
by a member who said that he had never
placed a question on the notice paper un-
less he thought of it himself.
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Mr. Hutehinson: No-one said that.
Mr. 33ICKERTON: What sort of rubbish

is that? Of course, members of this Cham-
ber from both sides have placed questions
on the notice paper which were prompted
by someone else.

Mr. O'Neil; What about speaking to the
motion, or are you not game?7

Mr. BICKERTON: I am game. Do not
get excited.

Mr. R. L. Young: You need a research
officer.

Mr. Jamieson: But not a tadpole.
Mr. BICKERTON: I would say that

many questions have been worked out by
other gentlemen, and for that reason I
thought it should be mentioned in the
House. I suggest that those members of
the Liberal Party who do not agree with
me should look In the mirror,

I repeat: This motion was presented for
one purpose, and one purpose only. It
is true that on many occasions in the
past the State Executive of the Austra-
lian Labor Party has criticised the Police
Force. Thank God that can take place!
Should there not be any criticism? Surely
the C.W.A., parents and citizens' associa-
tions, and any other Organisation one can
think of-even the Liberal Party-should
be entitled to criticise any Police Force.

Mr. Blalkie: What about direction?
Mr. BICKERTON: But the reason we

heard of this-
Mr. Blaikie; You are missing thA point.

What about direction? Does the C.W.A.
direct the Police Force?

Mr. BICKERTON: The reason every-
body heard about the criticism is that the
Organisation at which members opposite
want to point the bone is a democratic
Organisation; in other words, not only does
it hold meetings, but the Press is repre-
sented at the meetings. I would like to
hear the Liberal Party tell me that I may
tell the Press to attend its next meeting.
That would be interesting. The only rea-
son we heard of the criticism of the Police
Force by the State Executive is that its
meetings are attended by the Press. How-
ever, let us consider the criticism.

Mr. Blaikie: I am not worried about
the criticism: I am worried about the
direction.

Mr. BICKERTON: I am worried about
the motion. I ask the honourable mem-
ber to read the motion and to tell me
confidentially later whether or not he be-
lieves that it is the greatest cook-up of
all time: that it was prepared only to
enable the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion to put something on the notice paper
to embarrass the Government. The mo-
tion states-

(a,) the persistent moves by the State
Executive of the Australian Labor
Party to have the Western Aus-

(125)

trallan police force investigated
are to be deplored and are at-
tempts to undermine the morale
as well as the efficiency and the
effectiveness of the force;

Have members ever heard of such rubbish?
I will not have a bar of the wording of that
portion of the motion. There will always
be criticism of the Police Force concern-
ing, say, a demonstration at the airport
or outside an embassy. I would say that
criticism of the Police Force will always
occur, just as it will occur in the case Of
any other department. The danger lies
not in being able to criticise, but in being
unable to criticise, a department or the
Police Force.

mi.. Hartrey: Hear, hear?

Mr. BICKERTON: I have no hesitation
in saying that as far as our Police Force
is concerned-and not only our force, but
that of every other State, and even the
Commonwealth force to some extent-we
are extremely lucky with what we have.
No matter what some people may think,
our law and order is of a high standard.
It is true that occasionally somebody
jumps on top of a car and does a little
dance; but we will never stop idiots-and
that is what they are-from doing that
type of thing. However, our Police Forces
throughout Australia are something of
which we can all be proud.

Yet by the same token there is no rea-
son that they should not he open to criti-
cism. Possibly our Police Force is an ex-
cellent one due to the fact that over the
years individual people and organisations
have been able to criticise it. Had our
Police Force not been open to criticism, I
have no doubt it would not be as good as
it is today.

The criticism to which the first portion
of the motion is directed, was made by
individuals. I am aware that the State
Executive of the Australian Labor Party
moved certain motions; but, so what? Did
anyone race out and say that our Police
Force is rotten because of that? Surely
to goodness the State Executive is entitled
to move a motion that in its opinion such-
and-such should not take place, or such-
and-such should take place. The same
thing could occur within the Liberal Party
but, unfortunately for the people of West-
ern Australia, we would not hear about it
because the meetings of that party are
held in a little cell and we do not know
what goes on.

The fact that the Opposition moved a
motion of this nature simply because a
little publicity was given to what occurred
at a meeting, makes me believe that it is
going out of its way-or some other per-
son paid by the Liberal Organisation is
going out of his way-to find reasons to
move motions.
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One could not disagree with paragraph
(b) of the motion which states-

(b) it is important that there be a
well trained and well equipped
police force which commands the
respect of the community-

That is mast important. To continue-
-so that the democratic way of
life and the general well being and
safety of the community can be
preserved.

That wording is excellent, and I will not
oppose it. I think it is essential that we
have such a Police Force. However, para-
graph (a) of the motion is motivated
purely and simply by party politics and
does not contribute anything whatsoever
to the welfare of the State.

Amendment to Motion
Therefore, I propose to move an amend-

ment to delete paragraph (a) so that the
motion will then read-

That in the opinion of this House:-
it is Important that there be a
well trained and well equipped
police force which commands the
respect of the community so that
the democratic way of life and the
general well being and safety of
the community can be preserved.

I am sure the mover of the motion wvould
agree with that. Accordingly, I move an
amendment-

Delete the whole of paragraph (a)
and the paragraph designation (b).

MR. OINEIL (East Melville-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [5.43 P.m.]: I
rise to oppose the amendment. I wish to
give the House an assurance-which I
trust all decent members will accept.-
that the motion was not motivated by any-
body outside of the Parliamentary Liberal
Party, and that great consideration was
given to the motion prior to its introduc-
tion. Had the Minister referred at all to
my introductory speech he would have
read that I regretted it was found neces-
sary. as a result of persistent attacks on
the Police Force by People associated with
the Parliamentary Labor Party, to force
the Government into the position of sup-
porting its own Police Force.

I believe it is a Pity the Minister adopted
the attitude he did. He and I have been
acquainted for a long time, and until this
debate I have never had reason to be
critical of his attitude towards me In the
House. However, his remarks concerned me
considerably; more so because he cast a
reflection not only upon me and the lead-
ership of the parliamentary Opposition,
but also upon all members of the political
party to which T have the Pleasure to
belong.

The SPEAKER: I suggest the honour-
able member speak to the amendment.

Mr. O'NEILh: I bow to your wishes, Mr.
Speaker, and recognise that you are pre-
Pared to give more deference to the state-
ment made by the Minister for Housing
than to the statement which I, as the act-
ing Leader of the Opposition, am making.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are casting an
aspersion on the integrity of the Speaker.

Mr. O'NEJL: I have gone no further in
my criticism than the Minister has in dis-
regarding the decorum of this House.

Mr. Bickerton: I have no intention of
asking you to withdraw that remark.

Mr. O'NEIL: If the amendment moved
by the Minister is agreed to-and un-
doubtedly it will be carried because the
Government has the numbers-the motion
as amended will present itself as one which
the Government must support. At least in
that respect the moving of the motion has
had some effect. At last, for the first time
in the whole of this argument which has
been directed against the Police Force, we
have a public statement from the Govern-
ment supporting the view of the Opposi-
tion that it believes in the integrity of the
force.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are opposing the
amendment of the Government.

Mr. O'NEIL: That is correct. I am op-
Posing the amendment to delete part of
the motion. The Attorney-General does
not do himself justice in not knowing what
is behind the move of the Government.

Mr. T. D. Evans: He appreciates it only
too well.

Mr. O'NEL: It was not unexpected that
the Government would endeavour to delete
the part of the motion which casts a
reflection on its attitude; therefore it was
assumed that if we were not successful In
having the motion passed as moved, the
Government would be left with the op-
portunity to say to the public that it
supported the Police Force. We oppose
the amendment moved by the Minister.
Of course his amendment is that a certain
part of the motion be deleted, and it is
that move to which we are opposed. We
oppose it in order to show clearly that we
on this side of the House deplore the un-
warranted attacks being made on the
Police Force by both the industrial and the
political wing of the Labor movement.

MR. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) [5.48
p.m.): I rise to support the remarks made
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
and I indicate my strong opposition to the
amendment, in moving the amendment
the Minister endeavoured to stifle discus-
sion and debate, because this Is something
which he does not want to hear. The Gov-
ernment was in trouble over this question.
and he Is aware of it. I thought that the
Minister represented an area in which there
were emus,
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The SPEAKER: I suggest the honour-
able member stick to the amendment.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I intend to do that and)
do not intend to divert from it to any
degree. From the minister's speech it is
obvious that another type of fauna has
been introduced into the Pilbara-the
ostrich-because it seems the Minister has
buried his bead in the sand.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I have seen quite a
few galaha in Mt. Lawley I

Mr. O'CONNOR: If the amendment is
agreed to it means that the debate on the
main part of the motion will be stifled. We
should proceed with the motion as moved,
because the Dart that vitally affects the
Police Force and in respect of which the
Government has reacted very badly is the
Part Proposed to be deleted.

I believe we should take action now,
before the Government is permitted to go
too far in the methods it has adopted to
interfere with the Police Force. It is
essential that the amendment be rejected.
The Minister has not given any real reason
for moving this amendment.

Mr. Hartrey: I will presently.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I hope the honourable

member's remarks will be connected to the
amendment,

Mr. Hartrey: They will be.
Mr. Hutchinson: The amendment seeks

to delete Paragraph (a) of the motion.
Mr. O'CONNOR: Uf we are to maintain an

effective Police Force-and certainly there
are good men serving in the force-we need
to pass the motion without amendment.
The Minister has said that members on
this side of the House got the idea of the
motion from Mr. Cash; yet we find that
the Minister himself dances to the Cham-
berlain tune.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Would the honourable
member like to withdraw the aspersion he
has cast?

Mr. O'CONNOR: As one who has con-
tinually voiced his concern about inter-
ference with Police matters, I welcome the
motion which has been moved by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition; and I
think the amendment should be opposed.
The moves by the State Executive of the
A.L.P. to undermine the Police Force are
opposed by me very strongly. in my
opinion those moves undermine the morale
as well as the efficiency of the Police
Force. For those reasons we should pass
the motion without amendment.

I agree that our Police Force has an
admirable record. Its members are
genuinely conscientious, helpful, polite,
and well-mannered; and they have been
doing an exterinely good job in this
State. Members on this side of the House
are well aware of the persistent action by
the A.L.P. to discredit the Police Force.
The State Executive of the A.L.P. has
discredited and interfered with the

Police Force on a number of occasions:
possibly It did that because the Police
Union is no longer affiliated with the A.L.P.
The members of the public want to
know what the Government's attitude is,
and what it is Prepared to do in this
matter. The State Executive of the A.L.P.
pressed for an inquiry into the pay, the
working conditions, etc., of the Police
Force.

Mr. Jamieson: For what purpose?

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Minister would
know that better than I. It was a back-
door method to achieve the real inquiry
that they wanted.

Mr. Jamieson: That is not so.
Mr. O'CONNOR: We all know that

service pay determinations, and similar
matters, are arrived at by mutual agree-
ment between the Government and the
Police Force.

Mr. Hartrey: The mover of the motion
has said that.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am telling the House
about that again.

Mr. Hartrey: That is recorded in
Hansar.

Mr. O'CONNOR: There is no dispute
about that. The members of the Police
Force are human beings and occasionally
some of them make errors. Many people
are to blame for this and not just a few.
Here is a group of people who enforce the
laws which we make, but what happens?
in someu cas6s th-e Government has intler-
fered with the Police Force, to such an
extent that its members do not know
whether they are carrying out their job.

Mr. Bickerton: The amendment before
us does not interfere with them.

Mr. O'CONNOR: it certainly does.

Mr. Bickerton: It does not apply.
Mr. O'CONNOR: It was obvious that the

Minister had not read the motion. Initially
he thought that I had moved It. Another
reason we should not interfere with the
actions of the Police Force is that today
we find a minority group in society which
frequently abuses and frustrates the police.

Mr. Bickerton: You will have to vote
for the amendment if you think that way.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Minister should
wait to see how I vote. I am indicating
now that the amendment should be op-
posed. Apparently we have a minority
group in our society which frequently
abuses and frustrates the police. That
group interferes with normal Police duties,
and its stooges inflate and magnify police
retaliatory action.

Mr. May: This happens in every State.

Mr. O'CONNOR: That is correct. It is
a world-wide trend. in some States the
Government stands behind the Police
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Force, and there is no backdoor move by
the A.L.P. to take action against the
force.

Mr. Bickerton: The Police Force of this
State has never been happier or more
contented than it is under the present
Government.

Mr. O'CONNOR: If I were to make the
remark I want to make I might be called
upon to withdraw it. The point made by
the Minister for Mines is valid. The dis-
ruption by the minority groups applies
throughout the world. There is no doubt
about that. Throughout the world action
by the Police Forces is deemed by these
groups to be brutality.

Mr. Bickerton: What has that to do
with the amendment?

Mr. O'CONNOR: It has a great deal to
do with the amendment. I am giving
reasons why it should not be agreed to.
The Government should do everything
possible to increase the efficiency and
effectiveness of the Police Force.

Mr. Bickerton: How long did it take you
to write that, or did Mr. Cash write it
out for you?

Mr. OVCONNOR: Just because the Min-
ister has his notes prepared for him-and
in any case they are not good notes-he
should not accuse anybody else of having
his notes prepared. He has attempted to
stifle the debate and to prevent members
from expressing their true feelings; 'there-
fore I do not blame him for being sore
at what I am saying.

Mr. Bickerton: With mine they are
notes, but with yours they are "Cash"!

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Government is
seeking to amend the motion for political
purposes. it is easy to understand the
reason. In a newspaper report of the 21st
July the Premier was reported as saying
that he had advised Parliament the Gov-
ernment was considering a request by the
A.L.P. State Executive for an inquiry into
police action during the Springbok tour.
I attended the Springbok match at Perry
Lakes Stadium, and in the course of the
match a demonstration took place. This
was a disgraceful exhibition of sportinan-
ship by a mainority group in this State.
From what I saw taking place the Police
acted admirably, and there is no reason
that members of the force should be
brought to task by the Government or the
A.L.P. I say on that occasion the mem-
bers of the Police Force conducted them-
selves admirably and acted with great
restraint. Judging by the applause of the
people who were present at Perry Lakes
Stadium it was quite evident what they
thought of the actions of the police. It
is ridiculous for anyone to suggest that
the police should be censured for the ac-
tion they took on that occasion. This is
indicative of what a couple of members
of the State Executive of the A.L.P. can
do in such matters.

