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The Hon. R. C. MATTISKE: I know I
am getting on ticklish ground so far as
this debate is concerned, but if proper con-
sideration were given to the expenditure
of this State, there would be no necessity
whatscever to impose further taxation.

So far as the second aspect is concerned
I speak very feelingly. It has been said on
more than one occasion that metropolitan
representatives are concerned only with
the metropolitan area and have no concern
at all for the primary producing section of
the community. I say that is quite un-
fair and that our concern is for the people
in the whole of the State and not for those
in one particular section, nor in any
particular political group. Therefore let
us look at the State as a whole. It is
principally a primary producing State. No
one can deny that. 1t is something that
is accepted by the Grants Commission and
must be accepted by any sane-thinking
person. We cannot hope to be & secondary
producing country as our distances from
materials and our home consumption mar-
kets, prineipally in the Eastern States, are
such that the freight factor alone is a suffi-
cient bar against competitive trading with
producers in the Eastern States.

Therefore, let us pay greater attention
to the primary producer. We all know
quite well that the selling prices of his
commpodities are restricted beyond his con-
trol. Therefore, if the industry is going
to prosper there is only one way to do
this; decrease production costs. I there-
fore say in all sincerity that a move to
impose an additiona) fax—something new
—on the primary producer, no matter how
small it may be, is a step in the wrong
direction, and one I hope to which this
House will not agree,

I am not saying, for one moment, that
the farming community in this State is in
such a sorry plight financially that it can-
not bear the tax that is proposed by this
measure. Farmers who have been operat-
ing over the past decade must, or should
be, on a sound financial footing at the
present time, through their own in-
dustry and the encouragement given in
the form of taxation concessions. They
should have built up the values of their
properties to such an extent that they can
now function very efficiently, despite the
falling prices of wheat and wool. But that
is not the point.

I maintain we should further expand
the primary production of this State. With
the knowledge gained in recent years re-
garding the benefits to be derived by the
use of trace elements, further large
tracts of land in the State are available,

The PRESIDENT:
away from land tax.

You are getting
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The Hon. R. C. MATTISKE: I am sorry
if I appear to be getting away from the
direct question of land tax, but as it is
a tax applicable to primary producers I
felt it would give me an opportunity to re-
fer to the financial conditlons obtaining in
the primary production field. Every en-
couragement must be given, not only to
those primary producers already estab-
lished in this State, but to others who
come here for that purpose.

We know what has happened with the
Chase Syndicate, but despite the fact that
it may have used methods not entirely
orthodox, or against the better judgment
of others operating in the Esperance area,
I feel it has done a considerable amount
of good in that it has at least focused
attention on that area, and others have
been atiracted there. I feel that by giving
every encouragement to our primary in-
dustries, we need not go overseas look-
ing for secoadary industries. It would
be better for the Government to give
a little encouragement to people in the
Eastern States who are starved for suit-
able land. If jt did this, there would
be a great deal of additional capital com-
ing into this State for primary producing
PUrposes.

I apologise if T have strayed ifrom
the narrow path, but these two aspects are
extremely important. For those reasons
I will vote against the second reading of
this Bill.

On motion by the Hon. J. M. Thomson,
debate adjourned.

House adjourned at 9.56 o.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m. and read prayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE.

FACTORIES IN WESTERN
AUSTRALIA.

Increase in Fired Assets.

1. Mr. ROBERTS asked the Minister
for Industrial Development:

As the value of factory fixed assets in
this State increased for land and buildings
by £14,560,031 and for plant and machinery
by £39,233,371 between the period the 30th
June, 1953, to the 30th June, 1957, will
he—

(1) name the local authorities In
whose areas the respective
amaunts mentioned above were
expended;

(2) advise the amount and year in
which the respective sums were
expended in each such lbeal
authority?

'The MINISTER replied:

The information requested by the hon.
member in questions Nos. (1) and (2} is
not available in the form he deslres. 1
have obtained from the Bureau of Census
and Statistics the following information for
his assistance:—

The increases in the capital value of
fixed assets in Western Australian
factories as shown on the attached
table for each year of the period, the
30th June, 1953, to the 30th June, 1957,
are those revealed by the book values
of all factories submitting statistical
returns and relate to the statistical
divisions of the State.

It should be especially noted that
they represent, not only the fixed assets
of new factorles which commenced
operations during the period, bu{ also
the capital expenditure on additions
and alterations to existing factories,
revaluation of assets, and depreciation.
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EDUCATION.
Provision of Classrqoms in Country Areas.

2. Mr. ROBERTS asked the Minister
for Education:

(1) Is he aware that only approximately
50 new classrooms were built in country
areas out of the total of 214 new classreoms
buil{ in this State during the financial year
ended the 30th June, 1958?

(2) In view of the fact that there are,
approximately, 62,600 school children
attending State metropolitan schools and
47,800 school children attending State
country schools, why was there such a
disparity in the number of new classrooms
built in country areas as against the metro-
politan area?

(3} Will the percentage of new class-
rooms to be built in country areas during
the year ending the 30th June, 1959, be
increased in relation to those to he built
in the metropolitan area?

(4) If not, why not?

(5) If s0, what are the preposed numbers
of new classrooms to be built in the finan-
cial year ending the 30th June, 1959, in--

(a) country areas;
(b) metropolitan area?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) Classrooms are built where it is con-
sidered the need is greatest.

(3) Not necessarily, having regard to the
reply to question No. (2).

(4) Kindly refer to No. (3).
{5) This is under consideration.

WUNDOWIE CHARCOAL IRON
INDUSTRY,

Financial Posilion.

3. Mr. OLDFIELD asked the Minister
for Industrial Development.:

(1) In respect of the profit and loss
account for the Wundowie Wood Distilla-
tion Charcoal Iron and Steel Industry,
what was the net balance as at—

{a) the 30th June, 1957;
(b) the 30th June, 19587
(2) What was the net balance of the

profit and loss account in regard to sawn
timber operations as at—

(a) the 30th June, 1857;
(h) the 30th June, 1958?

The MINISTER replied:
{1) (a) Profit £72,503, including interesk
£60,971.

(b) Profit £81,376, including interest
£68,939.

(2) (a) and (b) Segregated costs are
confldential and not for publication.

{ASSEMBLY.]

TIMBER.
Charges by State Saw Mills,

4. Mr. OLDFIELD asked the Minister
for Native Welfare:

(1) What prices per 100 super feet are
charged by the State Saw Mills for—

(2) (Y up to 15 ft. unspecified
lengths;

(ii) up to 15 ft. specified lengths;

(b) (i) 18 ft. to 20 ft. unspecified
lengths;

(ii) 16 ft. to 20 ft. specified
lengths;

(c) (i) 21 ft. to 25 ft. unspecified
lengths;

(ii) 21 ft. to 25 ft. specified
lengths;

(d) 4 in. x 4 in. stumps;
(e) under 7 fi. lengths?

(2) What trade discounts are offered?

(3) What additional charges are made
for dressing and gauging?

(4) What is the cartage charged for—
(a) up to 5 miles;
(b) 5 to 10 miles;
(¢) 10 to 15 miles;
(d) 15 to 20 miles?

The MINISTER replied:

{1} The question is not specific but the
information requested as applying to sale
of all sections of sawn hardwood scantling
in the metropolitan area is set out in
timber price list issued by State Building
Supplies, numbered 64, and operating from
the 1st January, 1958, copy of which is
tabled, with particular reference to Page 2
of the list.

(2) Trade discounts are 5 per cent, on
the list as published with a further 2% per
cent., for prompt settlement of accounts.

(3) and (4) The charges are set out on
Page 8 of the list as tabled, the price for
gaueing being as shown under the heading
of "Sawing.”

Charges by Wundowie Sawmill Section.

5. Mr. OLDFIELD asked the Minister
for Industrial Development:

(1) What prices per 100 super feet are
charged by the saw mill section of Wun-
dowie for—

(a) (i) up to 15 ft. wunspecified
lengths;

(i) up to 15 ft. specified lengths;

(b) (i) 16 ft. to 20 ft. unspecified
lengths;

(iiy 16 ft. to 20 ft. specified
lengths;

{c) (i) 21 ft. to 25 ft. unspecified

(ii) 21 ft. to 25 ft. specifled
lengths;



Western Australin.

FACTORILES : INCREASES* IN ESTIMATED CAPITAL VALUE OF FIXED ASSETS.
30th June, 1053, to 30th June, 1957,

Statlstical Division

Period

30th June, 1053,
to
30th June, 1654

30th June, 1054,
30th Tune, 1055

30th Jutxza, 1055,
30th June, 1950

30th Tune, 1959,
0
30th June, 1957

Total,
30th June, 1953, to
30th Juoe, 1957

Land and | Plant and { Land and | Plant and | Land and | Plant and | Land and | Plant and | Land and | Plant and
Buildings Machinery | Buildings | Machinery | Bulldings | Machinery | Bulldings | Machlpery | DBulldings | Machlnery
£ £ £ £ £ £ £ £ £ £
Metropolitan 3,146,017 | 3,022,621 3,001,050 | 1,885,528 | 1,220,771 | 2,850,830 | 1,788,621 | 1,604,007 0,223,350 0,463,076
Swan ... 1,337,080 123,286,070 | 1,024,073 |—1,383,470 4,182 | 1,214,234
South-West ... 257,175 36,248 34,652 278,630 992,721 | 3,640,073
Southern Agriculiural.... 508,160 | 1,040,430 23,350 | —41,634 | —B2,007 54,53
Central Agricultural ... 105,872 ] 24,320 — 16,186 234,908 3,905
Northern Agriculliural ... (2)033,319 1,137,548 44,534 16,928 21,043 27,586 30,406 3,207 5,336,872 29,784,206
Enstern Goldflelds 69,593 204,967 —3,3582 15,875 24,004 —987
Central ... 06,483 8,545 —6,453 —I4,032 7,722 48,051
North-\est 875 | —25,384 —5,024 10,160 | —I80,842 05,418
Pilbars ... 8,832 49,25 — 1,033 | —i139,725 | —1.01 8,55
Kimberley 744 81,2656 —4,248 —I2,605 1,958 45
Total 3,770,338 | 4,100,180 | 5,400,074 (26,763,222 | 2,820,038 | 1,575,470 | 2,660,083 | 6,738,510 | 14,500,031 39,237,371

* Figures in Italles represent decreaser which are maloly

{n) Separate information Is not available.

Burcau of Census and Staiisiics,
rerth, W.A.

18ih Septomber, 1058,

due Lo revaluations and/or depreciation,
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1956-57  1957-58
£ £
(¢) Off-course racing Iln
W.A., .. " 104,018 119,135
{e) Off course racing in
other States 114,532 164,225
() OF - course trotting
in other States ... —_— 709
(2) Betting tax—amount paid to—
£ £
{a) Metropolitan racing
Clubs " " 38,265 47,120
(b) Country racing
ciubs ... . 11,005 13.906
{¢) Metropolitan trot-
ting eclubs .. . 15,371 20,697
{d) Country trotting
clubs ... 7,082 10,855

An amount of detail work is involved to
obtain the total amount of betting tax
recelved by each country club, If the hon.
member will give the name of the club
concerning which he desires information,
the particulars can be obtained.

PRICE CONTROL RECORDS.

Availability to Unfair Trading
Commissioner.

15. Mr. COURT asked the Minister for
Labour:

Is it proposed to continue the practice
of making price control records available
to the Unfair Trading Control Commis-
sioner?

The MINISTER replied:

Yes, if required. However, I am advised
that the records have proved of little value
to the commissioner for the purposes of
his investigations, and it is doubtful
whether they would be required in the
future.

ALBANY POWER HOUSE.
Construction,
16. Mr. HALL asked the Minister for
Works:

Does the State Electricity Commission
envisage the construction of a power house
at the port of Albany to feed into the inter-
connected system?

The MINISTER, FOR MINES (for the
Minister for Works) replied:
Mot at present.

GERALDTON HIGH SCHOOL.
Provision of Boarding Accommodation.

17. The Hon. D, BRAND asked the Min-
ister for Education:

(1) Has he been approached regarding
lack of hoarding facilities for country
children attending the high school in Ger-
aldton?

(2) What plan has his department for
providing such accommodation?
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The MINISTER replied;

(1) Yes, by the member for Geraldton
{Mr, W, Sewell, M.L.A.)
b (2) The matter is receiving considera-
ion.

TROLLEY-BUSES AND MOTOR-BUSES,
Perith-Swanbourne Route.

18. Mr. CROMMELIN asked the Minister
for Transport:

(1) How many passengers were carried
on trolley-buses on the Perth-Swanbourne
route during the years ended the 30th June,
1956, 1957, 19587

(2) What were the financial results of
these operations for each of the years
mentioned?

{3) How many passengers were carried
by the one-man motor buses over the same
route during each of the three separate
years mentioned?

{4) What were the financial results of
the operations of the one-man buses for
each of the years mentioned?

(5) What is the present-day cost per
mile of running these trolley-buses?

(6) What is the cost per mile of running
the one-man buses?

(7) Is it intended to dispense with trol-
ley-buses on this route now that Metro
buses have been taken over by the trans-
port trust?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) to (4) Detailed particulars of indi-
vidual routes are not Kept, but fests are
carried out on certain days. The most
recent of these on the Perth-Swanbourne
service revealed that trolley-buses and
omnibuses together on that day travelled
1,590 miles and carried 5,762 passengers,
who paid £230 16s. 1d. in fares.

(5> The cost of running trolley-buses is
70.2 pence per mile, including interest and
deprecigtion,

(6) The cost of running one-man omni-
buses is 39.27 pence per mile, including in-
terest and depreciation.

(7) No final decision has yet been made.

ROTTNEST.
Development Plan, Finance and Tenancies.

13. Mr. COURT asked the Minister for
Lands:

(1) Is it correct that there is a five-
year development plan for Rottnest?

(2) If so, what are the main features of
it; what finance is involved; and how is
it to be provided?

{3) {(a) Has the Government been ap-
proached by the beard or the
Minister for a sum to enable &
worth-while master scheme to be
progressively implemented?
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(b) If so, for how much and over
what period?

What is the duration of tenan-
cies given to Rottnest business
proprietors?

(h} Are there rights of renewal?

{c} (i) Are there any provisions re-
garding capital improve-
ments?

(i) If so, at whose responsibility
and what is the position in
respect of same on the ex-
piry of tenancies?

(d) When is renewal or review of
tenancies undertaken; that is,
how long before expiry of ten-
ancies to give tenants fair warn-
ing of renewal or cancellation?

{4} (a)

(5) (a) Are transfers of

mitted?

(b) If not., what is the procedure if
a tenant wants to cancel a
lease?

(¢) If transfers are permitted, what
conditions or restrictions does
the board impose on goodwill
and other considerations?

The MINISTER replied:

(1), (2) and (3) No. The board had a
preliminary discussion on a suggested
five-year plan, and members have been
asked to submit their ideas at the next
meeting for consideration.

(4) () Three to five years at the
board’s discretion.

(b) In cases where requested con-
sideration is given.

{¢) (i) and (i) Not in the lease
agreement although individual
business owners have on oc-
casions negotiated with the
poard on a mutually arranged
basis.

(d) Each lessee has a copy of the
agreement. Before the expiry of
all leases, fresh applications are
called and notices appear in the
Press.

and (b) In cases where a trans-
fer is desired, discussions take
place between the board and
the lessee, and a mutual agree-
ment is reached. Several trans-
fers have been negotiated in
recent yvears,

(¢} The bhoard will not permit ex-
ploitation and reguires an
audited balance sheet to be pro-
duced by the lessee. If some
goodwill is justified the hoard
does not raise any objection.
The board reserves the righi of
approval in the case of a
transferee.

leases per-

(5) (a)

[ASSEMELY.}

EGGS.

Receivals from Narrogin, Bunbury and
Geraldton.

20. Mr. WILD asked the Minister
Agriculture:

(1) What quantity of eggs received at
the egg grading floors at Narrogin, Bun-
bury and Geraldton, was forwarded to the
metropolitan grading floor for disposal
during each of the past five years?

(2} By what means are the eggs for-
warded and how many times per week are
they despatched?

The MINISTER replied:

for

(1}
Narrogin. Bunbury. Geraldton.

Doz. Doz. Doz.
1953-54 382,013 173,256 16,453
1954-55 400,259 111,400 67,721
1955-56 404,460 76,415 106,062
1956-57 408,623 78,879 99,856
1957-58 283,719 72,809 131,411

(2) Narrogin and Bunbury by train.
Geraldton by road bus. Both services are
daily and used five days per week as and
when required.

NATIVE WELFARE.
Approach to Prime Minister for Funds.

21. Mr. W. A, MANNING asked the Pre-
mier:

(1} Has he considered the suggestion
made by me in my speech on the Natives
(Status as Citizens) Bill—that he should
in person support the written request made
to the Prime Minister for special funds to
carry out the recommendations of the
ccmmittee on native matters?

(2) If so, what is his decision?

The PREMIER replied:

(1) The hon. member’s speech was made
on the 2nd September, 1858. I sent a let-
ter to the Prime Minister dealing with this
matter on the 30th July, 1958.

(2) No decision has yet been received.
I think the hon. member for Narrogin, in
regard to this question, wanted to know
precisely whether I would personally visit
Canberra and talk this matter over with
the Prime Minister.

Mr. Watts: That was the idea.

The PREMIER: I shall give further
consideration to the suggestion. Should
an opportunity present itself, I will cer-
tainly do as the hon. member suggests.

COLLIE COAL.

Comparative Costs and Government
Action.

22, Mr. COURT asked the Minister for
Mines:

(1) Has he studied the comments made
by Dr. Cyril Kent, Chief Chemical
Engineer, N.S.W. Electricity Commission,
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in Perth, on the 17th September, 1958,
regarding the relative coal costs in Western
Australia and New South Wales?

(2) Does he agree with his assessment?

(3) What action does the Government
propose to offset higher Western Australian
coal costs in view of the impact on power
costs?

(4) What is his reaction {o the evidence
given before the Tariff Board by the
President of the Collie Coal Miners' Union
that present Western Australian coal prices
are below economic level?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) Only those published in “The West
Australian” dated the 16th September,
1968, and for which Dr. Kent has, in “The
West Australian” of the 19th September,
disclaimed responsibility, have been seen.

(2) In view of Dr. Kent’s disclaimer, no
further consideration has been given to
them.

(3) Action has already been taken. Prior
to the contracts signed between the Gov-
ernment and the companies on the 13th
September, 1957, average coal prices were
as follows:

s. d.
Western Collieries ... 65 0
Griffin Coal Mines .. 65 0
Amalgamated Collieries ... 66 1

Average prices at present paid are.—

s. d.
Western Collieries ... 53 0
Griffin Coal Mines ... 45 0
Amalgamated Collieries ... 53 3

(4) 1 have no knowledge on what infor-
mation Mr. Latter based his opinion. The
price paid for Collie coal by the Govern-
ment was fixed by tenders submitied by the
coal companies and incorporated in con-
tracts signed by them, and, presumably,
considered as a satisfactory price by them.

DENMARK RAILWAY STATION.
Revenue Collected.

23. The Hon. A. F. WATTS asked the
Minister representing the Minister for
Railways:

(1} What were the actual collections of
railway revenue at the Denmark station
for each of the years ended the 30th June,
1954, to the 30th June, 1955, the 30th June,
1956, to the 30th June, 1957?

(2} How much of this sum, in each case,
was represented by passenger fares?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT
replied:

(1} The 30th June—

£
1954 30,052
1955 27,219
1956 25,284
1957 48,588

975
(2) The 30th June— £
1954 1,022
1955 1,221
1956 1,246
1857 985

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE,
DIVISION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA,

Statement by Minister for Justice, and
Government Policy.

1. Mr. COURT asked the Premier:

(1) Does the statement of the Hon.
Minister for Justice, at the South-Waest
Conference on Friday last, that Western
Australia should be divided into three
States represent Government policy?

(2) If so, what are the approximate
divisions that would be suggested for the
three States; and is a move, in the near
future, contemplated?

The PREMIER replied:
No.

COLLIE COAL.
Supplies to Government and Cost,

2, Mr. WILD asked the Minister for
Mines:

Further to my question—No. 6 on the
notice paper—about the prices of Collie
coal, do the ambiguous answers that the
Minister has given to parts (4) and (5)
mean that he does not know the answers to
the questions; or is he definitely avoiding
the issue?