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
has five more minutes.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Apparently the reason
for this matter being raised by the State
Executive of the A.L.P. was that one mem-
ber had an axe to grind. He was one of
the demonstrators, and was present at
the airport. Because he was pulled into
gear, probably in a way in which he should
have been, he brought the matter up at
the State Executive meeting, The State
Executive of the A.LP. appointed him to
be a member of a committee that was
charged with making recommendations
to the Minister.

When the Minister for Police tried to
stand by his department, the Minister
representing him in this House did not
support him. The Minister in another
place was censured by the A.L.P. for hav-
ing backed up the police. That was not
the first occasion such a thing happened
to the Minister. The Minister was loyal
to his department and was doing what he
could for It.

The SPEAKER: I find that the honour-
able member has more time than I indi-
cated. He has another eight minutes,

Mr. O'CONNOR: I hope that you, Mr.
Speaker, in your generosity will see fit to
extend the time again.

Mr. Bickerton: I am prepared to move
for an extension of time for the entertain-
ment value, if for no other reason.

Mr. O'CONNOR: At least we might have
some entertainment, because we did not
have any when the Minister was on his
feet. It was quite obvious he knew little
about the subject on which he was speak-
ing. Of the 12 minutes he was speaking
in this debate he spent 10 minutes on
dabbling, and really said nothing about
the matter.

Mr. Bickerton: You are so wrong.
Mr. O'CONNOR: We know that a num-

ber of instances have occurred in this
State where demonstrators have acted to
the detriment of Western Australia. In
one case there was the distribution of
filthy literature at schools; and I am sure
the Minister for Education agrees with
all I am saying. The literature was not
of a type we should permit to be distribu-
ted.

Mr. Bickerton: When did you become
such a law-abiding citizen, and begin to
stand up as one who criticises others for
handing out pamphlets?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Well, the present
Premier agreed with me that this sort of
literature was not wanted here.

Mr. Bickerton: What has that to do
with the amendment?

Mr. O'CONNOR: It has a lot to do
with it.

Mr. Jamieson: Holier than thou!
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Mr. O'CONNOR: We have to realise
that people who participated in this sort
of demonstration also participated in the
distribution of filthy and treasonous litera-
ture to high schools; participated in Cap-
tain Eain demonstrations: participated in
demonstrations opposing national service;
virtually supported North Vietnam; dese-
crated the war memorial; participated in
the Springbok demonstration, the native
march, and the moratorium march: and
wrote the word "bourgeois" on the walls
of Parliament House.

It In time action was taken to help,
and not hinder the police. When the police
do take photographs of demonstrations,
what happens? A representative of the
Minister's office Is sent to destroy the
Photographs so that the demonstrators
cannot be Identified. Since then a demon-
strator has been apprehended, as also has
a person who exploded an excreta, bomb
in St. George's Cathedral. Photographs
taken by the Commonwealth police had
not been destroyed. However, photographs
taken by the State police in their work
In connection with these matters were
destroyed. The Government is hindering
the work of the Police Force. The same
has applied in the Brockmnan vase. That
man caused a tremendous amount of dam-
age to other people's property, but 20-odd
charges were dropped. Whet will happen
if Brockman goes to the same people's
places and causes more damage? If he
does cause more damage I believe this
Government, should be held responsible,
and should pay for the damage.

Mr. Bickerton: You are a mugwump.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Of course, the Minister
can use such words but I do not mind to
what standard he lowers himself. What I
have said is correct. The Brockman case
is one of many where we have witnessed
this type of interference. While we have
that interference we will not have an
efficient Police Force. What is the good of
a policeman sometimes risking his life if
the Premier issues an instruction not to
continue with certain charges? I wonder
what the feelings are of the people who
are chasing Erockman on this occasion. I
Wonder how the people felt about appre-
hending Beamish for a second time. This
is the sort of policy which many people
find to be completely foreign.

Mr. Jamieson: Fascism is completely
foreign to my way of thinking.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Minister probably
knows; probably he is one. I do not know.

Mr. Jamieson: You are.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I feel very strongly on
this matter. The amendment should be
defeated, otherwise it will defeat the main
purpose of the argument. If the amend-
ment Is carried it will be for a political
purpose only. The purpose of the amend-
ment is to stifle debate in this House and

prevent points of view from being brought
forward. We will be prevented from bring-
ing to notice what the Government is
doing in connection with the Police Force
in this State. I oppose the amendment.

MR. HARTREY (Boulder- Dundas) t6.04
pi..: I support the amendment because
nobody can dispute the accuracy of para-
graph (b) of the motion. The proposal
is that paragraph (b) is all that should
remain of the original motion, and I
entirely subscribe to that sentiment. The
rest of the motion is wholly unwarranted,

The motion consists of two distinct
propositions, the second of which is un-
assailable and the first of which is en-
tirely indefensible. No member in this
House with any sense of responsibility
towards public safety could disagree with
paragraph (b) of the motion. The first
part of the motion is a complete non
sequitur, and it reads as follows:-

That in the opinion of this House-
(a) the persistent moves by the

State executive of the Aust-
ralian Labor Party to have
the Western Australian Police
force investigated are to be
deplored and are attempts to
undermine the morale as well
as the efficiency and the
effectiveness of the force;

I suppose there is some shadow of dis-
tinction between the "efficiency" and the
"effectiveness" of the force, so I will not
critici4se the English used in the construc-
tion of the paragraph, as did the Minister
for Housing. However, I will say that the
whole idea expressed in paragraph (b)
contradicts everything stated in para-
graph (a).

It is important that there should be a
well trained and well equipped Police
Force; especially a well trained Polle
Force which commands the respect of the
community.

The SPEAKER: I point out to the mem-
ber for Boulder-Dundas that we are dis-
cussing an amendment to delete para-
graph (a).

Mr. HARTHEY: We are also discussing
the retention of paragraph (b).

The SPEAKER: No.
Mr. HARThEY: I am referring to Para-

graph (b).
The SPEAKER: The amendment is to

delete paragraph (a).
Mr. HARTREY: Then the only way to

achieve the objective which we all ap-
parently unanimously agree to be well ex-
pressed in paragraph (b) is by defeating
paragraph (a). Firstly, I will show cause
why.

To start with, a Police Force is not well
trained if it is not well trained in the
rights of citizens. it is not well trained
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if it does not know, or does not observe,
the proper rules and Procedures for carry-
ing out all its duties. I am not speaking in
general condemnation of the Police Force
of this State; far from that.

Approximately one year ago, in response
to a speech made by the member for
Floreat, I expressed my sincere apprecia-
tion of the Police Force of this State.
That occurred during the debate on the
appointment of a parliamentary commis-
sioner. I said then, and I repeat: The
Police Force of this State does not fear
an investigation. I said it did not need
an investigation, but if it was to be in-
vestigated then it should not be investi-
gated by the force itself. I repeat that sen-
timent. I also said that the police are like
fire: good servants but bad masters. It is
desirable that we always ensure that our
servants provide an efficient and well
trained service. That is all the State
Executive of the Australian Labor Party
wanted to see achieved. I am a member
of that body and I took part in the de-
bate, and I still want to see that objec-
tive achieved.

It is no good blinding ourselves to the
fact that although the majority of the
members of our Police Force, or the ma-
jority of the members of our defence
forces--the Air Force, the Navy, or the
Army-are patriotic and courageous and
do a tremendous job, there are times
when this is not so. There are times when,
through lack of training or through a
lack of proper direction from the top
echelons of the force, the members of
the Police Force do the wrong thing. Then,
of course, they do not achieve what has
been so well expressed in paragraph (b) of
the motion. Members of the Police Force,
on those occasions, do not obtain the res-
pect of the community and they do not
Preserve the democratic way of life.

The democratic way of life is based,
essentially, on the rights of the individual
citizen. In many respects members of the
Police Force are capable of interfering with
the rights of the individual citizen. Fre-
quently they are justified by law in so
doing, and when they are so justified in so
doing I will support them on every possible
occasion. However, if they are not justified
then nobody advocates that they should
be encouraged.

Let us take the common procedures of
fingerprinting, the making of arrests, the
Identification of persons who are being
charged with offences, and matters of that
nature. To begin with, let us take finger-
printing. For some reason or other the
Minister for Housing has implied that this
motion about the Police Force is an
attempt to reflect on the Government. I
cannot see how it will reflect on the Gov-
ernment or on the Police Force. As far as
the State Executive of the AL.?. is con-
cerned. its motion was only to ensure
that the highest standards of training be

applied to the Police Force, and that every
Individual member of the Police Force
from the Probationary constable to the
commissioner thoroughly understood not
only his rights and his powers but also our
rights and our powers. That is what I
stand for, and that I always will stand
for as long as I am in this House, or any-
where else, alive!

During the time of the previous Govern-
ment-a period of 12 years--nobody raised
any objection to fingerprinting. Immedi-
ately anybody was arrested for any offence
-frequently a very trivial offence-his
fingerprints were taken. One of the weak-
nesses of the law in this State is that
anybody can cause somebody else to be
arrested for the most trivial offence. That
is not included in the motion before us
but it Is worth knowing. In my opinion
nobody should be eligible for arrest under
a warrant unless for an offence which
carries a penalty of at least three months
imprisonment. However, we can be arrest-
ed for expectorating on the sidewalk, or
parking our cars in the wrong place.
Someone has only to swear out a warrant
and a policeman has to arrest one and lock
one in gaol until ball is raised.

A dirty personal grudge can be taken
out against any member of our community
and a poiceman would not be wrong in
making the arrest. He would be bound by
law to do so. It is our fault if a policeman
has that power. However, if a policeman
did arrest me on such a paltry warrant,
and he took me to a police station, he
does not have the right to demand that
my fingerprints be taken. But this pro-
cedure occurred under the previous Gov-
ernment for a period of 12 years and no-
body raised his voice against it.

I raise my voice in criticism of the last
Government, and not of this Government.
We have been In power for less than two
years but the previous Government was
in power for 12 years. So do not let us
be sensitive about this motion. Finger-
printing is something which had to be
stopped, and it has been stopped.

I had occasion this year to handle a
case in Kalgoorlie in the course of which
my attention was drawn to the matter of
fingerprints. The case concerned nine
children between the ages of 10 years and
13 years, and they were arrested and
fingerprinted. Their arrest was lawful, but
their fingerprinting certainly was not law-
ful. I pointed this out to the Minister for
Police and he immediately-and quite
properly-directed that this should stop.
and it has stopped. That was not done
under the Liberal Government, so that my
remarks are no criticism of our Govern-
ment. Because of the point I raised fin-
gerprints are not now taken immediately
following upon an arrest. That is impor-
tant.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.
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Mr. HARThEY: I think I had dealt
sufficiently with the subject of fingerprint-
ing before the tea suspension. I propose
now to deal with another aspect which
concerns the education of members of the
Police Force in a direction which, I think,
is highly desirable.

As I have already said, one of the in-
portant powers of the Police Force is the
power of arrest and, traditionally, police
officers have possessed at common law
rather greater powers of arrest than reside
in the ordinary citizen.

Perhaps you are not aware, Mr. Speaker,
that the ordinary citizen himself also has
the power of arrest, although I feel he
would be well advised not to exercise it.
However, by Statute, the powers of arrest
of a constable have been considerably
enlarged, notably under section 49 of the
Police Act.

However, certain prescriptions are laid
down concerning the manner in which an
arrest shall be effected. A certain amount
of common sense and discretion should be
exercised when deciding whether or not
an arrest should be effected at all.

There are times when it Is necessary for
proper instruction to be given to constables
of the Police Force as to when and how to
use that discretion. I found In Kalgoorlie
this year, just before Easter-it was on
the 25th March-that a number of child-
ren, the oldest of them 13 years and the
youngest 10 years old, had been interro-
gated by the police very fully, after which
they had been locked up in a cell where
they took their meal In the middle of the
day, and where they were detained until
about 3 o'clock in the afternoon.

These facts are beyond doubt because
they were established on oath by members
of the Police Force concerned in the trial
of the children in question. When I found
that to be the case it occurred to me that
we did not have a Police Porce as well-
trained as we ought to have.

The men who committed that act were
not vicious, they were not brutal, nor were
they bashers; they were just ordinary
police officers, but It had not been Im-pressed upon them that although it was
within their power to arrest the children
on a warrant, they had not at that stage
exercised the power of arrest by means
of a warrant. They had no power at all
to lock up or detain the children in a cell
and keep them there for future interroga-
tion.

This Is an aspect of police work that has
been neglected. The State Executive feels
there should be an inquiry as to whether
the State Police Force is as well trained
and as well instructed as it should be.
Members opposite think along the same
lines and we reciprocate that thought from

this side of the House. it is high time
we ensured that the members of the Police
Force were well trained and instructed.

We are asked to pass a motion which
seeks to condemn the State Executive for
drawing attention to this fact-this need
to train the members of our Police Force.
I cannot be a party to such a move and
I throw the motion back in the teeth of
members opposite and say we should not
carry such a motion.

The State Executive should be congratu-
lated for drawing the attention of the
people of Western Australia to this posi-
tion, and I am also drawing attention to
the fact.

On the day following that which I pre-
viously mentioned-this would be the 26th
March-the children were again interro-
gated at the police station. They were
not detained for lunch, however; they were
sent home at about 1.30 p.m. to get their
lunch from their parents. On the Thurs-
day following they were arrested on a war-
rant.

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
has four minutes.

Mr. HARTIREY: I shall try to finish this
story. I wonder why they were arrested?
The detective who arrested the children
said he did this on Instructions and that
the instructions were given to him because
that was the only way he could have the
children fingerprinted. This should not
have been done at all, because it is un-
lawful to fingerprint the children.

Not only were they fingerprinted, how-
ever, but they were also photograpbed
holding In front of them a board on which
their names were written. All I want to
say is that this was a gross piece of ignor-
ance: it was not malice, it was not a
matter of wickedness on the part of the
Police officers concerned, it was due mainly
to Ignorance and the fact that they were
not well trained in this respect. It is im-
portant that we should have a well trained
Police Force, and we should ensure that
its members be given this training.

Sir David Brand: You have that short-
coming among any group.

Mr. HARTREY: I agree, but this short-
coming cant only be cured by education.
not by conniving at It.

Sir David Brand: Nobody is conniving
at it.

Mr. HARTREY: This sort of thing can
be cured by saying, "Well, this has hap-
pened, but we must see that It does not
happen again."' I have no desire to Penalise
the police officers concerned, all I want is
for them to be well-educated and In-
structed In these matters.