The MINISTER replied:

The position is not as suggesied by the
hon. member for Dale, Different sugges-
tions were made during negotiations, on
various percentage bases for deep-mine
coal and open-cut coal; and the figures
supplied to the hon. member were the
result of working out the various flgures
that had been talked of and discussed.

3. Mr, WILD: In view of the Minister's
answers, I want to ask this: Doces he not
consider that this is reasonably plain Eng-
lish—

What was the lowest price tendered
for—
{a) Open-cul coal;
{b) Deep-mine coal;

(¢) Which companies tendered as
in (a) and (b)?

Is that question not clear enough? What
was the lowest price tendered for (a) open-
cut coal? That does not entail anything
else. It is a straight-out question.

The MINISTER replied: The hon. mem-
ber for Dale evidently cannot comprehend
my answer, Some prices were on a dual
basis; some of them for open-cut coal and
deep-mine coal were not segregated and
were on various quantities.
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Griffin Company’s Offer.

4. Mr. WILD asked the Minister for
Mines:

Is it not a fact that the Griffin Coal
Mining Company offered to supply all the
coal requirements of the Government from
open-cut at approximately 30s. per ton.

The MINISTER replied: I am not aware
of that.

TEACHERS' ACCOMMODATION.
Provision in Country Cenlres.

5. Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON asked the
Minister for Education:

Arising ouf of his answer to part (4) of
my question No. 9, when I asked him—

What centres, which were listed for
provision of teachers’ guarters in the
last financial year, did not have them
built?

and to which he replied:

The building programme for the last
financial year did not provide for the
erection of any quarters—

I would like to ask the Minister why it is
that that answer so blatantly contradicts
an answer he gave just over 12 months ago,
when, in answer to a question asked by the
Leader of the Opposition, as follows:—

Will the Minister state what centres
have been listed for the provision of
teachers' quarters during the present
financial year?—

he gave a list of some score or more country
centres. I find it most difficult to put the
two answers together in any way. They
50 blatantly contradict each other and I—

The Premier: Allow the Minister to put
them together.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: —would like
the Minister to give some explanation of
this contradiction.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied:

There is a very simple explanation for
it. Without being critical, I think some-
times the hon. member for Cottesloe is a
little bit too meticulous, and wants to be
too particular in regard to terms. This is
the simple explanation: It is true that
12 months ago, there was quite a list
of headmasters’ quarters required. There
is still a long list, the same as with the
development of playing flelds. The actual
position is that although all those require-
ments are listed, loan funds are con-
centrated on the erection of classrooms and
actually no approval was given for head-
masters’ quarters, although they were on
the original list. That is just a maiter of
terms. If the hon. member for Cottesloe
wants the list at the present time, it can
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be tabled. But, as I understand the ques-
tion, it is, in effeet, “What accommodation
has been approved for which finance has
been earmarked?” and the answer is
‘_‘tNone." There is nothing sinister about
it.

6. Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I know
that much. But does the Minister really
believe that there is no contradiction in
the two answers that were put forth?

. The MINISTER: The hon. member is
just splitting straws, as I explained.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: We are just
trying to comprehend the answers,

The MINISTER: There it is again! It
is the same, only different, when it is put
that way. If the hon. member wants the
full list, he can have it. The interpretation
that was placed on the guestion—what
financial provision has been made for the
erection of headmasters’ quarters in the
building programme—makes the answer
“None,” hecause of our anxiety to provide
classrcoms. That is all, and it is plain
enough.

7. Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: In the
interests of a better understanding of
ministerial answers to questions, and in
regard to the same topic as my two pre-
vious questions without notice, will the
Minister endeavour to ensure that mis-
understandings due to contradictions such
as have been made apparent by answers
given 12 months apart do not occur again;
and does he not think that this particular
answer to a question asked last year
absolutely contradicts the answer he gave
today?

I refer again to the question asked by
the Leader of the Oppasition, the first
part of which referred to the centres
listed for the provision of teachers’
quarters, and in answer to which a list
was given; and the second question re-
garding the sum set aside for the purpose,
to which the answer was that an amount
of £8,500 had been set aside for the pro-
vision of quarters at two centres. Then in
answer to my question asked as to what
centres were listed for the proviston of
teachers’ guarters, the Minister said the
building programme for the last financial
year did not provide for the erection of
any quarters. Is there not an absolute
difference between the answers given 12
months ago and today; and will the Min-
ister endeavour to ensure that such con-
tradictions do not occur in the future?

The MINISTER: I am amazed that a
man like the hon. member for Cotiesloe,
who is the holder of a teacher’s certificate,
would be so confused. All I desire to say
in regard to the first part of this question
is that the answer is “No”; and the
answer to the second part is the same,
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RAILWAY CLOSURES.
Statement by the Minister for Justice.

8. Mr. COURT asked the Premier:

Is the statement by the Minister for
Justice at the South-West conference on
Friday, that the closing of country rail-
ways had been a retrograde step and one
which he had strongly opposed and hoped
that the Legislative Council would reject,
the personal opinion of the Minister or
does it reflect the attitude of the Govern-
ment? -

The PREMIER replied:

In the first place, I would say that the
Minister for Justice is, this week, carrying
out an engagement which he made several
weeks ago, to atiend a field day or some-
thing of the kind at Salmon Gums, for
the purpose of trying to make the Eyre
electorate even more safe for Emil Nulsen.
That is why he is not in the House today.
He will not be in the House at all this
week. I understand from the Minister
that the main burden of what he said at
Bunbury in connection with this issue was
a severe criticism of Liberal Party mem-
bers of Parliament, particularly in the
Legislative Council.

Mr. Roberts: He said nothing of the
kind!
Mr. Court: You must admit the bit

about the Council has a quaint twist.
The SPEAKER: Order!

The PREMIER: The point in his critic-
ism is that the Legislative Council had a
majority of Country Party and Liberal
Party members—mostly, I think, Liberal
Party members, Therefore, had the
Liberal Party members been dinkum in the
opposition which they later on developed
to the aspect of traffic on those lines, the
Bill which brought about the suspension
of traffic would never have passed through
the Legislative Council. Unfortunately,
this very salient and appropriate criticism
by the Minister for Justice, of the Liberal
Party members concerned in the Legisla-
tive Council, was suppressed by the news-
papers.

Government’s View.
9. Mr. COURT asked the Premier:

Arising from the answer the Premier has
just given io my previous question, I would
comment that the question of the railway
closures was dealt with by a motion, and
not by a Bill. The Premier has still not
answered my question as to whether the
comments by the Minister for Justice,
which I am assured were reported in
accordance with the general tenor of his
comments at the conference, are & reflec-
tion of the Minister's personal views or
those of the Government. Will the Premier
please advise me accordingly?
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The PREMIER replied:

Clearly, beyond any shadow of doubt—
I should have thought that the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition would have
known this, and it is surprising to think
that he does not know it—the decision of
the Government was that the motion in
guestion should be introduced into Par-
liament. Therefore it was introduced by
the Government, and was supported by the
Government; and under the prineiple of
collective responsibility in the Government
of a State or a country, every Minister
carries a collective responsibility regarding
any motion or Bill brought into Parliament
by a Government, or any action of an
executive character by a Government; and
therefore all Ministers of the Government
were equally responsible in regard to the
motion in question.

10. Mr. COURT: While 1 appreciate
the explanation the Premier gave as to the
collective responsibility of Cabinet mem-
bers, I still have not received a straight-out
answer as to whether I am to accept the
comments of the Minister for Justice as his
personal views in the matter or whether I
am to take them to be the views of the
Government. Am I to interpret the Prem-
ier’s answer as saying that the views ex-
pressed were the personal views of the
Minister for Justice and not those of the
Government?

The PREMIER: I have not any appor-
tunity—nor do I desire apportunity—to
dictate the manncr in which any question
should be asked. As hon. members of Par-
lizment have an absolute right to choose
the wording of their questions, I hope they
will not deny me the right of giving ans-
wers in such words and in such manner as
I think fit. The answer which I gave pre-
vipusly is now confirmed by me.

BILLS (5}—ASSENT,

Message from the Lieut.-Governor and
Administrator received and read notifying
assent to the following Bills:—

1, Constitution Acts Amendment.

2, Housing Loan Guarantee Act Amend-
ment.

3, Legal Practitioners Act Amendment.

4, Reciprocal Enforcement of Mainten-
ance Orders Act Amendment.
5 Rural and Industries Bank Act
Amendment,
BILLS (5)—FIRST READING,

1, Local Courts Act Amendment.
Received from the Council; the Pre-
mier in charge.
2, Electoral Act Amendment.

Received from the Council; Mr, Rob-
erts in charge.
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3, Loan, £16,742,000.
Introduced by the Treasurer.

4, State Transport Co-ordination Act
Amendment.

Introduced by Mr. Nalder,

5, Licensing Act Amendment,
Introduced by Mr. Ross Hutchinson,

BUSH FIRES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

Further report of Committee adopted,

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN AGED
SAILORS AND SOLDIERS’
RELIEF FUND ACT
AMENDMENT
BILL.

Second Reading.

THE HON. A, R. G. HAWKE (Premier
—Northam) [5.131 in moving the second
reading said: This is a simple Bill which
. aims to bring the Western Australian Aged
Sailors and Soldiers’ Relief Fund into line
with the new title and constitution of what
is generally known as the Returned Sold-
ters’ League. The Act which was passed in
1922 in conneciion with the sailors and
soldiers’ relief fund was passed at a time
when the name of the league covered only
sailors and soldiers. In more recent times,
the name and constitution of the league
have been altered to take in the word
“airmen”; and, as a result, airmen should
now be eligible to participate in the bene-
fits of this fund. However, because the
word “airmen” does not appear anywhere
in the parent Act, they are not eligible
to participate.

The fund, which is raised under this Act
of Parliament io provide relief for aged
and invalid sailors and soldiers, at present,
is raised by three main methods. The
first is to pay into the fund one half of
the net proceeds of the annual Poppy Day
appeal; the second method is to pay into
the fund such other moneys as may be
set aside for the purpose of this Act by
the annual State congress of the league;
and the third method is by way of dona-
tions and bequests.

The only purpose of this amending Bill
is to include in the name of the fund
the word “airmen,” and to make airmen
who would gqualify under the provisions of
the Act eligible for such assistance as the
trust, which manages the fund, may decide
to make available to any of them from time
to time. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by Mr.
journed.

Wild, debate ad-
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LICENSED SURVEYORS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 18th Sep-
tember.

MR. COURT (Nedlands) (5.168): This
simple Bill, which seeks to clarify a legal
point, is supported by the Opposition. The
Minister, when introducing it, explained its
significanee; it is purely a formality and to
make sure that the United Kingdom is
included in the reciprocal rights. As I
understood from his explanation, at the
moment, on a legal interpretation of the
parent Act the United Kingdom could
perhaps be denied inclusion. We support
the second reading.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Biill passed through Commiittee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopled.

NATIVES (STAgIIiT,S AS CITIZENS)

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 18th Sep-
tember.

MR. GAFFY (Canning) {5.19]1: During
the temporary absence from the Chamber
of my colleague, the hon. member for
Kimberley, I should like to take this oppor-
tunity of saying a few words in support
of the measure brought down by the Minis-
ter for Native Welfare. It is a matier of
amazement to me that when anything new
is introduced or suggested, people in the
main endeavour to find many reasons why
it will not work. In the majority of cases
they are against the adoption of any-
thing new; and a certain amount of
criticism has been levelled by hon. members
against this Bill.

I think that criticism stems really from
a too liberal interpretation of the wording
of the Bill. When referring to a caption
that appeared in a newspaper in the
Eastern States, the hon. member for South
Perth said that in Western Australia it was
not the dawn, but the light before the
dawn. When he used that expression, the
hon. member spoke more truly than he
knew. I think this measure could well be
the light before the dawn.

On the other hand, the hon. member for
Narrogin said he thought it was a mirage,
and we should wait another 10 years. In
this he was supported by the hon. member
for Murray. That was their opinion. They
felt we should wait another 10 years before
doing something for the natives to make
them worthy citizens; or words to that
effect.
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Mr. Andrew: If we waited another 100
years they would say the same thing.

Mr. GAFFY: That is so. I am sure that
if we waited another 10 years, the same
question would arise, and the same thing
would probably be said—and so we would
go on walting another 10 years on each
occasion. I feel the time is now opportune,
and I commend the Minister for bringing
down this Bill. In iiself, I do not think
the measure is perfect; but, of course, no
legislation that is introduced is perfect. If
it were, it would have been brought down—
or should have been brought down—long
ago.

This measure could well be the founda-
tion on which we huild up, rehabilitate,
and stabilise the welfare of the natives, It
may not be the complete answer; it will
take a considerable time to get the native
to the point of advancement we would like,
I am sure education will play a big part in
stabilising the natives. I feel constrained
to say, however, that irrespective of any
action this Bill may produce, the adulis
will not gain very much by it.

In this respect we have an object lesson
in the new Australians, if I may use that
term. We Know that the parents rarely
absorb the conditions of our country; while
their children, on the other hand, very
rapidly hecome Australians—at least,
judeing by some of the language we hear
from time to time. In connection with a
further remark made by the hon. member
for Narrogin, I would say that it would be
g great achievement if we could educate
young children, or teenagers, to a high
standard and then send them back to their
own people as instructors. It would go a
long way to achieving our objective.

Mr. W. A, Manning: You are doing
that now.

Mr. GAFFY: There is not enough of it.
Mr. W. A. Manning: That is my case.

Mr. GAFFY: It has been suggested that
we should teach the natives: but by the
time the white man has become sufficiently
educated in the native legends, the oppor-
tunity for teaching them is gone. Those
people who have a sufficient knowledge of
native legend would be able to draw a
parallel between their way of life and ours,
and thus help them along in their thinking
and improve their way of life. I have
always held the opinion that the native
is an intelligent person. The fact that
he does not think along the same lines
as we do, does not mean he is unintelli-
gent. It merely indicates he has not had
the opportunity to study those things we
consider important.

This Bill has been criticised for two
reasons. The first point of criticism is
that it gives persons power to act on be-
half of the natives. Anybody giving
thought to this matter would realise that
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that is very necessary. We do not suggest
for one moment that the native would be
able to act off his own bat, as we think
he should; and as we feel he would, were
he given the opportunity to study.

Mr. W. A, Manning: That proves it is
unwarranted.

Mr. GAFFY: I do not agree. Two
further objections have been raised. One
is that he will not be pressed to vote.
He will not be pressed to assume the re-
sponsibility until he becomes acclimatised.
The other objection is that this measure
will give the native opportunities for con-
suming alcohol, and that he may indulge
in it far too freely. But, of course, we
do not have to go to the aboriginal to
draw an analogy in this respect. There
is no reason to suggest that, given the
opportunity, the native will indulge too
freely in liquor. It is possible it will help
him to resist the temptation and thus
raise himself gbove the undesirable com-
pany he keeps at the present time.

By and large, I think the proposals con-
tained in this measure constitute a very
progressive step. We consider it the
starting point. It could be amended as
time goes on; and from time to time we
could continue to build up the proper
training of the aboriginal. I feel sure we
all desire that state of affairs. I am
rather surprised that members of the
Opposition should say in one breath that
they support something being done for the
aborigines; and then, in the other, oppose
a measure that seeks to achieve that ob-
jective.

Mr. W. A, Manning:
do anything for them.

Mr. GAFFY:. If the hon. member looks
at it more closely, he will see it seeks to
do more for them now than would be
done if we waited another 10 years.

This Bill does not

MR. OLDFIELD (Mt Lawley) (5.281:
As hon. members know, this Bill is iden-
tical to that which was introduced by the
Minister last session. When that measure
was before the House, I was one of those
who gave it my support; and I outlined
my reasons for doing so. At that time,
however, I also indicated to the Minister
in charge of the Bill that, when the meas-
ure reached the Committee stages, we
would seek to amend it; and the amend-
ments moved by the hon. member for
South Perth early in the Committee stages
of the Bill were successful.

In other words, the members of the Gov-
ernment supported the position in accept-
ing amendments to the Bill. This ses-
sion, however, we find that the Bill has
been introduced not in the form in which
it lapsed last session, but in the original
form in which it was introduced last ses-
sion. In other words, the department has
seen fit to defy the wishes of Parliament
—and of course the Minister must accept
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the responsibility for that, because he rep-
resents the department in this House., In
effect, the department has said, “Parlia-
ment has amended our Bill, but we do not
want it that way; and we will have it
in the original form in which it was intro-
duced.” However, as I said last year, 1
have reached the stage where I am pre-
pared to support almost anything which
will give the people with whom we are
dealing in this Bill a better go, or a fair
go—something which they have never yet
been accustomed to in the history of Aus-
tralia.

In fact, I think that at this present time
the aborigines of Australia are far worse
off than they were a hundred years ago.
I am not going to say that it is altogether
our fault; it is the fault of civilisation and
progress generally. It is one of the un-
avoidable things which must occur, and
is possibly the price of progress. But,
unfortunately, in this instance the native
i{s paying the whole price, and the people
who are benefiting from progress—that is
the white section of the community—are
content to allow the native to pay that
price and do nothing whatsoever about
ameliorating his trouble.

The reason the native is worse off today
than he was many years ago is that at
that time there was good grazing land.
However, the best of the land, which ecar-
ried the greatest amount of game and
water, has been fenced by white settlers
who have cleared, cropped and stocked it;
and the native has been deprived of his
food. In addition to doing these things,
we have passed legislation declaring cer-
tain native game in some areas as vermin.
We have put a royalty on the head of that
native game which is the inherent food
of the native population in the far out-
back.

Worse still, not only did we replace the
native game with stock such as sheep and
cattle, but we forbade the native the right
to hunt the stock which was introduced
into this ecountry. Therefore, we virtually
left him without natural resources for
his livelihcod. We left him to become
a rouseabout on a station, and a mendicant.

Within the white population of Aus-
tralia today there has grown up a type
of colour bar. White people generally are
distrustful of the natives. In some in-
stances, they like to look down with smug
superiority on the aboriginal or native and
frequently refer te him as & “nigger.”
They do not regard him as a human being.
Therefore, the natives find it very hard—
in faet it is almost impossible—to secure
regular and steady work, unless it is of
a menial nature, such as on stations.
Even then they can find work only in the
type of country where white people are
loth to go to earn their livelihood.

Those natives who are resident within
the metropolitan area and within the
townships in the South-West Land Divi-
ginn are reduced almost to seasonal work
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such as fruit picking, shearing, chaff
cutting and so on. When they attempt
to seek permanent work, they are over-
looked for their white brothers.

Mr. Perkins: Do you think they would
take it?

Mr. OLDFIELD: Of course they would
take it! There are plenty of men working
around the city of Perth—I should have
said a few men—who have been in their
jobs for many years. They obtained them
early in the post-war years when labour
was scarce and they have been able to
hang on to the jobs. However, in my
obinion, pressure is heing brought to bear
on the hoss to sack them now that unem-
ployment is prevalent.

Mr. Thorn: You are out of touch,
Mr. OLDFIELD: I am not out of touch.

Mr. W. A, Manning: Who puts the
pressure on?

Mr. OLDFIELD:
white men,

Mr. W. A. Manning:
sure put on by?

Mr. OQOLDFIELD: By the white popula-
tion. It has happened, and it is happen-
ing. I can quoie one instance of a native,
employed by the Railway Department, who
cahnot get any promotion because of the
colour bar which exists.

Mr, Graham: He lives in East Perth.
Mr. OLDFIELD: He does, too.

Mr. Thorn: What is the hon. member
doing about it?

Mr. Graham: Plenty.

Mr. Court: It must be Goverhment
policy.

Mr. OLDFIELD: Things have reached
a stage where it is our responsibility to
attempt to do something to make these
people & part of the community so that
they can take their proper place in it.
When this guestion has been brought be-
fore the House, during the eight vears I
‘have been here, T have heard all the
arguments for and against. Arguments
have been submitted that the native is
not ready or that it is not yet the time.
For 60 or T0 years that has been said and
we are how no further advanced. We will
never reach the time, and the native will
never be ready until we do something
about getting him ready.

It has been said that we must forget
the older population and start with the
children; that we should take the children
away from the parents. That is not much
use in itself. We take the children away
from the parents, put them in the mission,
and take them out again at the age of
14. However, instead of our accepting
them as part of society, they are returned
to the older peaple in the camps.

It is put on by the

Who is the pres-
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It has been said on many occasions that
if & person is given responsibility he will
live up to it. The natives have never
been allowed to have the responsibility
of citizenship; but if it were given ;o0 them,
although there would be some casualities,
they would face up to it and it would be
a8 worth-while effort on our part in try-
ing to do something for these people.