If we have 2,000 members In the Police
Force each one of them should be In-
structed In a way in which they are cer-
tainly not adequately Instructed at the mo-
ment. This is most Important, for how else
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can the public Image of the Police Force
be preserved-and if the force has no pub-
lic image how will It be effective In the
terms of paragraph (b) of this motion?
flow will the Police Force be able to corn-
nmand the esteem of the community If It
does not have the confidence or the res-
pect of the community?

Sir David Brand: Of course they have
the respect of the community.

Mr. HARTREY: If the officers of the
force are not well trained how will they
be able to preserve the democratic way of
life and the general well being and safety
of the community? That, of course, is
something we must ensure. One of the
most important aspects that must be de-
termined by a police officer Is which of
two or three people is the guilty person.

As we all know identification parades
are held, concerning which the High Court
of Australia has made some sarcastic com-
ments at different times, as has, also, the
High Court of England.

In a particular case tried on the 12th
June this year, and in which I took part
in the District Court of Perth, a man was
identified as the person who sold certain
furniture. He said he had nothing to do
with the sale of the furniture;, that he was
not even there. The description of the man
concerned was not satisfactory, but he was
put in a parade so that somebody could
identify him. It was actually admitted
during the trial that the policeman who
was concerned with the inquiry had shown
a witness a photograph of the man the day
before.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber's time has expired.

MRS. MENSAROS (Floreat) [7.41 p.m.):
As most of us know, the Minister handling
this matter on the Government side is
one of the most astute parliamentarians
in the House. He has a great deal of ex-
perience of Standing Orders.

Past experience has shown that the
Minister in question is very mindful of
parliamentary and democratic rights. At
times he was very quick to voice his dis-
agreement of what he termed the previous
Government's secretive, or as he preferred
to call it, dictatorial actions;.

I am surprised therefore that the same
Minister should move an amendment
which can have no other effect but to
stifle debate, as was pointed out by the
member for Mt. Lawley. It is not possible
for him to so much stifle the scope of
the debate, because you, Sir, rightly al-
lowed the member for Mt. Lawley and the
member for Boulder-Dundas to expand oan
the reasons why paragraph (a) of the
motion should or should not be deleted;
but because of your ruling, with which I
find myself at variance, we find that the
time afforded members on this matter is
also stifled.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber is reflecting on the Chair. He said
that I stifled the time for debate.

Mr. MENSAROS: I did not mean to con-
vey that impression at all. I meant to
say that the Minister's only reason for
moving the amendment could have been
to stifle the debate and the time the mem-
bers could use. You, Sir, ruled-and I
am at variance with you on this-and ad-
monished members in relation to the time
they have available to them. Members
have only 20 minutes to speak to this
amendment.

Previous Speakers ruled that when an
amendment was moved to the Address-in-
Reply members who sought to speak to
the amendment were permitted to speak
for 45 minutes. That was on an amend-
ment, not provided for separately in
Standing Order 164. Under Standing Or-
der 164 the Address-in-Reply is provided
for, Bills are provided for, as are matters
concerning appropriations and substantive
mnotions that may be moved.

I only query why members should be
permitted to speak for 45 minutes on an
amendment to the Ad dress- in- Reply while
not being able to speak for the same time
on this amendment to a substantive mo-
tion.

The SPEAKER: That is not in the
amendment.

Mr. O'Connor: What the member for
Boulder-Dundas said was not within the
amendment.

Mr. Brown: He wandered.

Mr. O'Connor: He wandered all right.
Mr. MENSAROS: While we are con-

fined to speaking to the amendment, all
that we can speak about is whby para-
graph (a) of the motion should not be
omitted. I sympathise with the Minister
for having moved his amendment: I feel
he could have done little else.

it is not possible for us to vote separ-
ately on both parts of the motion and,
consequently, anyone who does not get up
and agrree with the second part would
automatically be voting against the entire
motion. Accordingly the Minister was
quite astute in moving his amendment,
but I do feel he should have done so at
the conclusion of the debate, in order to
permit members to speak for 45 minutes
on the motion. If the Minister wished to
speak early in reply to the mover he
could have asked one of his colleagues to
move the amendment at the end of the
debate.

However, the Minister chose differently.
with all respect to him, I do not think
he was very eager or anxious to answer the
motion because his answer did not display
a great deal of study of it. I do not
ascribe this to Ignorance or laziness, but
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he is probably very busy with his own
portfolios as well as representing the Minis-
ter for Health.

Mr. Bioke rton: The Ignorance and lazi-
ness part of it I will overlook, but do not
try it again, otherwise I may ask you to
be decent enough to withdraw your re-
mark. I will accept it for now. You have
had a good run in this country and in this
Chamber, so do not push it too far.

The SPEAKE R: Order!
Mr. MENSAROS: I ask the House to

oppose the amendment for the following
reasons: I maintain that the constant
requests by the AL.P, to have the
Police Force investigated undermine its
morale and efficiency, Why does It under-
mine It? Because in the public's mind,
an investigation means that something is
wrong. The member for Boulder-Dundas
said that it means education is needed, but
it does liot mean this.

Mr. Hartrey: Why not?
Mr. MENSAROS: If one asks anyone

why an investigation Is needed, he will say,
"Because something is wrong."

Mr. May: That is not right, you know.
You do not have an investigation because
something is wrong.

Mr. MENSAROS: The Minister is en-
titled to his opinion, and to stand by his
opinion. This motion was not moved as
a criticism of the Police Force.

Mr. May: You would not want to dis-
agree with. 'he police outside Australia.

Mr. MF.NSAROS: We do not like the
requests to investigate, because gener-
ally speaking an investigation means that
something is wrong.

Mr. May: It does not mean that at all.
Mr. MENSAROS: The member for

Boulder-Dundas says that in certain cir-
cumstances policemen do not know the
rights of the citizens and this cannot en-
sure a high standard. If this is so the
Police Force needs education-not investi-
gation.

I am quite sure the Police Force, and
indeed the individual officers, would be
grateful for the opportunity to attend a
lecture by the member for Boulder-Dun-
das. I am sure it would be very interesting
and that the audience would enjoy it. This
is the way to deal with the Problem as it
exists. We do not need an investigation
which, in the eye of the Public, and con-
sequently In the eye of the Police Force,
nmeans that something is rng.

Mr. May: That Is not right. You don't
know what You are talking about.

Mr. Graham: As usual.
Mr. May: You are lost without your

notes.
Mr. Bickerton: If the police In your

own country were as good as they are here,
You would not be here.

Mr. MENSAROS: It further undermines
the efficiency of the police-

Mr. Bickerton: You are a Fascist.
Mr. Williams: Look who is talking: He

has more courage than you ever had.
The SPEAKER: Order I The member

will be seated. Members will keep order.
The member for Floreat.

Mr. MENSAROS: It further undermines
the morale of the Police Force because the
AL.P, wishes to perpetuate the situation
of having two sets of laws. In this State
we presently operate with two sets of laws.
There Is one set of laws for demonstrators
and for pseudo-Aborigines setting up tents
outside Parliament House. There is one
set of laws for draft resisters, for the
Beamishes, Brockmans, and Cookes. There
is one set of laws for those who damage the
property of the South African ambassador.
Despite the fact that the Minister con-
demns the action of the people who
damaged the property of the South Afri-
can ambassador, nobody has as yet been
apprehended. There Is one set of laws
for these groups and another set of laws
for the others.

Mr. Bickerton: idttle Hitler.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. MENSAROS: It is my contention

that the consistent requests for an investi-
gation are undermining the efficiency of
the Police Force. The result can only be a
lack of discipline-a much needed quality
of any Police Force. The morale of the
Police Force is undermined because even
the best policemen will be apathetic while
an air of uncertainty exists. The end
result of the constant instigation for in-
vestigation will be the opposite to the effect
desired by the member for Boulder-Dun-
das. It will take away the impartiality of
the force which we so badly need. It will
erode discipline.

The final request of the A.L.P. Executive,
as reported in the newspaper, to the best of
my memory-and I am open to correction
-was for a review of recruitment. What
does that wean to the ordinary man in
the street? It cannot mean anything but
a wish to introduce sonme Patronage and
favouritism. Why does the A.LP, wish to
scrutinise the members of the Police Farce?

Mr. Hartrey: The State Executive did
not say that.

Mr. Graham: Adolf! You do not de-
serve to be in this country.

The SPEAKER: Order! Members will
keep order.

Mr. Graham: We thought we had de-
feated this in the last war.

Mr. MENSAROS: Unless we foster
respect for, instead of contempt of, the
Police Force, we will hasten the result
desired by some individuals and organisa-
tions-complete anarchy. For these rea-
sons I oppose the amendment.
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MR. MePHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [7.53 Mr. Bickerton: You are embarrassing
p.m.]: We are debating the amendment
moved by the Minister. Mr. Speaker. I
notice you have shown a fair degree of
tolerance in this debate, and I trust that
I will receive the same tolerance during
my contribution.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I am sure you will
speak to the amendment and you will not
need tolerance.

Mr. Williams: If he does that it is more
than your speaker did.

Mr. McPHARLIN: This motion, and the
subsequent amendment, deal with a mnat-
ter which is of deep concern to each and
every one of us-the breakdown of law
and order.

Part (a) of the motion, which the Min-
ister has sought to delete, deals with the
A.L.P. and its desire for an investigation
into the Police Force. When this matter
was made known, there was no doubt in
my mind, and I do not think there was
very much doubt in the minds of the pub-
lic, that this investigation was aimed at
criticising the Police Force. It was meant
to convey the impression that the force
was not doing the job it should be doing.

Mr. Hartrey: Did you read the motion
which was carried by the State Executive?

Mr. McPHARLIN: Later on I will read
some notes of a report which appeared in
the paper.

Mr. Hartrey: Oh, the report in the
paper, You read the motion.

Mr. MoPHARLIN: We listened to the
member for Mt. Lawley. He listed a num-
ber of events which have occurred in this
State. The police were respected for their
restricted action with respect to the
Springbok tour. Members have been com-
plimentary of the way the Police Force
has acted during demonstrations.

Mr. Hartrey: This is not in the motion.
Mr. McPHARLIN: We heard the mem-

ber for Boulder-Dundas for a number of
minutes during his speech praising the
Police Force for the work It has done, and
yet since this Government took office, we
have had more disturbances and demon-
stations than before.

Mr. May: Not as many as in Victoria
and in New South Wales where there are
Liberal Governments. And don't forget
we have had a Federal Liberal Government
for over 20 years. There have been more
disturbances during the term of office of
the Liberal Government.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. MePHARLIN: There have been

more disturbances-
Mr. May: What a lot of rot!
Mr. MePHARLIN: -because the organ-

isation which dictates Policy to the Gov-
ernment has indicated that it is not
satisfied with the way the Police Force
operates.

your party.
Mr. May: What party?
Mr. McPI{ARLfl': The disturbing ele-

ment in the community takes advantage
of this attitude and therefore we see more
violence in our State.

Mr. May: In New South Wales and Vic-
toria, where there are Liberal Govern-
ments--

Mr. McPHARLIN: Perhaps the Minister
may be interested in seeing a report which
appeared in the Press.

Mr. May: Of course I would be in-
terested. More interested in that than in
your speech.

Mr. MePHARLIN: It says that in the
last 12 months violence in our State has
doubled.

Mr. May: And trebled in the Eastern
States.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Graham: Billy McMahon!
Mr. McPHARLIN: This indicates, with-

out a doubt, the attitude of the trouble-
some element in our community, because it
fec-Is that the Government is critical of
the Police Force,

Mr. May: You get your whip out.

Mr. McPHARLIN: The Minister for
Housing-

Mr. Bickerton: I am here.
Mr. McPHARLIhJ: -is very prone to

making witty remarks in this House. No
doubt each of us at times has appreciated
the easing of tensions which sometimes
develop in a debate. However, sometimes
the Minister goes beyond sensible contri-
butions or interjections.

Mr. O'Neil: There is no member of the
Government who does not realise that
sarcasm is the wit of the gutter.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. McPHARLIN: I am criticising his
remarks in the House this afternoon. When
I referred to an escaped prisoner in a
question without notice-and members will
realise this is a matter with which the
police are very vitally concerned-

Mr. Bickerton: What would you do with
him if you caught him?

Mr. MePHARLIN: -the Minister for
Housing made a very facetious remark.
This created great mirth on the Govern-
ment side.

Mr. Graham: And your side. Members
are still laughing.

Mr. McPHARLIN: I can imagine the
mirth such a remark would create amongst
the people who were affected whilst Brock-
man was running around loose. A store-
keeper's wife had a nervous breakdown-

Mr. Graham: Sit down and stay down.
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The SPEAKER: Order! The member is
getting away fromi the amendment.

Mr. Graham: He has escaped.
Sir David Brand: Look after the blood

pressure of the Deputy Premier.
Mr. MePHARLIN: I will admit that I

was conscious of departing from the debate
on the amendment,

Mr. Graham: That is wilful defiance of
the Chair!

Mr. MCPHARLIN: During his speech the
Minister commented on the efficiency of
the Police Force. We must have a Police
Force, and it must be efficient. We know
laws as well as a Police Force are necessary
to control the community and to exercise
the authority given to the police under
those laws. The Police Force must have
the confidence, particularly of the Govern-
ment, which should lead in the matter of
upholding law and order. Of course, this
attitude has not been very evident on the
part of this Government. In the case of
one of the gentlemen I mentioned. 29
charges were withdrawn before he faced
the court.

The member for Boulder-Dundas want-
ed rne to quote something about what the
State Executive of the A.LP. had done in
respect of making a suggestion that the
Police Force had been adversely criticised.

Mr. Hartrey: I asked you to quote the
terms of the recommendation carried by
the State Executive of the A.L.P.

Mr. MePHARLIN: I will outline, for the
benefit of the honourable member, the
tactics that were adopted by the T.L.C.

Mr. Hartrey: What has the T.L.C. to do
with the State Executive of the A.L.P.?

Mr. McPHARLIN: An article which
appeared In The West Australian of the
14th July. 1972, contained five main points
of advice that were sent out in a circular.

Point of Order
Mr. HARTHEY:* On a point of order,

Mr. Speaker, the honourabie member Is
discussing what the T.L.C. said and what
was published in a newspaper. We are
discussing what was done by the State
Executive of the A.L.P.

The SPEAKER: There is no point of
order.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
Mr. McPHARLIN: Thank you, Mr.

Speaker. What appeared in the newspaper
seems to be disturbing the members on the
Government side of the House, because
they do not want to hear the contents of
the article. The five main points that
were circulated were-

1. When the police are present at a
union meeting ensure that the
members do not allow themselves
to be provoked or Intimidated by
them.