These people are the grandchildren of
those who were ill-treated by the early
settlers of Australia. They were shot,
beaten, and exploited, I know that was
necessary in some cases for the survival
of white people. However, these peaple
have grown up with a natural hatred of
whites. They are a peaceful peopie, but
they hold the white population in well-
deserved hatred and contempt.

The native community in Australia has
nothing whatsoever to live for. The native
does not care what crimes he commits, be-
c¢ause he has no respect for the white
man’s law; he respects his inherent tribal
laws. Today, the native is better off in
gaol than he is out of it; and a lot of
white people would rather see him in gaol
all the time, because they adopt the atti-
tude that whilst he is there he cannot
propagate.

Mr. W. A. Manning:
Lawley attitude?

Mr. OLDPFIELYY: The belief of ihe hon.
member for Narrogin is that if white
people continue shooting the natives we
will have got rid of our problem.

Is that the Mt.

Points of Order.

Mr. W. A, Manning: Mr. Speaker, I
object to those remarks as the hon. mem-
bers knows they are not true. I ask that
they be withdrawn,

The Speaker: I would ask the hon. mem-
ber to withdraw. :

Mr. Qldfield: I will withdraw, but I still
have said them. The argument goes on.

Mr. Thorn: I think you would do the
same thing. You are talking to the elec-
tors of Mt. Lawley, you squib!

Mr. Oldfield: Mr. Speaker, I would ask
for a withdrawal of that remark.

‘The Speaker: I did not hear the remark,
What was it?

Mr. Oldfield: I would like the hon. mem-
her for Toodyay to withdraw his remark,
which was most offensive, I would like
him to repeat it.

Mr. Thorn; I won't,

The Speaker: If the hon. member for
Toodyay made & remark which the mem-
ber for Mt. Lawley considers offensive, he
must unreservedly withdraw.

Mr. Thorn: He asked me to repest it,
but I cannot remember back that far.

The Speaker: I am going to enforce the
Standing Orders. If an hon. member con-
siders any remark to be offensive, the hon.
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member who made the remark should
withdraw unreservedly. I did not hear the
remark; but if the hon. member for M¢t.
Lawley considered it offensive, the hon.
member for Toodyay must withdraw,

Mr. Thorn: I withdraw unreservedly;
not like the squib—

The Speaker: Order! the hon. member
for Mt. Lawley may proceed.

Debate Resumed.

Mr. OLDFIELD: We see the old cam-
paigner again—

The SPEAKER: I would point out that
the hon. membher for Mt. Lawley speaks
from a back bench; and there are other
members in front of him and the Chair;
and it is easy for hon. members to inter-
ject. Whilst I do not want to be too
hard on interjections, I suggest that hon.
members allow the hon. member for Mt.
Lawley to proceed, as he is entitled to
state his case. Most interjectors are be-
tween the hon. member and myself, which
makes it difficult to maintain order. There
fore, I ask hon. members to hold their
interjections, The hon. member for Mt.
Lawley may proceed.

Mr. OLDFIELD: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I feel that this Bill in its present form
will not de a great amount of good. Like-
wise, it will not do a great amount of
harm. We are dealing with the vital prin-
ciple of whether we are to regard the
natives of this country as human beings or
as a lesser form of life. I have heard them
referred to as second-class citizens, How-
ever, they cannot be regarded as such in
my mind, because they have no citizen-
ship rights whatsoever.

They receive less consideration than a
migrant. ¥From the day a migrant sets
foot in this country he is entitled to social
services; and after a period of 25 years,
to the age pension. The native is never
entitled to these benefits until he applies
for and is granted citizenship rights.

When this Bill lapsed last year, certain
amendments had been carried by the House
against the wishes of the Minister; and he
has brought forward the same Bill again
without those amendments being included.
I shall support the second reading with
this reservation: That if the amendments
which appear on the notice paper in the
name of the hon. member for South Perth
are not carried or not accepied by the
Minister, I and my colleague will oppose
the third reading; and this Bill, which
requires a constitutional majority, may
therefore be defeated on the third reading.
I will tell the Minister now that if he is
not prepared {o accept the amendments
that were carried last year, the Bill may
not pass the third reading.

This problem can be tackled in many
ways. At present, the quadroon is exempt
under the Act; he does not come under it
in any way. However, we find that people
with & dark skin and who are exempt from



982

the Act—they are not natives—have to
carry a certificate from the department
stating that they are not natives. Over a
period of years, we have exempted the
quadrocn, and perhaps we could start now
by giving half-castes complete exemption.
This proposition could be given a few years’
trial, and we could gradually bring in the
fuli-bloods at a later stage.

But we must now consider the class of
native in the metropolitan area; the native
who has grown up in the South-West Land
Division; the native who has attended
schools with white children; the native who
has learned to read and wrife; the native
who has no knowledge of bush lore and
very little knowledge of his own people’s
folk lore and who, in fact, cannot speak his
native tongue—and neither can his parents
in most instances. To all intents and pur-
poses these fellows are born the same as
we are except they have a dark-coloured
skin. Some consideration should immedi-
ately be given to these people to enable
them to be entitled, at least, to social
service benefits.

The unfortunate position is that when
they are in employment, they are taxed by
the Federal Treasurer. They also pay the
indirect taxes that we pay, when they make
their weekly purchases, or when they seek
entertainment at the local picture theatre.
But when they hecome unemployved, they
are not entitled to social service benefits.

Mr. Watts: A great number get social
services.

Mr. OLDFIELD: Only those who are
citizens or who have an exemption; other-
wise they receive only 17s. 6d. per week, I
think, from the Department of Native
Welfare. They are also entitled to child
endowment.

Mr. Watts: They are entitled to social
services, too.

Mr. OLDFIELD: I am given to under-
stand that they are not, and that they do
not receive it.

Mr. Watts: Read the report of the
Department of Native Welfare.

Mr. Rhatigan: They do not receive social
services unless they have citizenship rights
or exemption certificates.

Mr. OLDFIELD: That is true. Many
white peaple do not contribute more by
way of taxes, than do these people during
their working lives, but the natives are not
entitled to social service benefits when they
come to the end of their working days,
whereas their white brethren, in the same
circumstances, are. The natives also suffer
in the same way in regard to social service
benefits in the case of sickness. They get
no sickness benefit whatsoever.

Just recently we read the report of a
committee which was set up by the Gov-
ernment to inquire into this question and
make recommendations for the purpose of
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obtaining Federal financial aid to meet this
problem. We ourselves can solve the prob-
lem, from the financial aspect, by granting
the natives full citizenship rights. They
will then become the responsibility of the
Social Services Department when they are
either unemployed, in ill-health, or aged.
If they are capahble of working, and work
is offering and they decline to accept it,
they will be treated in the same way as are
the white people who do likewise. If an
unemployed white person refuses to accept
work when it is offered to him, he does not
receive social services in respect to un-
employment.

I shall refer only briefly to the amend-
ments on the notice paper. I know that
some argument may be advanced in respect
of one of these amendments, and it is to
the effect, “Why should not the depart-
ment have the right to take a child from
these people, hecause under the Child
Welfare Act, the Child Welfare Depart-
ment has the right to take a child before
the court and, if it is neglected, have it
committed to an iInstitution.” The same
thing would obtain here. If the right was
removed from the Department of Native
Welfare to deal with native children
without the consent of the parents, they
could be dealt with, under the Child
Welfare Act, by being brought before a
magistrate.

With the reservations I have outlined, 1
support the second reading.

MR. RHATIGAN (Kimberley) (5.521:
Whilst I support the second reading of
the Bill, I cannot say that I am over happy
with it. When introducing the measure,
the Minister gave me the impression that
it was framed on the report of the Select
Committee which sat for some weeks and
took evidence from wvarious peonle in dif-
ferent watks of life. But, to my way of
thinking, the Bill is identical with the one
introduced last year. Therefore, it does
not have much bearing on the Select Com-
mittee’s report.

The measure, I feel, merely works in
reverse to our present legislation. At the
moment any native can apply for citizen-
ship rights, and have his children included
on the certificate until they are of the age
of 21, when they, themselves, can apply
for citizenship rights. A study of the Bill
gives me the impression that it is our
present law in reverse inasmuch as natives
are to be declared citizens. Proposed new
Section 3B provides—

(1) Application to a Stipendiary
Magistrate to declare a native to be
a protected native, or to cancel the
operation of declaration by which a
native was declared to be a protected
native, may be made—

(a) by the Commissioner;
(b) by a Protector with the con-
sent of the Commissioner; or

{¢) by the native personally.
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(2) An application, objection to the
granting of an application, and pro-
ceedings on the hearing of, or other-
wise relating to, an application or ob-
jection or both, shall be in the manner
and form prescribed by the regula-
tions.

It would be interesting to know what
those regulations will be. I{ appears to
me that the Bill, if passed, will make the
commissioner all-powerful. To my way
of thinking, it gives too much power to
any individual in our present democratic
world, irrespective of how sincere that
individual may be.

When the Minister replies, I would like
him to give some indication in regard to
who may be declared a protected native.
Will it be Long Jim, or Big-Toe Char-
ley? And is he to wear a badge to show
that he is a protected native? Are natives
on stations to be declared citizens, wholly
and solely; or which persons are to he
declared protected natives? This is the
portion of the RBill I am not very happy
about,

I pay tribute to the Minister for his
sincerity and his efforts to better the lot
of the native. There is no more sincere
person, dealing with this legislation, than
the Minister, but I feel that the provision
I have just dealt with is not necessary.
I do not claim to have the answer, but I
think a study of the Bill will show that it
contains a lot of loop-holes which may
cause considerable bother in the adminis-
tering of the Act.

During my first year in the House, I
advocated the complete abolition of the
Department of Native Welfare. I formed
that opinion by virtue of the fact that
I was born amongst natives, and my play-
mates were natives, In the land where
I lived in those days, there were no white
children other than myself. I lived among
natives, and I worked with them until I
joined the Department of Native Welfare
in 1946. I had just on seven years’ experi-
ence with the department. I see no reason
to alter my original suggestion that there
should be the complete abolition of the De-
pariment of Native Welfare and, set up in
its place, a department of social services; or
it could be called by whatever title hon.
members liked. It should include the Child
Welfare Department.

The department I envisage would cater
for all humans, irrespective of coleur or
creed, It would look to the wants of every
person in need of assistance. When the
Department of Native Welfare was first
formed, it catered for the health of the
natives. The department employed a
travelling doctor, Dr. Davis—and later
Dr. Musso—who travelled through the
length and breadth of Western Australia
attending to the health of the natives.
The department has handed this function
over to the Department of Health so that
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now the health of the natives is entirely
the responsibility of the Department of
Health.

The Department of Native Welfare also
ran institutions which catered for the edu-
cation of the natives. This section of the
department’s work has been abolished, and
rightly so. The education of the native
is now the responsibility of the Education
Department, The general care of native
children and of indigent natives is handled
by the missions, which do a worthy and
meritorious job, irrespective of their reli-
gious creed.

Therefore I consider the Department of
Native Welfare is now an allocation de-
partment. A certain amount of money
is granted to it by the Treasury, and the
heads of the department sit down in Perth
and say, “We will give the Health Depart-
ment so much; the Education Depart-
ment so much; and each individual mission
so0 much.” I eannot see any necessity for
this department to continue. The very
fact that a particular race of people
requires a department to administer it
is a stigma on those who purport to rep-
resent the natives.

I support the second reading of the Bill,
and I give full credit to the Minister for
sincerity in his efforts to betier the lot
of the natives; but I think legislation which
would be an improvement on this could
be provided.

MR. PERKINS (Roe) [5.59]: If an im-
partial observer from some outside country
could listen to the debate in this Chamber,
I think he could be forgiven if he formed
the opinion that those who were in favour
of the Bill were supposed to have the
welfare of the natives at heart, and those
against it were aiming to push the native
further into the mire. Anyone who
knows the position of the natives in this
tStaé:g is aware that that is far from the
ruth.

I give credit to all hon. members for
doing their best for the natives. But un-
fortunately many of us in this Chamber,
and also many in the general community,
although their hearts are in the right
place, have not had the necessary ex-
perience, nor have they the knowledge of
all the faects, to sum up properly the
position in its true light and so arrive at
a reasoned decision.

Mr. Sleeman: That would not apply to
the previous spesker.

Mr. PERKINS: I pay full tribute to
the hon. member for Kimberley, because
I know he represents a part of the State
where probably there are more natives
than in any other district of Western Aus-
tralia. I respect his opinion. Neverthe-
less, if members listened to him they must
have realised that he has some misgivings
about this Bill. I, too, have many mis-
givings. I think the Minister could be
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accused of pandering to those people who
are reasoning with their emotions and
who, in the long run, can do & great dis-
fervice to the natives of Western Austra-
ia.

Anyone who has had much contact with
natives will realise—as does the hon. mem-
ber for Kimberley—that the problem is not
a simple one. Some speakers had & great
deal to say about the living conditions
of natives in Western Australia and in
other parts of the Commonwealth, too. I
agree that their conditions are deplorable
and that their outlook is not very good.
In fact, in many instances, their mode of
living is not even equal o0 the lowest
standard of living recognised by the white
population.

However, we must take care, when deal-
ing with this problem, that we do not make
it worse instead of better. I doubt very
much whether this legislation is going to
improve materially the natives’ position.
Those who have had much to do with our
Australian natives realise that the kind of
civilization that they had in the past—if
one can call it such—was vastly different
from ours. They constitute one of the
most primitive people in the world; and I
do not think any surprise can be felt
when people who follow that mode of life
are placed side by side with whites who are
living in what we are pleased io can our
20th century civilisation.

I think it was the hon. member for Mt.
Lawley who said that we have taken away
from the natives their game reserves and
destroyed their game; and the implication
was—if 1 understood him aright—that if
we could set the clock back and re-
allocate the game reserves to them to
enable them to live the same sort of life
that they did 200 or 300 years ago, we
wculd be doing something towards solving
the problem.

Mr. Rowberry:
inference.

Mr. PERKINS: Well, all right, it is my
inference. But it would be impossible to
do that, because I feel sure that the natives
would not want to revert to that way of
life. We have to accept the fact that
wherever they contact our white civilisa-
tion and learn to enjoy what we are pleased
to call the advances that we have made
and the modern amenities that we have
provided, they will demand them as their
right if they are in a position to attain
and enjoy them.

20 we find that adjacent to most of the
towns in the agricultural areas of the
South-West Land Division a considerable
number of natives seem to be living under
better conditions than they were; yet there
are still 2 great many whose standard of
living is very poor indeed. With other
members, I deplore the fact that so many
tive under these poor conditions. Efforts
have been made to improve the lot of many

That is only your
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natives, and there are some who are now
housed in State Housing Commission
homes. There are some who are living
according to our health and other stan-
dards; but unfertunately they comprise a
very small percentage.

In many towns, warm-hearted citizens
have co-operated with the local author-
ities; and in some cases, have tried to do
even far more for the natives than they
would for any family of whites. I know
of one case where a man was prepared to
donate all the building materials to provide
a house for a native family on the condition
that the native would carry out the labour
to erect the house. For some time that
native showed considerable enthusiasm;
but it gradually waned, and the unfor-
ll;uljlﬁte result was that the house was never

uilt.

Mr. Sleeman: Was it started?

Mr. PERKINS: Some bricks were made,
but that is about as far as it got. It was
only natural that that particular well-
wisher became very critical of natives,
Subsequently, that native family was
housed in cne of the homes provided by the
State Government, Even when houses are
allocated to natives, the problem is not
solved by any means. I am of the opinion
that if the best of the native families could
be allowed to live their lives without other
natives, with a lower standard of living,
joining them and making their house a
sort of community home for 15 or 20 people,
some improvement possibly could be
effected in the living standards of those
families.

However, I think hon. members who
represent country districts realise that only
too often many of the natives who live in
humpies in the bush adjacent to the towns
or villages join a native family who are
resident in a State Housing Commission
home, and before long there are complaints
from neighbouring white residents about
their peoor living conditions and the noise
that they make. I am also aware of same
instances of where the Native Welfare
Department, in co-operation with the local
authority concerned, have had to evict
native families from the homes that weare
specially provided for them. I think the
Minister for Native Welfare knows of some
of those cases.

Nevertheless, I am not going to condemn
the natives as a whole because of such
instances. Although these disappointments
are encountered, I still think we could make
a better effort to improve their living con-
ditions as much as we possibly can. Even
though they may not appreciate what is
being done for them, it still does not
absolve us from our duty to make an effort
to do something better for them. Other
instances can, of course, be cited where
native families are living in houses pro-
vided either by the State Housing Commis-
sion or by the Native Welfare Department,
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and they are leading a civilised and normal
life as we understand it. All ¢credit to such
native families for improving their living
standards; but, unfortunately, there are
far too few of them.

I do not know the actual figures, but 1
think only a very small percentage of
natives are actually in contact with the
white population of this State. All that I
have been saying only highlights the
problem. The question we have to ask
ourselves is whether this legislation is
going to improve the overall position. As
1 have already said, like the hon. member
for Kimberley I have very grave misgivings
as to whether this Bill will effect an
improvement.

If we pass through this Parliament
legislation which is only a sham, it will
not reflezt muech eredit on hon. members,
and it will certainly do nothing to fulfil
the high hopes of some of those people
in the community to whom I give fall
credit for their good intentions, but who
I fear are not putting forward any con-
crete suggestion to improve the lot of the
native people.

As previous speakers have indicated, this
legislation represents a new approach to
the problem because it is seeking to pro-
vide that all natives in Western Australia
shall automatically become full citizens;
and then the Native Welfare Department
or some other body or person will be able
to take action t{o reduce the living
standards of certain of those natives to a
status similar to that under which they
had been living previously. As I read the
legislation, there is provision for other
means to be adopted as well in order to
make them protected natives.

The point I want to make is that this
measure seeks to provide for the making
of a new class of protected native, who will
be in a similar position to that great
number—in fact the vast majority—of
natives who, at present, do not enjoy
citizenship rights. Presumably, all natives
will he entitled to have their names placed
on the roll and to obtain a vote for the
Legislative Assembly elections if they so
desire it; and I am afraid there will be
some difficulties in regard to that pro-
vision. I do not know that that privilege
matters a great deal one way or the other.

Mr, May: They will have to go on the
roll; otherwise they will be fined.

Mr. PERKINS: I understood from the
Minister’s speech that that portion of the
legislation was not going to be enforced
very rigidly. In replying to the interjec-
tion by the hon member for Collie, many
complications will arise if the electoral
officers take action through the courts
against all natives who should be enrolled,
but who fail to ehrol on the Legislative
Assembly roll,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.
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Mr. PERKINS: I was dealing with the
interjection by the hon. member for Collie
relating to compulsory enrolment of
natives if this Bill becomes law. Obviously
the Minister must have some thought in
mind about amending the existing law in
relation to enrclment. Before tea, I said
it was impossible to apply compulsory en-
rolment to many of the natives in Western
Australia, and I can only assume that
some action will be taken in this regard
by the promulgation of regulations. The
Minister should clarify that point; other-
wise hon. members will have to use their
imagination as to the method which will
be adopted.

Even natives who are in contact with
civilization will experience difficulties in
enrolling and in exercising their vote. As
hon. members representing pastoral elector-
ates know, a great many of them have no
proper names, The two most responsible
native employees at one station are known
as Whale Bone, and as Long Whale Bone.
S0 far as the manager of the station is
aware, those two natives have no other
names. As long as the manager can re-
member, they have been known by those
names. With the inclusion of such names,
if the Bill is passed, the electoral rolls will
be somewhat different in the future and
there will appear some very colourful
names.

Many natives do not attach that im-
portance to being on the roll and having
the right to vote, which some hon. mem-
bers have implied. From my experience,
I would say that most of the natives will
attach very little significance to such a
privilege, I agree that where natives desire
to vote, they should be given the right to
do so. Everyone will agree that under
the existing legislation, natives who are
intelligent and civilised enough have full
opportunity to cast a vote if they so de-
sire. At present such a type of native
has no difficulty in obtaining citizenship
rights and in being placed on the State
electoral roll. It is untrue to say that any
native, able to cast an intelligent vote at
elections for the Legislative Assembly, is
debarred from doing so by statute. 1
make the statement again that it is
gos_sible for natives to be enroiled if they

esire.

Some people assume that if all natives
were to be enrolled and many voted, they
would vote for the Labour Party.