2. If members are subjected to these
things ensure that the names and
numbers of the police Involved
are obtained and recorded ats
evidence.

Mr. Hartrey: Pretty good advice!
Mr. McPHARLIN: The next two points

are-
3. Take photographs of the police

involved.
4. Answers to police questions other

than giving names and addresses
can be refused.

Mr. Hartrey: Quite right; very good
advice!

Mr. McPHARLIN: The latst point is-
5. At all times the workers should

exercise restraint when approach-
ed by the police.

Mr. Hartrey: Hear, hear!
Mr. MePHARLIN: Can we fairly claim

that the members of the State Executive
of the ALP.-

Mr. Hartrey: That does not refer to the
A.L.P.

Mr. MePHARLIN: It refers to the
unions. Can it be claimed that members
of the State Executive of the A.L.P. were
not advising their members to disregard
the authority of police officers and so
undermine the morale of the Pollee Force?
On how many occasions have we seen
members of the Police Faoe attacked
when attempting to restore law and
order?

Mr. Harman: What would happen to
you?

Mr. McPHARLIN: I think any member
of this House who feels he has enough In-
terest in any debate should stand on his
feet and say something about it, and I
suggest that some of the back-benchers on
the other side of the House should do just
that!.

Mr. Bickerton: Attention!
Mr. McPHARLIhT: How many times do

we see police officers attacked when they
are trying to restore law and order? Only
last year, during one disturbance, a police
officer had his uniform torn and was
punched and kicked. No doubt, like any
of us, he would have liked to retaliate and
give some of these long-haired, scruffy in-
dividuals a cuff behind the ear. However.
a police officer Is not allowed to do that.

Then the Premier-
Mr. Cook: Has he long hair?
Mr. MePHARLIN: -has admitted there

are elements In the community who have
created disturbances that should not be
tolerated. When he opened the confer-
ence of police commissioners in Perth he
made those comments and I think he was
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giving some Indication to the junior mem-
bers of the State Executive of the A.L.P.
to be careful how they proceeded in the
future.

Mr. May: One of them was the member
for Houlder-Dundas.

Mr. MePHARLIN: Those are the corn-
meats the Premier made when he opened
the police commissioner's conference In
Perth. So I oppose the amendment moved
by the Minister for Housing, because there
Is no doubt that the Intention of the
criticism levelled by the State Executive
of the A.LP. was not merely to have an
Investigation conducted into the activities
of the members of the Police Force to
ascertain whether their conditions and
rates of pay could be improved and better
facilities could be provided for them-

Mr. Hartrey: And better training.
Mr. McPHARLI: That was not the

intention of the suggestion made by the
A.L.P.

Mr. Hartrey: I moved that one myself.
Mr. MePHARLIN: The member for

Boulder-Duirdas may think that that was
the intention of the State Executive of
the A.L.P., but the impression gained by
the public from such a suggestion was that
the A.L.P. considered that police officers
were interfering too much with their meet-
Ings, as indicated by what I quoted this
evening. Therefore to try to get away with
the Idea that this attitude was sincere and
to gloss over it will not prove successful.
It is not correct to say that this was not
intended and the Minister for Housing
knows that as well as I do.

I support the motion moved by the
Deputy leader of the opposition and op-
pose the amendment moved by the Minis-
ter for Housing.

MR. RUSHTON (Dale) [8.07 p.m.]: I
also oppose the amendment moved by the
Minister for Housing and support the
motion moved by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition. Our concern, of course,
has been brought about by the constant
oressure of the State Executive of the
A.LP. to conduct an inquiry into our
Police Force, the members of which are
held in nigh esteem by the general public.
Therefore It is our wish that the morale
of the Police Force should not be lowered
in any way.

Mr. Bickerton: Hear, hear! That is the
purpose of the amendment.

Mr. 'RUSHTON: Since the inquiry pre-
viously suggested into the Police Force, we
now have the present suggestion by the
State Executive of the A.L.P. for an Inquiry
into pay conditions of members of the
Police Force, which is nothing more than
an attempt to obtain control of the Police
Force. it would certainly give the A.L.P.
an opportunity to underine the morale of
the force.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What is the Govern-
ment's decision on the matter?

Mr. RUSHTON., We do not know, be-
cause this is something that is continuing
all the time.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The Government's de-
cision has been published.

Mr. RUrSHTON: Our Police Force has
been the subject of a series of challenges
from people who are either unmindful of
the dangers In trying to undermine the
Police Force, or they are taking this action
deliberately to destroy our way of life.
This is the reason that concern has been
expressed by us.

Mr. Hartrey: How can we undermine
the morale of the Police Force by asking
for an Inquiry?

Mr. RUSHTrON: We are making an
attempt in this Howse to give expression
to the fact that we do not want any inter-
ference with our Police Force, but that
we want its members to be held in the
highest regard. We want to have every op-
portunity to improve their morale at every
turn, and we do not want any outside in-
terference with the Police Force. This has
been pointed out very forcibly by other
speakers.

Mr. Lapham: Would an investigation
undermine their morale?

Mr. RUSHTON: An investigation by the
State Executive of the A.LP. would under-
mine anybody. This latest effort by the
A.L.P. is just an extension of everything
that is taking place. Our concern is that
the Government knows It is taking place,
but has shown a disinclination to maintain
the standard of law and order that we
expect to enjoy in this State. We have only
to cast our minds back to what happened
during the tour of the Springboks to this
country, and how the State Executive
reacted to the way the Police Force acted
on that occasion. That was a most upset-
ting event and one which none of us looks
back upon with pride as part of the State's
history. That Is one occasion when we
saw total interference being applied to the
holding of a tour by sportsmen.

That the State Executive of the A.L.P.
should be so active in voicing its dis-
approval of the way the police perform
their duties under such difficult circum-
stances highlights the concern we feel in
regard to this matter. Since the visit of
the Springboks we have seen the State
Executive of the A.LP., through its
general secretary, negotiating with the
present Government for the release of Mr.
Cook in order that he may carry out re-
search for the Guild of Undegraduates.

The SPEAKER: I do not think that has
anything to do with the amendment to the
motion.

Mr. RTJSHTON, I am speaking of how
the State Executive of the A.L.P. is under-
mining the morale of the Police Force.
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Mr. Hartrey: Quote what the State
Executive of the A.L.P. said if you are
going to criticise it.

Mr. RUSHTON: I have made that point
and I will move on to the next one. Our
concern might be a shock and an em-
barrassment to the members on the other
side of the House, but it has been expressed
by speakers throughout this debate. There
is real concern, also, among members of the
community as to whether the Government
is flouting law and order. This is emphas-
ised by the conduct of members opposite.

Recently, during a visit to this State,
a representative of the South African Gov-
ernment was met with abuse when he paid
a visit to the University. This is something
we cannot accept. Also, a short time ago
it was noted that the Minister for Police
was put on the mat for the attitude he
took during the debate on the Ombuds-
man legislation. Surely this represents
interference by the State Executive of the
A.L.P. Then again, in recent times, the
Minister for Police and the Police Force
were criticised over the action that was
taken during a strike that could have got
out of hand.

No wonder we are concerned about the
way this situation is developing when we
see the Secretary for State of the United
States of America not being given the
courtesy of being received by a member
of the Government when he pays a visit
to Western Australia. Apparently all the
Ministers were visiting the Ord River at
the time. It isno wonder we arecaen-
cerned when we saw the way the Secretary
for State of the United States of America
was treated whilst he was travelling along
St. George's Terrace. That was a blatant
disregard for law and order. Not only are
we concerned, but the public are con-
cerned, and it is high time the Government
gave the police all the backing it can
apart from the backing the Opposition can
give it to maintain what we hold dear.

Mr. Bickerton: He was not abused by
the police.

Mr. RUSHTON: He was protected by
the police. However, at that time he was
under attack by those who should know
better.

Mr. Bickerton: That is the very purpose
of the amendment.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Minister has in-
vited me to read the motion he has tried
to amend, and so I will accept his invita-
tion. It reads as follows:-

That in the opinion of this House:-
(a) the persistent moves by the

State Executive of the Aus-
tralian Labor Party to have
the Western Australian police
force investigated are to be
deplored and are attempts to
undermine the morale as well
as the emfciency and the
effectiveness of the force;

The Minister for Housing, by Is amend-
ment, is trying to delete that paragraph.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Read what we are try-
ing to retain.

Mr. O'Neil: The Government would not
have the courage to move a motion such
as that.

Mr. Bickerton: I can smell your motion
from here.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. RUSHTON: We are trying to re-

tain that paragraph as part of a motion
that is badly needed to be passed by this
House. We saw the blatant efforts of the
members of the State Executive of the
AL.P, in bringing the Minister for Police
before them and telling him where he got
off.

Mr. Bickerton: Democracy at its best!
Mr. RUSHTON: When the Minister for

Police had to confront them he said. "My
boys will do their job," or words to that
effect. Every credit is due to the Minister
for Police for adopting such an attitude.

However, this was not good enough. He
was taken to task. Various branches of
the Labor Party found that the police had
confiscated some of the gear which was
used in the various affronts, and he was
criticised for this. I will give him his due.
He had the courage to defend the action of
the police and I am certain the police
appreciated the protection he gave on that
occasion. One does not need to say much
more-

Mr. flartrey: Hear, hear!
Mr. RUSHTON: -to indicate very

clearly why this motion is to the point
and should be supported and why I cer-
tainly oppose the Minister's amendment.

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

Mr. Bateman
Mr. Bertram
Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr. Brown
Mr. Bryce
Mr. Burke
Mr. Cook
Mr. H. D. Evans
Mr. T. D. Evans
Mr. Fletcher

Mr. Bisikie
Sir David Brand
Mr. Coyne
Mr. Gayfer
Mr. Orsyden
Mr. flutchinaon
Mr. Lewis
Mr. W. A. Mannin
Mr. McPharlin
Mr. Mensaros
Mr. Naider

Ayes
Mr. Davies;
Mr. J. TI. Tonkin
Mr. Moller

Ayes-22
Mr. Graham
Mr. Hartrey
Mr. Jamnieson
Mr. Jones
Mr. Laphamn
Mr. May
Mr. McIver
Mr. Seweli
Mr. Taylor
Mr. A. R. Tonkin
Mr. Harman

(Teller)
Noes 22

Mr. O'Neil
Mr. Reid
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runciman
Mr. Rushton
Mr. Stephens
Mr. Thompson

g Mr. Williams
Mr. R. L. Young
Mr. WV. 0. Young
Mr. 1. W. Manning

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
Dr. Dadour
Sir Charles Court
Mr. O'Connor
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The SPEAKER: The voting being equal,
I give my casting Vote with the Ayes.

Mr. Graham: Well done!
Mr. Jamieson: Good judgment!
Mr. O'NeiI: Shame!
Amendment thus passed.

Motion, as Amended
31R. O'NEIL (East Melville-Deputy

Leader of the Opposition) [8.19 p.m.]:
The weight of numbers of the Govern-
ment parties having emasculated my
motion-

Mr. Graham: What's this "parties" in
the plural? We are singular.

Mr. T. D. Evans: And united!
Mr. O'NEIL: I am glad the Deputy

Premier had the astuteness to pick up the
implication that there appears to be more
than one group of people governing this
State. I did not realise he was quite so
astute.

Mr. Graham: You are young enough to
learn.

Mr. O'NEIL: It was patently obvious
that the Government, by weight of num-
bers, would be successful in deleting the
part of my motion which expresses con-
cern at the attitude of the State Executive
of the A.L.P. in constantly needling the
Police Force.

Mr. Hartrey: You are misrepresenting
and unfairly disparaging the attitude of
the Stale Executive.

Mr. O'NE1L: My word I am not. As
I indicated when speaking to the amend-
mnent, at least I am grateful for the fact
that for the first time the Government
will, because of pressure of the Opposi-
tion. publicly acknowledge the need for an
effective and efficient Police Force.

Mr. Jamieson: Next time you want to
move a motion get us to compose It and
it might not be altered so much.

Mr, O'NEIL: I was accused of having
someone else compose the motion for me
but I assure members that if ever I look
to anyone to compose a motion for me It
will certainly not be In the direction of
the minister for Works.

Mr. Graham: You ight be better for
it if you did.

Mr. O'NEIL: Members will appreciate
that my contribution on this occasion
closes the debate. As I have said, I am
grateful that at least on this occasion
Parliament can express public recognition
of the need for an effective and efficient
police Force, and I trust the Government
will take a lesson from what has been said:
that Is, that to be effective and efficient
the Police Force should be relieved of the
pin-pricking of the State Executive of the
A.L.P.

Question (motion, as amended) put and
passed.

DEBATE ON AMENDMENTS; TIME
LIMITS.

Ruling by Speaker
THE SPEAKER (Mr. Norton): I wish to

draw attention to a point in respect of time
limits raised by the member for Floreat
during the debate just concluded. I would
point out that since I have been here an
amendment to the Address-in-Reply has
been ruled by Speaker Guthrie and Speaker
Hearman to be a censure motion and
therefore each member is entitled to 45
minutes.

An amendment, such as the one just
debated, has been ruled by other Speakers
to be classed as "other motions" with a
time limit of 20 minutes.

RURAL RECONSTRUCTION SCHEME
Guidelines: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 23rd August,
on the following motion by Mr. Reid: -

(1) That the Minister for Agriculture
take immediate action to give
greater flexibility of funds between
debt reconstruction and f arm
build-up.

(2) That the Minister should give
immediate approval for funds
from rural reconstruction to be
made available to sons of farmers
for assistance to purchase family
properties.

(3) That the Minister Instruct the
rural reconstruction authority to
use more realistic product valua-
tions when assessing farm viabi-
lity.

(4) That rejected applicants be re-
considered under the suggested
improved guidelines.

MRL. W. G. YOUNG (Roe) [8.23 p.m.]:
Briefly I wish to support my colleague's
motion for a suggested alteration to the
guidelines of the Rural Reconstruction
Scheme. This motion has been before the
House now for a considerable time during
which It has been up and down on the
notice paper. Tonight is the first opportu-
nity we have had to deal with it for some
time, and it is most opportune that it has
come up for debate tonight because yes-
terday, when Introducing his Budget, the
Treasurer was quite laudatory in his re-
marks concerning the upturn of the rural
economy. He made quite a point of the
fact that the rural economy had improved
in the last 12 months and he indicated
how this upturn was affecting and improv-
ing the economy of the State.

I believe that It is Incumbent now upon
the Minister for Agriculture, In view of the
rise in the price of wool, to contact the
Minister for Primary Industry. We hear
every day about the remarkable improve-
ment In the price of wool. I think today's top
price was 501e a kilo for crossbred wool.