Mr. Sleeman: If they had any sense
they would,

Mr, PERKINS: The hon. member must
realise that many thoughtful people in
this community do not vote Labour. He
will also find many natives who will not
vote Lahour. The fact is that natives
are very easily influenced. If the native
vote were a very vital factor in an elec-
torate, it could happen that political par-
ties would be tempted to employ special
agents to influence that vote.
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It does not need very much imagination
to realise that such a practice could lead
to all sorts of political skulduggery, for
want of a better term to describe what
might result. The fact is that natives are
very easily influenced, I have very little
doubt that the native vote will be dealt
with by political parties in the same man-
ner as they deal with many other classes
of voters. Perhaps I might illustrate the
manner in which the native vote could be
influenced.

During the period when the postal vote
regulations applied and most station man-
agers were appointed postal vote officers,
one station manager iold me that on one
occasion there were two natives employed
at his station. The natives had citizen-
ship rights and had been enrolled. The
station manager had a very high sense of
his duties as a postal officer. His political
heliefs were certainly not Labour. He in-
formed the two natives that an election
was due and that they had a right to vote.

The natives asked him to take their
vote. He produced the necessary forms
to enable them to do so, and at the same
time told them who were the respective
candidates and how the forms were to be
completed. Obviously neither of these
natives had an accurate idea of what party
the candidates stood for. As anyone who
is familiar with natives can well imagine,
those two natives asked the station man-
ager who was the best candidate.

Mr. Sleeman: You know who the station
manager will consider the best.

Mr. PERKINS: For the information of
the hon. member, the station manager in-
formed me that he was unable to tell the
natives who was the best candidate; and
that, as a postal officer, it was his duty
to see that they were not influenced and
that they cast their votes impartially.

Mr. Lawrence: What the station manager
should have said was, “I should not tell
you.”

Mr. PERKINS: In fact, he did not tell
them. The natives became non-plussed.
They knew the two candidates. As one
can imagine, the next move of the natives
was to ask the station manager for whom
he was going to vote. The station manager
told me that he would not give them that
information either. He put his duties as
a8 postal officer on a high plane, and he
refused to tell the natives for whom he
was going to vote. I am pointing out that
a person who does not take his responsi-
hilities as seriously as this station manager
could influence the native vote.

Membhers who live in country districts
are aware only too well that the natives
respect certain people and are very easily
influenced by them. I hope that we do
not add to the complex situation by en-
abling special agents to he appointed by
political parties to cajole the natives into
voting for a particular candidate, and tak-
ing questionable steps in the process. The
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illustration I have given highlights the
difficulties which inevitably will arise if
people who are not fitted into our mode of
civilisation are given the right or are com-
pelled to vote. In order to make these
Australian citizens fit to exercise a vote,
a great deal more spade work needs to be
done. I suggest that steps in that direc-
tion are very much more worth while than
any flamboyant talk which one hears in
support of this Bill.

Another portion of the Bill affects to
a major extent the lives of the native
population; that is the portion relating
to the Licensing Act. As has been stated
by hon. members earlier in this debate, the
Bill provides for free access to hotels heing
given to the natives, and for purchase of
intoxicating liquor. It has been pointed
out that the principal reason why natives
are affected to such a great degree by
liguor is that they have only occasional
access to it; and that when given the
opportunity to obtain liquor, they make
the most, of the opportunity. There is no
doubt at all that intoxicating liquor has
a much greater effect on the native than
on the average white citizen.

Mr, Evans: One reason could be the
quality of the liquor that is available to
natives.

Mr. PERKINS: That could be the
reason, Giving natives access {0 hofels
will not bring about much difference in
the quality of liguor which they obtain. If
natives desire to become intoxicated, they
invariably purchase the cheapest liquor
available. I doubt very much whether the
quality of liguor which will be obtainable
under the new set-up will he very much
different from the quality of liquor that is
now gvailable to them.

Hon, members may have read in the
Press in recent weeks about the difficulties
that have arisen in Alice Springs. The
native painter Namatjira, hon. members
will recall, was taken to task by the resi-
dent magistrate as the result of a brawl
which developed near his camp, where
apparently liquor had been supplied
through Mr. Namatjira, There is another
Press cutting taken from “The West Aus-
tralian,” with the Alice Springs dateline
and reading as follows:—

Namatjira To Face Court Over Liquor.

Aboriginal artist Albert Namatjira
has been summonsed on four counts
of supplying liquor to wards of the
State. The summonses were served on
him in Alice Springs late this after-
noon.

If a charge of supplying is proved
against Namatjira he is liable fo a
minimum penalty of six months’ im-
prisonment without option of a fine.

Namatjira, because he has full
citizenship rights, can buy and drink
intoxicating liquor, but he cannot give
it to any native who is 2 ward of the
State,
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That is the legal position, as it applies
in the Northern Territory. 1 would say
that Mr. Namatjira and the other mem-
bers of his family have had much more
contact with our civilisation than the vast
majority of the natives in the pastoral
areas of this State, and prohably more
than most of the natives in the agricul-
tural areas. But I think the difficulties
that have arisen in Alice Springs with Mr.
Namatjira, his relatives, and his friends
amongst the native population, highlight
the kind of difficulties which we might
easily find developing in Western Australia
if this Bill is passed in its present form.

The set-up, as I understand it, will be
that if the Bill passes in its present form
the native will have the right to enter
hotels or any other place that sells intoxi-

cating liquor and drink such liquor on the |

premises, and may also take away what-
ever quantities he chooses for consumption
by himself or friends. Any hon, members
who have seen some of the brawls which
have developed in adjacent country towns
as a result of the native population ob-
taining liquor and getting themselves into
g state in which they are not responsible
for their actions, would hope that{ that
development will not spread in Western
Australia. I do not think there is any
doubt whatever that the effect of intoxi-
cating liguor on our native population is
more violent than on the average white.
Of course, that has been the reason why,
in the past, we have made provision for
only those natives who we have thought
are ghle to drink without getting them-
selves into serious trouble to be given the
right to obtain it legally,

I know that the law as it stands has
caused some difficulties for the DPolice
Department, and a number of police
officers have told me that they think it
would be easier for them if the law were
amended to give all natives the right of
access to liquor. Responsible officers in
the Police Department in a great many
centres have told me that. The difficulty
in which they find themselves at present
is they do not know which natives have
citizenship rights, and the right to obtain
liquor; and as a result, their administra-
tion of the law is made very difficult, and
they can never be quite sure t¢ whom to
sheet the blame home; whereas if all
natives were given the right to obtain
liquor, the police would deal with any of
those who cause a brawl or any upse{ of
the peace, the same as they would with
any members of the white population.

Police officers have also told me that
they think it would be necessary to
strengthen the police force in each centre
so that there would be sufficient man-
power to deal with the increased disordet
which is likely to result. That may come
as something of a shock to some of those
people who support the amendments con-
tained in the Bill before us.
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Mr. Watts: And police will be needed
where now there are none,

Mr. PERKINS: That could be another
development. New stations may be neces-
sary as well,

Mr. Grayden: What about the North-
West towns? No additional police are re-
quired there?

Mr. PERKINS: Well, I suggest that the
member for South Perth should have a
closer look at some of the North-West
towns. I have been up there in very re-
cent weeks; and all the officers of the
Police Department who make contact with
natives—and I contacted them in regard
to all phases—say that if the natives are
given free access to liquor they will need
further assistance, and they felt that they
would have some increased disorder to
deal with. I pass this information on to
the House. .

Mr. Grayden: The hotels in the North
are often full of natives, but there is no
drunkenness to speak of,

Mr. PERKINS: I think the hon. member
for South Perth will be in for a great shock
if this Bill is passed. The result of its
passage could be, of course, that hrawls
will develop; and if the Police Department
applies the same law to the natives as to
the white population, we are going to see
many natives before the court for hreaches
of the peace; and it could be that there
will be a considerable increase in the num-
ber of natives in our prisons.

Personally, I do not think placing a
native in prison does him any good. He
does not like it, contrary to what someone
has said. I know something of natives,
hecause T have employed some, and have
helped natives whenever I could. The
Minister for Native Welfare knows that.
The fact remains that a native does not
like going to prison; and when he is put
there, he associates with the least desirable
types and is a much more difficult person
to deal with, and therefore is not helped
at all by being in prison.

I am afraid that if we are going to put
the responstbility on the Police Force of
enforcing the law after the natives are
given greater access to intoxicating liquor,
that must be the result, If any hon. mem-
hers have any special information on that
point, I would be very interested to have
it, because those are the opinions I hold;
and I have contacted many responsible
people to ascertnin what they think.

As I have said, the police say that it
would be easier for them if the law were
amended, and all natives were given the
right of access {o liguor. On the other
hand, they state also that they would need
increased assistance, and that they anti-
cipate that there would be many more
breaches of the peace to cope with.

The Bill deals with many other Acts on
the Western Australian statute book. It
deals with the Dog Act, Electoral Act,
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Evidence Act, Fauna Protection Act, Fire-
arms and Guns Act, Land Act, Mining Act,
and so on. I do not propose to go through
those in detail, because I do not think the
implication of the amendment of those
other Acts is of such significance as the
provisions relating to the fwo Acts which
I have already dealt with at some length.
Thaose will certainly have the biggest effect
on the life of our native population.

1 quite agree with the hon, member for
Kimberley that probably the Native Wel-
fare Department is very largely super-
fluous, once one gets into the North-West
areas of the State. I believe that if the
jurisdiction of the Native Welfare Depart~
ment were stopped short at Carnarvon,
and the work which is entrusted to it at
present were handed over to the Health
and Education Departments, in particular,
the officers of those departments would do
all that is being done at the present time,
and do it much more efficiently.

I think that the Native Welfare Depart-
ment in itself is limited in its effectiveness,
but the other departments I have mention-
ed are in much closer touch with the native
population; and in my opinion, provided
those departments were staffed with suit-
able officers, they would deal with the
natives in the northern areas of the State
very much more effectively than does the
Native Welfare Department at the present
time.

I do not know about the implications in
the southern areas of the State. I am
afraid that I have not the details as yet.
It would probably be unfair te push all the
responsibilities of the Native Weifare De-
pariment on to officers of any other single
department, There is work to be done in
many of our country towns—for instance,
in improving the living conditions of our
natives adjacent to those towns—and the
Native Welfare Department could do very
much better work than at present if it
approached the job in a more realistic
manner.