3774



[Wednesday, 4 October, 1972] 77

I have just seen same figures supplied by
another member in the Rfouse which prove
that it is time the Minister contacted the
Minister for Primary Industry to arrange
for a completely new look at the rural
situation.

It is obvious that many people are being-
forced to leave their farms. Others are
remaining but are in very straitened cir-
cumnstances. The pessimistic outlook
which has been used when assessing a
farm's viability is no longer evident. Ac-
cording to the Premier's own wards, the
situation is so much improved that the
economy of the State has been given a
complete uplift,

If the Minister for Agriculture cannot
prevail upon the Federal Minister and
other Ministers of the Agricultural Council
to consider this scheme, then, because of
the improved conditions within the State,
the Premier should live up to his election
promise; that is, that no farmer would be
forced to leave his farm as a result of lack
of finance. The Premier stated that such
a person would be given a living allowance
to remain on his farm.

In reply to a question asked yesterday
the minister for Agriculture revealed his
optimism regarding the growing of wheat
next year. We also know the situation
relative to wool. Some 12 to 18 months
ago the depressed price averaged 25c a
pound, but now the price, on today's
figures, is averaging close to 200c a kilo.

Mr. Graham: Boom conditions!

Mr. W. G. YOUNG: Yesterday the price
was 167c and It has risen again today so
it must be getting close to the 200c mark.
I am not suggesting that that is the exact
figure.

Mr. H. D. Evans: The authority has the
prerogative to examine prices in connec-
tion with its policy at all times, and it
does do this.

Mr. W. G. YOUNG: I am well aware of
this and that Is why I am on my feet.
I want to ensure that that prerogative is
exercised because the Minister knows as
well as I do that over the last few months
many farmers who have applied for assist-
ance under the scheme have had their
farms declared to be nonviable and have
been forced to leave them. Some have
remained, but are living under very re-
stricted financial conditions. Creditors are
haunt'ng their doorsteps with summonses
for amounts owing.

However, the situation now is more
optimistic. We all recall the knockers
who 12 to 18 months ago said that farm-
ing is finished. Now they are proved to
have been completely wrong. I trust that
in the next few days the Minister will
make some announcement indicating that
those wxho have been refused help under
the scheme can reapply. I know of some
of these cases because I have bedn

handling them personally. In many in-
stances the farmers are only a few hun-
dred dollars short of proving the viability
of their farms. With the upturn men-
tioned these people would have a good
chance of being able to prove that their
farms are now viable.

It gives me much pleasure, therefore, to
assist my colleague In his move to have
the guidelines of the Rural Reconstruc-
tion Scheme altered so that the farmers
of Western Australia will no longer suffer
the Indignities of straitened financial
circumstances. This would give the Pre-
miier an opportunity to carry out one of
his policy speech promises; that is, that
no farmer would be forced to leave his
farm because of lack of finance.

MR. FLETCHER
P.M.]: It is usually
spokesman on rural
am not.

(Fremantle) [8.20
said that I am a
iffairs. I certainly

Mr. Hutchinson: y7ou should be.
Mr. FLETCHER: However, I feel I

should make some contribution to the
debate on this motion.

Mr. McPharlin: Do you want any help?
Mr. FLETCHER: None at all, thanks.

This afternoon the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition really let off steam In criticis-
ing the present Government in respect of
notice of motion No. 4 on today's notice
paper. I want to hark back to 1970 when
the previous Government was in office
and the Opposition of the day-those who
are now on the Government side of the
House-initiated a motion. It is said that
comparisons are odious, but I suppose it
depends who is on the receiving end.

Mr. Gayfer: It is the numbers game.
Mr. FLETCHER: I will read out the

motion under discussion for the benefit of
members. I do not think the previous
speaker did this, although I was tempor-
arily out of the House at one stage. It is
some considerable time since the motion
has been discussed and I would like to
refresh the memories of those present.

Mr. WV. A. Manning: Yours, too?
Mr. FLETCHER: I have studied the

motion carefully so that I could speak
to it, as distinct from many members who
spoke to another motion earlier today. The
motion reads-

(1) That the Minister for Agriculture
take immediate action to give
greater flexibility of funds be-
tween debt reconstruction and
farm build-up.

(2) That the Minister should give im-
mediate approval for funds from
rural reconstruction to be made
available to sons of farmers f or
assistance to purchase fam-iy pro-
perties.
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(3) That the Minister instruct the
rural reconstruction authority to
use more realistic product valu-
ations when assessing farm
viability.

(4) That rejected applications be re-
considered under the suggested
Improved guidelines.

I suggest that part (1) of the motion
relates to a problem which the present
Government Inherited from the previous
Government. The problem is still with us
and, yet, Country Party members In par-
ticular have the temerity to criticise the
Government over something which we, In
opposition, asked the previous Govern-
ment to do something about.

Mr. W. A. Manning: The scheme was
not operating then.

Mr. FLETCHER; The previous Govern-
ment did not assist in this regard, as I
will explain presently. In fact, farmers in
the areas of members opposite would also
be able to explain this point.

Mr. Gayfer: We are dealing with rural
reconstruction.

Mr. FLETCHER: I will concede the
Rural Reconstruction Scheme had not been
initiated at the time if that concession is
of any satisfaction to members opposite.
However the previous Government was in
the saddle and had the opportunity to do
something about the situation. It did
nothing. I ask members opposite to be
quiet while I address the Chair.

Mr. Gayici-: I was complimenting the
Government for introducing rural recon-
struction.

Mr. FLETCHER:, I have conceded that
rural reconstruction had not been initiated
at that time. Part (2) of the motion is
an attempt to tell the Government how it
should disburse the limited funds it has
available.

Mr. Gayfer: To tell the Government how
to disburse!1

Mr. FLETCHER: This part of the motion
suggests that funds should be made avail-
able to the sons of farmers. I ask mem-
bers opposite: Why not go all the way
and make funds available to sons-in-law,
brothers, cousins, uncles, and aunts? To
hell with the expense!I

Mr. W. G. Young: You do not under-
stand.

Mr. MePharlin: You certainly do not.
Mr. W. A. Manning: These are Com-

monwealth funds.

Mr. FLETCHER: Members opposite are
asking us to disburse money to the sons
of farmers.

Mr. Gayfer: We are asking you to dis-
burse.

Mr. FLETCHER: To hell with the ex-
pense; the request is to give more help to
farmers, irrespective of their managerial
ability. I heard the Minister deal very
capably with that point.

It is worth noting that when the pre-
sent Government was in Opposition a
motion of urgency was moved by the pre-
sent Premier who was then Leader of the
Opposition. If members opposite will be
quiet I will give them the reference in
Hansard,

Mr. W, G. Young: What does this have
to do with rural reconstruction?

Mr. FLETCHER: The urgency motion
concerned the very question which we are
discussing at the moment. The debate can
be found in Vol. I of Hansard of 1970
at page 841. I ask members to refer back
to this debate because, in view of the
Speaker's recent edict, I cannot read it
entirely from Hansard.

Mr. Gayfer: A similar motion was
moved in connection with drought in 1914,
too.

Mr. FLETCHER:. In view of the Speak-
er's edict I will be specific in respect
of the verbiage of the motion, but I will
summarise the comments in support
of assistance which were put forward
by the present Premier who was then the
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr. W. A. Manning: What has this to do
with the Rural Reconstruction Authority?

Mr. FLETCHER: I am merely pointing
out that members opposite are asking the
Government to do now what the previous
Government was not Prepared to do at
that time.

I ask the House to listen to what we
attempted to do at the time, but the pre-
vious Government ignored the request. I
will quote the motion, in part, which the
Leader of the opposition at the time
moved, "That this House do now adjourn
to emphasize the urgent necessity for the
Government to take further and more
realistic and effective action to alleviate
the distress in the rural economy ."This
motion was moved on Tuesday, the 22nd
September, 1970. We all know who the
Premier was at the time.

Mr. Gayfer: Rural reconstruction came
in af ter that.

Mr. 'FLETCHER: A letter in support of
the motion read, in part, as follows:-

... to alleviate the distress in the
rural economy resulting from recur-
ring adverse seasonal conditions, fall-
ing prices, rising costs and arbitrary
restrictions on wheat production and
to give full consideration to the imple-
mentation of our rural relief laws In
their existing or requisitely amended
form and to all other means available,
to ameliorate the plight of our rural
Population and to restore to it some
hope for the future.
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Members apposite are being critical of the
present Minister for the way in which he
has administered the disbursement of the
funds available.

Sir David Brand: Let us have a run-
down on the loans.

Mr, W.A. Manning;. Do you know that
an authority has been established to handle
this?

Mr. FLETCHER: Yes.
Mr. W. A. Manning; It does not sound

as if you do.
Mr. H. D. Evans: Members opposite are

suggesting it should go beyond the scope
of the present Commonwealth-State agree-
ment.

Mr. Gayfer: Only because the Premier
suggested he could make $10,00,000O avail-
able tomorrow.

Mr. H. D. Evans: You are suggesting it
should go beyond the scope of that ar-
rangement.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
member for Fremantle.

Mr. FLETCHER: Thank you. Mr. Deputy
Speaker. The present Opposition did
nothing at that time for the farmers who
could be made viable.

Mr. Nalder: Who are you trying to fool?
Mr. FLETCHER: Now the Opposition Is

suggesting that the Government should
assist farmers who are not viable. That
is the substance of my ut-iLielsjii.

Mr. W. 0. Young: Who suggested that
the Government should assist farmers who
are not viable? I certainly did not.

Mr. FLETCHER: I did not mention the
member for Roe personally. I am sug-
gesting that the motion implies this. I
will ignore all further comments from
members on the other side of the House
rather than see whether I can shout down
members opposite.

Sir David Brand: The Deputy Speaker
would like that.

Mr. FLETCHER: I inform my farmer
friends opposite-

Mr. Gayfer: Do not look at me like
that.

Mr. FLETCHER: -that there are good
men who could survive even though they
do not appear to be economic when they
auply for assistance. The Government is
doing all it can in respect of the special
loans which have been made available
to farmers to enable them to plant their
crops. Members know very well that re-
rayment of the loans is on a five-year
basis.

Mr. W. 0. Young: That was being done
beforehand.

Mr. W, A. Manning: That has nothing
to do with the scheme under discussion.

Mr. F!LETCHER: This scheme will bene-
fit hundreds of farmers. Additional bene-
fits will flow from the expected wheat
harvest and the orders which are coming
forward for our wheat.

Mr. Gayfer: Do you know anything about
the wheat harvest which is expected? Do
you know what it looks like when there
is no rain?

Mr. FLETCHER: That has nothing to
do with the motion. I will briefly sum-
marise what happened in the debate in
1970 to which I have referred. Part of
the debate Is to be found on pages 841
to 843 inclusive of Hansard f or 1970. I
do not intend to read all that was said
on that occasion, but I will read the per-
tinent section.

Mr. McPharlln: You have heard the
Speaker's ruling on members reading from
Hansard.

Mr. Nalder: Get on to the subject.
Mr. FLETCHER: Members opposite are

trying to disconcert me without success.
Mr. Bertram: They are being malicious.
Mr. FLETCHER:, The present Premier

had talked of a meeting of farmers.

Point of Order
Mr. McPHAJUJII: I rise on a point of

order. The subject of the debate is rural
reconstruction and suggested alterations
to the guidelines. The member who Is
speaking is reading from Mansard details
of a debate which took place long before
rural reconstruction came into existence
and I claim he is out of order.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I must agree
with the point of order and I ask the
member for Fremantle to confine his re-
marks to the motion on today's notice
paper.

Debate fon motion) Resumed
Mr. FLETCHER: I deliberately read the

motion with the intention of speaking to
it. The motion under discussion refers to
rejected applicants being reconsidered
under the suggested improved guidelines.
In what I attempted to quote I merely
wanted to point out that the Government
of the day had the opportunity to do just
that. Had I not been rudely interrupted
I would have mnade my point.

In the debate in 1970 the present
Premier referred to a meeting which
took place in the Esperance district, and
he quoted a report which appeared in
The West Australian on the 16th of the
month.

Mr. Osyfer: Which month?
Mr. FLETCHER: One of the motions

agreed to at the meeting was--
* To ask the Government for im-

mediate finance for living expenses
for farmers affected by drought, This
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finance should be available till
drought relief or any other help
became available.

This is relevant to what we are discussing.
I emphasise the words, "till drought relief
or any other help became available." It is
now available and the Government is
doing its best with the disbursements, but
it comes in for all this criticism.

Mr. Gayler: flow much is available?

Mr. FLETCHER: The report also stated
that the farmers at that time were unable
to raise finance to buy food. The meeting
agreed unanimously that the Government's
offer of $450 until after the harvest would
do little to alleviate the problems caused
by constant drought. it considered that
very few would benefit. The following is
one further extract from that debate:-

The president of the council, Mr.
L. Gleeson, said later that the level
of assistance needed was made quite
clear. To procrastinate further would
mean disaster.

I have read out these remarks to dem-
onstrate the difference in attitude between
the Previous Government and the present
Government. I say that the present Gov-
ernment is doing its best and the motion
on the notice paper is quite unjustified.

Mr. W. G. Young: You do not know what
you are talking about.

Mr. FLETCHER: I mentioned earlier
that special loans had been made available
to farmers to enable them to plant craps.
In contradistinction to the criticism of the
present Government made by members
opposite I would like the House to know-
and I ask rural members to listen attent-
ively-that at the time that motion was
moved we heard pious platitudes f rom
members of the previous Government and
words of wisdom from the present Min-
ister for Agriculture. I hope the present
Government will enjoy the confidence of
this State for many years to come and this
hope is shared by a correspondent of mine.
In discussion of this motion we have heard
a great deal of criticism of the Govern-
ment and the Minister for Agriculture for
not administering his portfolio properly.
If that had not been the purpose of mem-
bers opposite the motion would not be on
the notice paper.

Mr. Gayfer: Was Your Government the
founder of rural reconstruction?

Mr. FLETCHER: The letter is written
on paper which bears the heading of the
Farmers' Union. For the sake of accuracy,
I must read every word to the House.

Mr. O'Neil: That is not allowed.

Mr. FLETCHER: The heading on the
letter is, "The Farmers' Union, W.'A"Stirling Zone of the Farmers' Union."

The SPEAKER: I hope it is not too long.

Mr. FLETCHER: No, it is not. It is only
about half a dozen lines. Surely, in respect
of this motion, a letter could be read. I
am making it known that the president's
name is D, J. O'Neil and the secretary's
name is Woodhams. The secretary wrote
to the Minister and said-

At the last meeting of the above
zone the following Motion v..t carried
unanimously:-

I am sure it will be agreed that a motion
must be read in its entirety. The motion
reads--

That the Stirling Zone Council of
the Farmers' Union convey to the
Minister for Agriculture a sincere vote
of thanks for the sympathetic hearing
afforded the deputation from this
zone regarding the granting of addi-
tional carry-on finance for farmers
affected by adverse weather conditions
namely the out of season rains which
occurred in November 1971.

Mr. Gayfer; What has this to do with
rural reconstruction?

Mr. FLETCHER,. The letter continues-
Because of the positive action im-

plemented by you farmers are able to
overcome what was in many cases ex-
treme hardship as well as being able
to continue farming. Without this
assistance many would have had to
leave their farms,

Mr. Gayfer: There are a lot of lines.
Mr. FLETCHER: The letter continues-

Once again please accept the sin-
cere thanks of the zone.

Yours faithfully,
R. Woodhams, Hon. Sec.

Mr. O'Neil: What is the president's
name?

Mr. FLETCHER: That was written on
the 22nd July, 1972.

Mr. Gayfer: When did rural reconstruc-
tion begin?

Mr. FLETCHER: I read that for the emn-
barrassment of members opposite.

Mr. Nalder:, We know that gentleman
well.

Mr. FLETCHER: He does not think a.
great deal of the previous Government.

Mr. W. G. Young: He was given a sym-
pathetic bearing. He did not get any
money.

The SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr. FLETCHER: I am speaking to you,

Mr. Speaker, not to the disorderly rabble
on my right. I say this letter, which lauds
the present Minister, is worth reading to
this House. I have related the situation
that existed under the previous Govern-
ment, where, In effect, the farmers in that
area told the previous Government by im-
plication precisely what it could do with
its miserly contribution.
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Mr. Lewis: How do you arrive at that?
Mr. FLETCHER: The Minister replied

on the 31st July and thanked those kind
People for their well earned and well
merited remarks.

Mr. Nalder: How did you get hold of
that letter?

Mr. FLETCHER: it is no business of the
honourable member how I got hold of it,
but I find it to be of considerable value.

Mr. Nalder: Are you the Assistant Min-
ister for Agriculture?

Mr. W. A. Manning: It must be the only
one he got.

Mr. FLETCHER:. I find It of consider-
able value, even though members on the
opposite side might find it of considerable
embarrassment.

Mr. Nalder: We know the gentleman
only too well. Have you met him?

Mr. FLETCHER: At any rate, we on this
side of the House sympathise with the
situation that exists. The Minister and
this Government are doing their very best,
and as a consequence this motion suggest-
ing alterations to the Rural Reconstruc-
tion Scheme Is both unjustified and unfair.

Mr. Nalder: Sit down. You do not know
what you are talking about.

MR.ft REID (Blackwood) [8.49 p.m.]: I
would like to commence by thanking the
member for Fremantle for a very en-
lightening contribution, although I am
afraid it v as a zsadly inaccurate one.

Mr. O'Neil:- He grows a lot of weeds
down Fremantle way.

Mr. REID: I believe the logic he dis-
played was similar to that which he pre-
sented when he recommended that the
Naval Base be moved from Cockburn
Sound to Pr~ncess Royal Harbour in Al-
bany in order that a bomb would not be
dropped on his front doorstep.

This motion was introduced into the
House on the 18th April this year with
the intention of clarifying a number of
points. One of those points was the availa-
bility of finance for debt reconstruction
and farm build-up. Members may remem-
ber that at that time there was a provi-
sion for 50 per cent, to be allocated for
farm build-up and debt reconstruction.
Because the ratio of applications was- at
that time running very strongly in favour
of debt reconstruction-about six to one,
from memory-members on this side of
the Rouse were concerned that there
would be a build-up of funds on one side
and a great shortage of funds on the other
side. There was therefore a need to clari-
fy the situation in regard to the aliocation
of funds because at no time prior to that
had there been any clear indication from
the Minister that he would make money
available from one or other of the funds
or ease the requirements for transfer of
the funds.

Mr. H. D. Evans: That is not Quite
correct. Statements were made indicating
that there was a certain flexibility beyond
the specified 50:50.

Mr. REID: But a very minor one. I
think the Minister must agree that, des-
pite repeated questioning, at no time did
he indicate to this House that there would
be full flexibility of funds. it was des-
cribed as "some flexibility.- As members
know full well-and I believe I can prove
it-the allocation of funds is affecting the
acceptance rate of applications, and this
is a very vital point that needs to be dis-
cussed.

The second objective in moving this
motion was to try to improve the situa-
tion of farmers and encourage or enable
sons to take over properties from their
fathers. Despite all the argument that
has ensued, I still believe this is one of
the most serious lacks in the Rural Re-
construction Scheme today. The son of
a farmer will only be considered if he
has equity in his land. I think those of
us who have any real knowledge of agri-
culture will accept that the sons of farm-
ers know the score: they know what is
involved: they know how hard the life
can be; and they are the People who have
the best prospects of success. I believe it
is a most unfortunate and retrograde step
to preclude such a large number of them
from assistance through the Rural Recon-
struction Scheme.

I think the situation has been improved
markedly by the Federal Government's
recenit announcement in the Budget of its
intention to abolish the means test. The
single fact of the abolition of the means
test will mean a great deal to farmers, not
only in Western Australia but also
throughout the rest of Australia, because
in the past their farms had an asset-
backing value that precluded themn from
obtaining social services assistance. Per-
haps their sons were unable to produce
sufficient equity in the property to be
able to raise money to buy other farms
under rural reconstruction. Therefore we
had an increasing number of farmers in
the older age group because their only
equity In life was the tenure of their land.
They could not generate the eligibility re-
quired for any type of pension, so the
fathers hung onto the land to see their
time out while the sons went to the city
and got Jobs, and once they got jobs and
settled in they very rarely came back.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is too
much audible conversation.

Mr. REID: I think there is still an
anomaly In this respect but I believe the
action of the Federal Government in
abolishing the means test In the next three
years will help to rectify it.

The method of assessing farm viability
and product valuations had been of tre-
mendous concern to members of this
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House since the inception of the scheme.
I would like to mention that the reason
for introducing this motion was not one
of criticism; It was one of clarification to
enable the scheme, which was designed to
assist farming and agriculture in Western
Australia, to work more efficiently, and to
give a better understanding of it. Those
who live in country areas will be aware of
the tremendous confusion that still sur-
rounds rural reconstruction applications.

Mr. Brown: That is not right.
Mr. REID: I think it is.
Mr. Brown: It is not. You had better

look at the latest review of the Bank of
New South Wales.

Mr. REID: I have seen that, but there
is tremendous confusion amongst appli-
cantls about the reasons for their rejec-
tions and the values that have been put
on their products.

Mr. Brown: That is not correct.
Mr. REID: If we refer to questions re-

garding this matter which have been asked
in this House since the 18th April this
Year, when the motion was introduced, we
will find that at that date 183 applications
had been made, of which 68 had been
approved, which is an acceptance rate of
37 per cent. For debt reconstruction, 972
applications had been received and 287
approved, which is an acceptance rate of
28 per cent. to 29 per cent.

Mr. Brown: What does Professor R. 0.
Waldie think about It?

Mr. REID: I think members will see the
point I am making. On the 18th August,
221 applications had been received for
farm build-up and 87 had been approved.
During those four months the acceptance
rate suddenly leapt from 37 per cent. to
50 per cent. At that date 1,172 applica-
tions for debt reconstruction had been
received and 379 had been approved. The
acceptance rate leapt from between 28 per
cent. and 29 per cent, to 46 per cent.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Do you not think the
first set of applicants would have been
those in the most desperate position? This
has been the experience.

Mr. W. G. Young: No, not altogether.
Mr. H. D. Evans: This Is part of the

story.
Mr. REID: Between the 8th August and

today we see another remarkable change
In the acceptance rate. The acceptance
rate for farm build-up has now dropped
to 25 per cent., which is the lowest per-
centage of acceptance since the Introduc-
tion of the scheme. The acceptance rate
for debt reconstruction has now dropped
to 221~ per cent., which Is less than half
what it was three months ago. This is
the point that concerns this side of the
Mouse. The wind blows hot and cold in
rural reconstruction. With the tremendous

Increase in wool prices, how does this type
of fluctuation come about? It is too great
to be coincidental, and I say it has a
strong relationship to the amount of funds
available.

An examination of the funds that are
available is fairly enlightening. On the
8th September this year, of a total of
$17,230,000, the funds approved amounted
to $11,360,'000, and the balance for the
next 11 months was $5,900,000. The scheme
looked as if it were going to run out of
funds. Between that date and now only
approximately $50,000 has been approved.
This means the acceptance rate has
dropped to less than half what it was three
months ago, during a time when wool has
hit the highest price since the 1950s.

To illustrate one of the points which
concern members on this side of the
House I will read an extract from a letter
written by a rejected client. I do not
like to read out letters, but this high-
lights the point I am making. I quote-

We feel it a little unjust of them
to say we cannot service our liabilities
when in the previous year we met all
our obligations and reduced the
stock a/c from $18,000 to its present
$5,000.

Our main hope was for the RA.
to take over our debt with the stock
firm and also the remaining payments
on the purchase of the farm. Both of
these have high interest rates.

I know that one cannot draw firm con-
clusions from one case, but I believe that
at a time when the price of wool has
leapt upwards so tremendously, the rejec-
tion rate of the Rural Reconstruction
Authority has also leapt upwards. The
rejection rate has leapt up to its highest
point since the inception of the scheme, at
a time when beef cattle prices are at their
highest, when it looks as though wheat
quotas will be almost totally removed, and
when wool prices are almost triple those
of 12 months ago.

This is the basis of the concern ex-
pressed by members on this side of the
House, and the member for F'remantle
can interpret it any way he likes. I be-
lieve that members who represent farming
communities and who understand the
feelings in those communities will support
mec when I say there is a great deal of
-confusion and mystification as to why
some people are rejected and some are
accepted.

Mr. Fletcher: In the early days farmers
I know went out with an axe to clear their
land. Now their equivalents haven't that
spirit.

Mr. W. 0. Young: You wouldn't know.
Mr. Fletcher: I have relatives who are

farmers.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr. REID: I think one of the things that
has affected the successful reconstruction
of fanning in Western Australia Is the
shortage of real lending facilities. When
we consider the history of finance for
farming we find a most remarkable situa-
tion. There are approximately eight
lending institutions to which farmers can
apply for funds at the present time. I
would like briefly to touch on these, be-
cause rural reconstruction offers assis-
tance to farmers.

First there is the Commonwealth De-
velopment Bank, which offers loans from
eight to 15 years. Commercial trading
banks offer loans to farmers probably for
terms of five to eight years. Then there
is the Rural and Industries Bank which
offers loans on the same terms, except for
its agency loans which are for a longer
term but are not of great substance.
Agency loans are granted selectively, and
they are limited in number.

We also have assurance companies which
normally lend money on a basis of seven
to 10 years. I would point out that I am
not speaking of interest rates now. Stock
firms also lend money to farmers, but they
offer a highly unsatisfactory method of
funding farm operations.

Mr. Brown: Hear, hear!
Mr. REID: The stock firms, more than

any other form of lending institution,
blow hot and cold and they want their
money back as quickly as possible. They
will lend money for certain things which
may not be very urofitable_ or of great
benefit to the farmer, although they are
highly profitable and of great benefit to
stock firms. Stock firms exercise control
over their money, and generally grant it
to tanners for use in directions which may
not be of much benefit to the farmer In the
long term.

Then we have vendor financing which,
again, is a most unsatisfactory method.
We have hire-purchase companies, which
normally want their money back within
four years. They lend money at an in-
terest rate which is completely unrealistic
when compared 'with the value or the
earning ability of the land. Finally, we
have the Rural Reconstruction Authority,
which offers loans over 20 to 30 years.
Basically, those are the facilities available
in Australia for the financing of farm
operations.

So the farmer has only a restricted op-
portunity to borrow money. First of all.
the Commonwealth Development Bank Is
restricted to lending, I think, $15,000,000.
Then there is the Rural Reconstruction
Authority which lays down a guideline for
assistance. Someone said the farmer must
be broke before he qualifies for that
assistance, and certainly it would appear
that it is necessary for him to be almost
broke. It has been pointed out that if he
is altogether broke he cannot receive
assistance.

The SPEAKER: Order., There is too
much audible conversation.

Mr. REID: So the two main facilities
which provide money for farmers are both
most restrictive. That is one of the
reasons for the introduction of the motion
-to try to highlight the Inadequacies of
rural lending in Australia, and in Western
Australia particularly.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is too
much audible conversation.

Mr. REID: On the 4th April, 1972, we
saw the following headline in The West
Australian:-

Farmers to ask Govt. for $300m,.
Under a Canberra dateline the article
went on to state-

Australian farmer organisations will
ask the Federal Government to pro-
vide an extra $300 million for rural
reconstruction, to be used after June,
1973.

From memory I think prior to that some
farming leaders had forecast that it
would be necessary to make available
$400,000,000 to $500,000,000. These are
not handouts, but loans. For as long as
I can remember the farming community
has asked for long-term, low-interest
loans, and it has yet to obtain them. I
believe the fact that long-term, low.
interest loans arc not available to any
worth-while extent is probably one of the
greatest shortcomings in the industry.

We have currently an agricultural in-
debtedness approaching $2,100,000,000. In
his Budget announcement the Minister for
Primary Industry stated that $20,000,000
would be allocated to the Proposed estab-
lishment of a national rural bank, I would
like to quote the following extract from
his remarks:-

The provision of the $20 million
together with the national rural bank
concept yet to be spelled out will im-
prove farmers access to credit and at
the same time improve the certainty
of farmers management decisions. It
will be a tremendous boon to the
rural sector in its present circum-
stances.

I do not think any member of the House
would argue with that statement. The
purpose of the motion is to allow a
greater flexibility in the use of the funds,
and to bring to the notice of the Minister
the fact that more funds are needed.

We are concerned that the eligibility
requirements are such that farmers who
are worthy of assistance May fall to re-
ceive it, whilst others who are Perhaps
not so worthy may receive it. It is tre-
mendously difficult to assess the viability
of farmers. One of the problems, of
course, Is that we are faced with fluectua-
tions not only in markets, but also in the
weather. We are at the mercy of the
elements, and that has been shown up this
year.
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I believe that is probably one of the
reasons that the Rural Reconstruction
Authority has difficulty in assessing
viability; that is, it must gaze into a
crystal ball and look into the future. That
is an element which has been built into
the assessment of viability and it concerns
those on this side of the House.

The last aspect concerning rural recon-
struction upon which I would like to touch
concerns the introduction of a Bill to grant
horticultural assistance to orchardists. Un-
fortunately, here again we find criteria Im-
posed which are most restrictive. I feel
the wvhole scheme will fall because of this.
The scheme has been introduced to run
for one year only, and it has nine months
left to run before it terminates. The
eligibility requirement Is so marginal that
I am afraid the whole scheme will fail.
The eligibility clause is too inflexible.

I would urge the Minister to use his
offices in every possible direction to
achieve some moderation or easing of the
eligibility requirement for the tree-pull
scheme, which will be administered by the
Rural Reconstruction Authority, In order
that it may be successful. The Federal
Government has provided $4,600,000 for
this purpose, and the money is to be
divided evenly between the canned fruit
industry and the fresh fruit industry. Al-
though it is heartening to see that the
Government recognises the need for a
reduction in tree plantings, it is also some-
what saddening to find that the eligibility
requirement is so inflexible that in my
opinion the scheme will not be successful.'So I ask for relief to be granted to the
fruit growers of Western Australia.

Mr. H. D. Evans: This was done.

Mr. REID: I hope it will continue to
be done because if it is not the scheme
will obviously fail. Only nine months of
the term of the scheme remain.

I think the reasons for the introduction
of the motion are clear. This is indeed
a complex and demanding subject and one
in regard to which we have a tremendous
responsibility. As pointed out by the mem-
ber for Roe, very often the Rural Recon-
struction Authority Is the last chance for
applicants, and if they are rejected they
can find no other assistance.

I would like to conclude by making a
P~lea for the provision of long-term. low-
interest finance for farmers. The Premier
foreshadowed assistance to rural industries
in his policy speech when he said, and I
quote-

An illustration of what can be done
is shown in Queensland, where a sum
of $50-million has been found for
drought relief of which amount the
State Government contributed $10-
million.

He went on to say that the Labor Party
had a traditional background of support
for agricultural industries, and he con-
cluded by saying-

I Pledge my Party to face up to
all farmers' problems, especially debt
problems.

Yet in this State 1.000 out of a total of
1.473 applications have been rejected.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is too
much audible conversation.

Mr. REID: The Commonwealth Year
Book of 1970 indicates that there are
23.004 farmers in Western Australia, but
every person wh~o has a rural holding of
one acre or more is classified as a farmer.
Perhaps one could make a calculated guess
and say that we have between 10,000 and
12,000 farmers in Western Australia. and
10 per cent. of those have been rejected
for rural reconstruction. That is a stagger-
Ing proportion.

I would like to make known again the
words of the Premier who said, "I pledge
my party to face up to all farmers'
problems, especially debt problems."

Mr. H. D. Evans: Will you explain one
Point regarding the 1,000 farmers you
mentioned? Each one Is not viable, other-
wise he would have been accepted by the
Rural Reconstruction Authority. What do
You suggest should be done in their case?

Mr. REID: The Minister adopts the prac-
tice of answering a question by asking
another question. I think I have given
the answer by showing the tremendously
low rate of debt reconstruction approvals
at a time when prices for rural con'fiodl-
ties are at their highest point. why is
the debt reconstruction rate now the lowest
since the inception of the scheme? The
figure Is 221 per cent., whereas three
months ago it was 46 per cent. Why is
that?

Mr. H. D. Evans: That would be as a
result of the circumstances of the apoli-
cants.

Mr. RiEED: The coincidence cannot bear
out the Minister's statement. I say It Is
tied up with the diminishing amount of
money available. At one stage farm build-
up applications were running at 50 per
cent. approval, then 37 per cent., but now
only 25 per cent. These are valid Points,
and they have not been answered satis-
factorily.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Can you bring for-
ward any one of those applicants who is
viable?

Mr. REID: The Minister is asking another
question. I have not access to the details
of the applicants.

Mr. W. A. Manning: I can give half a
dozen cases.

Mr. W. G. Young: I can bring some such
cases forward.
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Mr. REID: Does the Minister say that
the 972 farmers whose applications for
debt reconstruction were rejected in April
are not viable on today's prices for rural
commodities?

Mr. H. D. Evans: As you know, com-
mercial banking has been fluctuating tre-
inendously. You did not complain when
the figures which were accepted and used
were far above the existing prices.

Mr. REID: 'The Minister has not told
us what are the price.

Mr. H. D. Evans* I answered the ques-
tion and I gave the information.

Mr. W. G. Young: The prices were 30c
and 34c when there was a differential
payment of up to 36c.

Mr. REID: In this letter the assessor
valued the wool at 60c per kilo. In this
case the applicants had met their com-
mitments last year; on top of that they
had reduced their stock firm debt from
$18,000 to $5,000, yet they were rejected
in two lines. That is why concern is
being expressed by members on this side
of the House. It is no good asking me for
the details, because I have not access to
all the information. That Is the reason
the motion has been moved.

Mr, H. D3. Evans: Every applicant who
has been referred for r~view has been
reviewed. Regarding the previous point
made, this would be a difficulty facing
any rural financing concern of having to
look at the long-term situation.

Mr. REID: This point is accepted. I
am saying that the acceptance and the
rejection rate seems to be closely related
to the expenditure of the money. The
authority had to clamp down in order to
spin out the money that is left until next
June. obviously If the trend shown in the
April figures and the figures I gave for
August continued there would be $5,900,000
available in Western Australia. It would
run out quickly.

Suddenly, despite the soaring wool prices
and improved rural prospects, as men-
tioned by the Minister, particularly in re-
gard to wheat production, the acceptance
rate dropped to the lowest point of 224,
per cent. and 25 per cent. This is closely
in line with the nine months that Is left
and the $5,430,000 that has to be spread
over those months. In many cases the ac-
ceptance of applications has been deter-
mined more with an eye to the availability
of finance than to viability of the proposal.

In moving this motion, members on this
side of the House have been provided with
the opportunity to show this Is a highly
complex and a highly involved issue, and at
most vital part of assistance to agriculture.
I believe the motion has clearly proven
the necessity to bring the matter before
the House for discussion. It has highlighted
the need to keep constantly under review

the workings of such an authority, in order
that we may obtain from it the maximum
possible benefit.

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

Ayes-20
Mr. Blaikie Mr. Reid
Sir David Brand Mr. Ridge
Mr. Coyne Mr. Runciman
Mr. Orayden Mr. Ruabton
Mr. Hutcinson Mr. Stephens
Mr. W. A. Manning Mr. Thompson
Mr. MePharlin Mr. Williams
Mr. Mensaros Mr. H. L. Young
Mr. Nalder Mr. W. G. Youngf
AIr. O'Neil Mr. L. W. Manning

(Teller)
Noea-21

Mr. Batemian Mr. Graham
Mr. Bertram Mr. Hartrey
Mr. Bickerton Mr. Jamieson

Mr. Brady Mr. Lapham
Mr. nrown Mr. May
Mr. Bryce Mr. Mcover
Mr. Burke Mr. Bewall
Mr. Cook Mr Taylor
Mr. H. n. Evans Mr. A. R. Tonkin
Mr. T. D. Evans Mr. Jones
Mr. Fletcher fTellerl

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Dr. Dadour Mr. Davies
Sir Charles Court Mr. J. T. Tonkin
Mr. O'Connor Mr. Moller
Air, Gayfer Mr. Harman

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

MARGINAL DAIRY FARMS
RECONSTRUCTION SCHEME

InonirY byl Select Committee: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 6th Septem-
ber. on the following motion by Mr.
Elaikie:

That a Select Committee be ap-
pointed to Inquire into and report
upon the administration and opera-
tion of the marginal Dairy Farms
Re-construction Scheme in Western
Australia with a view to ensuring that
the scheme functions in the best inter-
ests of the State, to those engaged in
the dairying Industry, the dairying
industry in general and to make
appropriate recommendations for
amending legislation or otherwise.

"li. H, D. EVANS (Warren-Minister
for Agriculture) [9.27 pm.]:. The remarks
of the member for Vasse in moving his
motion contain a number of inaccuracies,
and indicate a degree of misinformation
about the entire situation. I would like
to deal with a number of submissions which
he madle and to point out to him how he
has erred and misunderstood in a number
of ways.

Firstly, he seemned to be concerned with
the fact that the eligibility level for assist-
ance under the Marginal Dairy Farms
Reconstruction Scheme has varied in the
different States, and he said this was detri-
mental to Western Australia. AS is shown
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in the agreement, the level in Western
Australia is 12,000 lb. of butterfat pro-
duction, but this is the same in South
Australia and Tasmania. There seems to
be some question in the mind of the mover
of the motion as to whether 12,000 lb. of
butterfat Is considered to be adequate, suf-
ficient, or in some way disadvantageous.

Queensland was the first of the Eastern
States to enter into the agreement, and
because of the higher cost structure In
that State the production per farm unit
is not completely comparable with that
of Western Australia; and so the level of
13,600 lb. was set. This figure also applied
to New South Wales where the cost of
production per unit was simuliar to that of
Queensland. As a consequence, the figure
of 13,600 lb. was adopted for New South
Wales.

Victoria, possibly, has less unit costs but
being a late entrant it insisted upon treat-
ment similar to New South Wales, and
was accorded it. These variations in the
level for considered eligibility are reflected
in the average production per cow in the
various States.

In Western Australia the average is
546 gallons: Queensland, 306; New South
Wales, 393; Victoria, 683; Tasmania, 708;
and South Australia, 647. The difference in
eligibility levels of butterfat has not ad-
versely affected Western Australia. This
is the point I wish to make, and be explicit
about it, because it was in the statement
made by the member for Vasse. Incident-
ally, any applicant whose production was
marginally in excess of the limit deemed
eligible was certainly given the benefit
of the doubt and accepted.

Mr. Blaikie: Every applicant?

Mr. H. D. EVANS: I point out that only
eight applicants have been rejected and
ruled out as not being eligible because
their farms were too big. They had over
400 acres of Pasture so the eligibility has
not been a factor which has reacted un-
favourably in Western Australia. However.
what is more important is that in Western
Australia only 66 farmers out of a possible
250-and that is the number considered
to be eligible-have applied.

Out of a total of 250 sellers 66 have made
application. Of course, the others cannot
be compelled or coerced in any way. The
remainder do not wish to leave their farms
even though the scheme itself has a con-
siderable amount to offer them. Firstly,
the scheme will pay in cash, which is
something rather desirable, particularly in
these times. In addition, a seller is given
adequate time to make his own arrange-
ments. This has Proved desirable because
it means that a farmer has time in which
to dispose of stock and other articles which
are not included in the terms of sale. He
is able to sell at the most advantageous
terms.

This provision is advantageous to the
farmer. On the other hand, if he wishes to
have a quick settlement that is possible
and, indeed, that has been done in a num-
ber of cases. At page 3037 of Hansard the
member for Vasse stated that he believed
the reconstruction scheme "would assist
us to achieve a viable industry" then he
listed some qualifications.

We can agree 'with the member for
Vasse that under the reconstruction
scheme the dairying industry will obtain
viability, or go some Part of the way
towards it. However, it will only do so
if farmers are prepared to participate.
This is a factor which the member for
Vasse has consistently neglected. The
member for Vasse went on to say that in
Western Australia we would need about
$4,500,000. I cannot determine the origin
of this specific amount because the only
figure ever discussed with Canberra in the
initial conference was about one-third of
that total. A firm figure has never been
applied because it was considered that as
Western Australia was the first State to
accept the scheme there would be a better
chance of this State receiving the full
amount as applied for from time to time.
There has never been any reason for doubt
that there would be any difficulty with
the Commonwealth in obtaining the
amount sought.

Mr. Blaikie: That figure of $4,500,000
is quoted from the original administrator
of the scheme, a man whom I believe the
Minister knows very well.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: I will accept from
the member for Vasse the source of the
information, but the situation is as I have
stated: No specific figure has been stated
or actually requested. I would like to
turn to page 3038 of Hansard and again
refer to the remarks of the member for
Vasse, which were as follows:-

I am disturbed by the number of
applications that have been received
by the scheme from farmers who
wished to take advantage of the
scheme.

It should be remembered, firstly, that
there are two categories of farmers: There
are those who wish to sell and who wish
to receive the advantages which I have
mentioned, and there are those who wish
to acquire more land with the aid of
oonoessional loans and the write-down
which is available through the Marginal
Dairy Farms Reconstruction Scheme.

Mr. I. W. Manning: Is there not some
elasticity in the guidelines of the scheme?

Mr. H. D, EVANS: I cannot quite hear
the interjection from the member for
Wellington.

Mr. Blaikie: When I spoke I said I was
disturbed. Is the Minister disturbed at the
number of applications received?
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Mr. H. D). EVANS: Let me develop this
a little further. My own personal feelings
are something apart from the situation
and the facts as they actually are, and the
reasons for those facts being so.

In addition to the two points which I
have mentioned, a further aspect is that
in the first 12 months of the scheme all
Crown land was frozen so that dairy far-
mers who wished to expand, but who were
unlikely to obtain build-up assistance,
would be able to obtain land suitable for
the scheme. That was quite a concession
over a 12-month period, and it was to the
inconvenience of many settlers throughout
the area. That was another distinct ad-
vantage.

The overall result has clearly demon-
strated that the number of people who
wished to remain in farming, and who
wished to expand-and this is important-
was far in excess of those wishing to sell
out. And so this has been a problem i n
the operation of the scheme. Of the 305
applications to date 100 wished to sell, and
179 wished to acquire more land through
the scheme. A total of 26 considered it
was unlikely that a nearby farm would
assist them and, therefore, they desired to
have Crown land. Those figures show the
proportion between those who wished to
sell and take advantage of the scheme
and those who sought to take advantage
of the scheme in another way.

I am afraid that the basic Premise of
the member for Vasse, that the lack of ap-
ulicants seeking to sell is the criterion of
the success of the scheme, is just not so.
That is not the case at all. It is a fact
that they do not want to sell to anyone.
That Is the reason the situation has come
about.

If we examine the number of applicants
in relation to the number of dairy farmers
in the Eastern States the member for
Vasse-working on his Premise-would
be even further disturbed. If we use his
argument and follow it to its conclusion
we will find that the other States, with
the exception of Queensland, should be
more severely censured.

The number of dairy farmers in Queens-
land is 4,300. The number of eligible
dairy farmers who applied to sell through
the scheme-and these figures are to the
3rd June last, the latest available-is 445.
That represents 10.4 per cent. In New
South Wales, where there are 4,500 dairy
farmers, the number wishing to sell is 47,
and the Percentage is 1.04 per cent. In
Victoria, where there are 10,600 farmers,
18 wished to sell and that is a Percentage
of .02 per cent. In South Australia, with
a total of 1,000 dairy farmers, seven
wished to sell to the scheme and that
number represents .7 per cent. In Tas-
mania, where there are 2,200 dairy far-
mers, 23 applications were received, rep-
resenting 1.04 Per cent. In Western Aust-
ralia, with 700 dairy farmers, 65 applied

to sell through the scheme and that figure
represents 9.3 per cent. That is roughly
1 per cent. less than Queensland. Out of a
total of 23,300 dairy farmers 605 have in-
dicated their desire to sell through the
scheme, which indicates a percentage of
2.6 per cent.

I think those figures, by themselves,
make the point that the rationale behind
the reasoning of the member for Vasse
just cannot stand up when subjected to
close examination.

Mr. Blaikie: One rationale which I
would like the Minister to explain is why.
in the first 12 months of the scheme, 89
farmers applied to sell their properties
but in the last 12 months only 11 applied?

Mr. H. D. EVANS: When any scheme
is introduced those in greatest need will
be the first to apply. This certainly proved
to be the case in Western Australia. How-
ever. if the member for Vasse looks at the
total of all the States I am afraid that the
line of reasoning upon which he judges the
scheme should not be the number of
Properties which have been offered for
sale. At page 3038 of Hansard the mem-
ber for Vasse stated that since September
of last year 11 applications had been made
by persons wishing to sell their properties,
but in the first 12 months of the operation
of the scheme 89 applications had been
received in Western Australia. The figures
are correct, but let me go further. At the
same time I ask the member for Vasse
whether the fall-off could. be due tM other
factors.

I would like to indicate several of these
other factors of which the member for
Vasse is well aware. Amongst those factors
which must have influenced farmers in
reaching their decisions during the last
12 months is the significant increase in
the price of butterfat for the 1971-72
season. This has made a marked difference
to many of the People who would otherwise
have been involved. Also, consistent beef
prices have had a marked impact on the
Income of the farmers and that would
probably have an influence on their de-
cision whether to offer their properties for
sale or not. Another factor which would
influence any decision is the poor employ-
ment opportunities which are available to
people who have no vocational training
apart from farming. Farmers would have
little opportunity to resettle In towns and
it is understandable that many of them
would have opted to remain where they
had a degree of security and a roof over
their heads.

Mr. Blaikie: You have left out one im-
portant reason: that is the administration.
This is the whole basis of my argument.

Mr. H. D). EVANS: I am coming to that
point. Let us take it in order. In fact,
the member for Vasse admits the scheme
would have been used to much greater
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advantage than is the case today had the
funds been available a few years earlier.
He thereby implies that the success or
lack of success of the scheme was due to
reasons other than the operation of the
scheme by the administrative authority. I
think that is implicit in the remark he
made.

On page 3039 the member for Vasse
said-

..the policy would have to be
changed or the scheme would be
doomed to failure.

I make the point here that the policy Is
laid down in the agreement between the
States and the Commonwealth. If the
honourable member considers the scheme
to be doomed because of the need for a
change in policy, he can hardly lay that
at the door of the administrating authority,
as he has sought to do. The R. & 1. Bank,
as the administrating authority, can only
administer: it cannot define policy in any
way. Any change in policy would have to
be brought about by a change in the agree-
ment between the States and the Com-
monwealth. The administrating authority
does not write policy, as we could be led
to believe if that point is not clarified.

Mr. Elaikie: The point is that you, as
the Minister, can request a change.

Mr. H. fl. EVANS: It is not a simple
matter when the agreement is between all
Statcs and the Commonwealth.

I would like to drawv attention to a
further remark appearing on page 3040-

However, there was no liaison.
That is just not true. The R. & 1. Hank,
through its branch staff and field officers,
has virtually done everything possible-
even to the extent of making a direct
approach to farmers in an endeavour to
interest them in the scheme. At all times
it has been made clear to farmers, the
Farmers' Union, and anyone else who
wished to discuss any aspect of the scheme
that they would be well received, and
liaison has been of the highest order. I
will make a few comparisons In a moment.

If the farmers were really concerned,
they did not go to any great lengths to
show It. They did not accept the offer that
was open to them. Specific complaints were
investigated fully and with expedition. To
improve this link further, earlier this year
the R. & I. Bank sought to have a senior
officer attend the executive meetings of the
appropriate branch of the Farmers' Union.

Mr. Elalkie: Why?

Mr. H. D. EVANS: The branch made
the approach in this connection. It is
significant, however, that In this forum no
criticism was voiced, although the oppor-
tunity for It was readily available.

This further comment also appears on
page 3040-

...it is essential that some practical
experience and knowledge be forth-
coming.

That is a direct slur on the members of
the authority concerned. The member for
Vasse is apparently unaware that the
officers responsible for the administration
of the scheme are all qualified in their own
right and have had years of experience in
farm management and field advisory work.
Each of them has more than adequate
formal qualifications for the post, and one
of them has a very close association with
dairy farming, having been brought up on
a dairy farm and been a manager of a
dairy farm for four years. To say the
least, the member for Vasse is ill-inormed
in casting a reflection of that kind on the
three officers who comprise the authority.

In the same paragraph on page 3040
the honourable member said-

The method under which the com-
mittee purchases and disposes of
farms is subject to a tremendous
amount of criticism.

The methods adopted in the various States
do not differ very widely. In his speech
the honourable member started to make a
point about Queensland. In Queensland,
New South Wales, Tasmania, and South
Australia, a farmer wishing to sell must
nominate his buyer or, alternatively, a
person wishing to acquire a marginal dairy
farm must nominate the seller, and from
there a joint appli cation is lodged with the
authority, which purchases the land and
the improvements at the current market
value and, after allowing for redundant
structures, resells to the buyer, Provided it
can be demonstrated that he Can Service
the loan.

Western Australia and Victoria have
adopted a slightly different method.
whereby the seller offers his property to
the authority which then takes out an
option while it endeavours to find a suit-
able buyer by advertising the Property for
sale. To be successful, the buyer must
demonstrate his ability to meet his com-
mitments. The Western Australian author-
ity goes a stage beyond this. Where there
are two or more applicants seeking to
purchase one farm, the authority decides
the allocation of the farm on a needs basis.
This is a more difficult process, which has
probably been responsible for a measure of
criticism, but it has helped the most
worthy people in an endeavour to operate
the scheme as intended.

Mr. Blalkie: The authority will also
actually canvass the buyers.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: Yes.
Mr. Blaikie: You could have the situa-

tion where the authority canvasses six,
eight, or 10 farmers if necessary.
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Mi. A 1). EVANS: What is the point?
The allocation is still made, firstly, on
ability to meet commitments and, secondly,
on needs, which is preferable to the
method adopted in the other States.

Mr. Elaikie: The Point is it is not satis-
factory to an unsuccessful applicant when
the authority physically canvasses the
buyers. That must be quite obvious.

Mr. H. fl. EVANS: The authority has
endeavoured to find buyers through many
avenues-by personal contact and by ad-
vertising-and I would say it has done
quite a service. That is a most important
consideration. I have had occasion to re-
view applications from dissatisfied pro-
spective buyers, but when there are a num-
ber of applicants for one farm obviously
only one of them will be satisfied. That
is axiomatic. I feel this criticism has
largely Prompted some unfair remarks
both inside and outside this Chamber.

On page 3040 the member for Vasse
also made this remark-

The operation in the Eastern States
does appear to be much more accept-
able than the operation in Western
Australia. The matter is left to the
dairy farmers who qualify for the
scheme to establish the price at which
they will buy or sell.

Again, that is not the case. An agree-
ment between all States and the Common-
wealth must have an effect. The agree-
ment lays down that the farm is to be
Purchased at the current market value
less the value of the redundant assets.
In all States the acquisition proceeds un-
til agreement has been reached betwveen
the seller and the authority. It was ra-
ther misleading for the honourable mem-
ber to imply that a different method is
used in the other States. Although the
buyer and the seller may have agreed on a
price, it must be accepted by the authority
before it can become the subject of a
purchase.

Mr. Blaikie: What about the situation
in this State when buyers agree on a
higher price than that set by the autho-
rity and the authority will not sell?

Mr. H. D. EVANS: Under the agreement
the authority is obliged to accept the mar-
ket value.

Mr. Blaikie: It is not. The Taxation De-
partment sets the valuation in this State-
not the authority.

Mr. H. fl. EVANS: It accepts the current
market value.

Mr. Blaikie: Even though the buyer and
the seller might agree on a price which is
satisfactory to them and may be $1,000 or
$2,000 above the taxation value.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: Is the honourable
member sure no other factor enters into
it?

Mr. Blaikie: That is what I am trying
to find out.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: The honourable mem-
ber has available every avenue through
which to find out, but right up to this time
he has not availed himself of them.

Mr. Blaikie: If you read on you will find
I quoted a case in point.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: I think I may have
already been introduced to that case. On
page 3041 the member for Vasse said-

There are instances where the
scheme is showing little appreciation
of personal circumstances or Personal
requirements.

It is impossible to agree with that state-
ment. I would say in this State the autho-
rity has shown far more appreciation than
has been shown by the authorities in any
of the other States.

As I have already indicated, this State
has two main criteria in allocating farms--
the buyer's need for more land and his
ability to meet commitments. This means
that farmers on smaller farms are in effect
given priority in the allocation of build-up
land. I feel this is more in line with the
Commonwealth's objective of helping to
overcome the low-income problem in the
dairying industry by buying marginal dairy
farms from those who wish to sell and
building up the farms of those who wish
to remain. That is consistent with the
agreement.

In the Eastern States the main criterion
in allocating farms is the ability of the
buyer to repay. This State has gone far
beyond that in terms of personal considera-
tion and c"xaain of sp'ecifi ci"cumn
stances, end I do not think It would he
unfair to say that had the authority in
Western Australia adopted Queensland's
attitude and approach, for Instance, fewer
farmers would have been accommodated
at this time. Under the Queensland
scheme the onus would be on the seller
to find his own buyer. In Western Aus-
tralia that is done for him, and the author-
ity's greater knowledge of prospective
buyers, bearing in mind the cost and time
involved In advertising, has provided a
service and saving to Individuals.

An Interesting remark was made on page
3041 to the effect that the authority goes
through a tremendous amount of red
tape. In all States it Is a prerequisite that
a buyer must show he Is able to service
his debts.

Initially in Western Australia this pro-
vision was included for the benefit of the
buyer. However, subsequently the onus
has been placed on the buyer. Either
way a certain amount of red tape will
be involved; that is, if we refer to the
drawing of a budget showing future
income and expenditure as being red
tape. Where public funds are involved,
and we are dealing to some extent with
a concessional situation, there is a strongf
onus of responsibility on authority to en-
sure that all reasonable measures are
taken to minimise possible losses.
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Mr. Blaikie; Rural reconstruction operat-
ing within the same region Is working
much more effectively than the Marginal
Dairy Farms Reconstruction Scheme.

Mr, H. D. EVANS: That is a totally
different set of circumstances. The hon-
ourable member made the further remark,
"The funds are not being fully expended."
There seems to be alarm about this. How-
ever, the funds are not being fully ex-
pended in Western Australia or In any
other State of the Commonwealth, although
Proportionately Western Australia has
arranged the disposal of more marginal
dairy farms than any other State with
the exception of Queensland. I do not
think the delay can be laid at the door
of the authority.

7- feel ' that the honourable member
should have examined the situation a
little more closely instead of latching onto
a superficial criticism which is, to say the
least, unjust. If the honourable member
had looked for the real reasons, he would
have discovered economic and sociological
factors which are nullifying the efforts
of the scheme to overcome the low-income
dairy farm problem not only In Western
Australia but also in other States.

Mr. Blalkie: How can you explain that
farms in these dairying areas are now
changing hands by private treaty outside
the scheme? You cannot explain it at
all.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: I would have to
know a little about the circumstances
before I would offer an explanation.

Mr. Elaikie: I would have hoped this
would be in the reply.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: The honourable
membter suggested one avenue of criticism
and that is the maladministration of the
dairying industry. He said that the in-
dustry was inadequately equipped with
officers, but this is ludicrous. The
honourable member also suggested that
the approach to the problem has been in-
efficient. However, our results compare
favourably with those achieved in all
States except one.

The real reasons for the delay are
economic and sociological and I have re-
ferred to several of these. Such factors
wvili only be counteracted if the terms of
the agreement between the Common-
wealth and State are widened or the
economic climate changes significantly.
An inquiry into the administration of the
scheme is unlikely to change either of
these factors. I suggest that the whole
submission was misleading and ill-
informed.

I also asked the member for Vasse to
be specific rather than list a series of
generalised complaints. I would have ap-
preciated the presentation of facts from

farmers who had not received satisfaction
under the scheme, and we must bear in
mind that there must be a number of dis-
appointed farmers as there are insufficient
farms available to purchase. On four
separate occasions I asked the honourable
member to be specific and he said, "I will
come to that." He is still coming to it.
Apart from the two separate letters which
he read he did not substantiate the points
he made. The complaints he was levelling
at the authority were never manifest and
it is on that ground, as well as the lack
of consideration of the real factors behind
the difficulties of the scheme, not only in
this State but also in other States, that I
ask the House to reject the motion.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
1. W. Manning.

FISHERIES ACT

Amendment of Regulations: Council's
Resolution

Message from the Council received and
read requesting the Assembly's concur-
rence in the following resolution:-

That the Regulations made pursuant
to the Fisheries Act, 1905-1969, as
published in the Government Gazette
on the 21st September, 1971, and laid
upon the Table of the Housp on the
5th October, 1971, be amended as
follows--

To insert after paragraph (a) of
subregulation (28) of regulation
3AA, a new paragraph to stand
as paragraph (aa) as follows:.

(aa) is in receipt of a pension
under the provisions of
the Coal Mine Workers
(Pensions) Act, 1943-
1971;

Mouse adjourned at 10-07 p.m.

IirgitiIatic. Qnnu1rii
Thursday, the 5th October. 1972

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 2.30 p.m., and read
prayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Postponement

THE HON. W. F. WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan-Leader of the House)
E2.31 p.m.]: I ask leave of the House to
postpone questions until a later stage of
the sitting.

The PRESIDENT: Leave is granted.
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