One finds instaneces in recent years
where there have been difficulties about
the health of the natives. There has been
a lot of trouble with trachoma in natives.
That trouble has been diagnosed by either
the officers of the central Health Depart-
ment or the local health authorities. The
native welfare officers have certainly taken
some action to round the natives up; but
in most instances they have left the actual
work of control {to other officers on the
spot—in many cases, the local health
authorities,

I guoted a case last year in which an
officer of the Native Welfare Department
was pressing the health autherities to take
action, but he was unwilling to stay on the
spot and actually help with the giving of
sulphanilimide pills, or whatever pills had
to be taken and it was left to local public-
spirited citizens—the local schoolmaster
and another lady in the township—to go
out to the native camps and give these pills
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to the children who were not attending
school. As I say, the Native Welfare De-
partment does not endear itself to the local
rural communities when it is found that its
patrol officers are not willing to do the
actual spade work which is necessary to
improve the health of the natives living
adjacent {o these towns.

In conclusion, I do not believe there is
any colour bar; the real bar is the health
bar. I know what I am talking about in
this regard, as I have lived in country areas
all my life and have seen a great number
of natives. My own children have gone to
school with native children, and I say that
the colour bar is not important in Aus-
tralia. The real problem, I repeat, is the
health bar; and if the Minister for Native
Welfare took action along that line, he
would do more to improve the standards
of the native population and would fit
them bettter into the local communities
wherever they may be.

MR. POTTER (Subiaco) [8.1): The
word “misgiving” has been bandied about
this Chamber, in relation to the measure
before us; but I feel that the Bill is of such
momentous nature that it would be bound
to give rise to certain misgivings, as must
all legislation dealing with human relation-
ships. As we have probably the greatest
native population of any State in Australia,
this is a very vexed question, inasmuch as
we have s0 many degrees of variation
among our natives—physically, mentally
and in regard to their contact with our
society.

I" understand that{ there are 70 odd
dialects spoken by the natives throughout
this State. I have a fair amount of
knowledge of our natives, as I have
travelled and have lived among them and
have had contact with them, though not
to the extent of the experience of some
other hon. members of this Chamber. The
conditions and contacis of the natives in
the South-West differ greatly from those
in the North-West of the State, where the
natives are physically bigger specimens
and have not been in close contact with the
white population over such a long period.
Again, in the interior, there are many
natives who are entirely nomadic.

The problem with which we are dealing
has been tackled by various means, over a
long period, and the Minister should be
commended for bringing this Bill farward.
In fact, he has been commended in this
regard, not only by the local Press, but also
by the Eastern States Press and the Minis-
ter for Territories.

The measure with which we are dealing
represents a positive step forward, in place
of the gradual progress on which emphasis
has been placed over the past hundred years
in this State. It must be remembered that
we took this country from its original
citizens, and now we have the temerity to
talk about offering them citizenship. No
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wonder, in view of the way the difficulty
has been approached in the past, we have
not yet achieved the desired results!

Where any law is enacted it is found,
from time to time, that certain modifica-
tions are necessary; and the modifications
required to the present Native Welfare Act
are contained in the contentious clauses of
the Bill—the protected native provision,
under which the Director of Native Welfare
may declare natives protected, and that
which continues the Department of Native
Welfare.

In the laws dealing with our own com-
munity there are statutes affecting specific
sections of our people, such as those deal-
ing with farmers or repatriation or soldier
land settlement, the rehabilitation of ser-
vicemen, and so on. I believe it is necessary
that for the time being we have some
department to look after our native popu-
lation, no matter whether it is called the
Department of Native Welfare or some-
thing else, and its purpose should be the
rehabilitation of our natives who, for over
a century, have been to a degree looked
upon as something less than ourselves. All
too often in our dealings with the natives,
and in the legislation we have passed
regarding them, we have considered them
as being less than ourselves, and we have
been prone to think we are hetter than
they.

I repeat that we must have some depart-
ment to rehabilitate the natives and advise
them in regard to land settlement, mining,
industrial matters, legal questions and
things of that nature. I can visualise this
department withering away, in the course
of vears, as the need for it becomes less.
It is no wonder, in view of our treatment
of them aver the past century, that many
natives have a certain inferiority complex,
and for that reason I believe our approach
to them now should be on a psychological
basis. In their native state these people
were primitive communists, and by that I
mean that they were communists in the
moast natural sense. If one gave them a
hat, or some other article of clothing, for
instance, they would all share it.

Mr. Moir: Socialism!

Mr. POTTER: One could call it that,
put I would prefer to say they were com-
munists in a community sense.

Mr. Hawke: Does that mean that if there
were four of them they would each take
one quarter of the hat or the shir{?

Mr. POTTER: Yes. If one gave them a
hat today one would probably find Maggie
wearing it tomorrow, instead of Jimmie,
and so it would go around the whole show.
1 believe that some of the natives could not
care less whether they are granted full
citizenship rights, whereas the granting of
such rights will to others be an incentive
to become worthy and honourable citizens.
Others might have feelings of arrcgance,
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But all things considered, I believe that
the Bill is a most worthy measure and that
it will resuit in our natives becoming
citizens, with few exceptions—

Mr. Nalder: It is the few exceptions that
are so important.

Mr. POTTER: I have mentioned a
number of Acts that give protection to
certain sections of our own people, and
in this regard I might mention the Lunacy
Act, the Criminal Code and other laws.
This Bill seeks at least to make citizens
of cur natives and therefore it must tend
to reduce overseas criticism of our treat-
ment of them. It is well known that
certain people make a great feature of
what we do in regard to our natives, and
such news is bandied about from here to
Moscow and to the ends of the earth, with
the result that we come-in for international
criticism in this connection, Criticism of
that kind brings not only this State, but
also the whole of the Commonwealth into
disrepute, but this measure will show the
world that we are at least striving to
achieve something for our natives.

There has been mention of liquor and
voting in regard to our natives, but I think
what has been said can be largely dis-
counted, because many natives eould not
care less about voting. In this connection
I might add that many of our own people
do not really care whether or not they
vote. It has been alleged that there will
be a lot of skulduggery in regard to
natives voting; but how often in the past
have we had to amend our elecioral laws
to avoid malpractices by our own people?

In regard to liquor, the reaction of the
police is—as the hon. member for Roe
sald—that they would prefer that there
were no Native Welfare Act, so that they
could take action under their own statutes
against natives who consume liquor. Some
natives do become rowdy under the influ-
ence of beer, but a great many of our own
pecple are affected in a similar manner.
Sometimes when we see our own people
mentioned in the social columns or meet
them close at hand on ships and in other
places, in all their glamour, we are forced
to think how degeneraie some of them be-
come uhder the influence of liguor.

No native eould be any more degenerate.
if the stories I have heard are true. Some
of these film stars, and socialites, who
frequent the Riviera, in the south of
France, with all their glamour, become
degenerate with liquor. Some mention
has been made of hooliganisin and brawls.
Brawls.start among our own people, too.

Mr. Hawke: Sometimes at the football
matches,

Mr. POTTER: There are plenty of
brawls there. We have the Teddy boys
and the bhodgies and widgies among the
white people. In the last three years we
have had to pass legislation to stop these
people from carrying lethal weapons, such
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as knives, bike chains and so on. I know
of one unsuspecting fellow, who was using
a knife for some purpose, and who was
arrested by the police because he put his
knife on a bar counter. This man was
about 40 years of age and he was able
to explain his position; he got away with
it on a plea of ignorance.

The SPEAKER: Is the hon. member
connecting up his speech with natives and
citizenship rights?

Mr. POTTER: Yes. I am showing how
some of our legislation, passed for certain
purposes, is often misconstrued, particu-
larly by our administration,

Mr. Roberts: He was leading up to the
Mau Mau.
Mr. POTTER: I think the Minister is

to be commended for bringing down this
legislation. It is something that is wanted;
it is something that has been spoken about
for 100 years; and it is of no use people
talking sanctimoniously and preaching to
this House of how our natives are not
ready to accept the benefits proposed by
this Bill.

We have only to look at the British
Commonwealth, The British Parliament
has allowed nations in the British Com-
monwealth to have the right to govern
themselves. If one travels through those
countries, and locks at conditions there,
one wanders how on earth they could pos-
sibly govern themselves. I will say for
some of our native people that they are
intelligent, and many of them have contri-
buted a good deal towards the develop-
ment of this country. They have helped
the white people, and many white men
have taken natives with them on trips as
true and trusted friends.

Mr. O’Brien: That is quite true.'

Mr. POTTER: Those natives have done
everything asked of them, on many occa-
sions more than whites, who claim citi-
zenship as a birthright, would have done
in the same circumstances. It is of no
use hon. members saying that the natives
should not be given a vote. This right
has been given to native peoples over-
seas, in India, Malaya and Africa; and
there is no reason why our natives should
not be given the same benefits.

Natives make good mechanics. They
drive their own vehicles, even if they do
rob the squatter of his windmill oil to
keep the engines going. That is Austra-
lian initiative—Australian ingenuity. Su
I commend the Bill to the House, and 1
would remind hon. members that there is
nothing significant about giving natives
votes or allowing them to buy liquor. Thay
is the last thing we should consider when
locking at a Bill of this nature.

At some future time the contentious
clauses can be amended, if they need
amending. But let us give the Bill a
trial; let us see what happens. There may
be some people who are opposed to the
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present administration; but let us see how
the administration gets on if this Bill
is passed. Give the officers a fair go to
see if they do the right thing., In time
I can visualise the department, as such,
fading and withering away. I support the
measure.

MR. WILD (Dale) [(8.21]: I have heen
a member of this Assembly for 12 years;
and this is one of those subjects which,
in the main, I have left to those who are
in close contact with the natives. On this
question I think everyone listens to mem-
bers like the hon. member for Kimbkerley,
the hon. member for Murray and the hon.
member for Narrogin because they are
men whe have been in close touch with
this problem for many years; and we must
be guided to a large extent by their ex-
perience. I suppese we who live in the
city could say that we really know nothing
about it. But over the years I have taken
a keen interest in the problem and I have
wondered on many occasions how we could
overcome this difficult question.

I do not want the Minister to think
that because I am going to criticise the
attempts he is making to overcome the
problem I am completely anti to him—
far from it. I think this is one of those
problems on which none of us knows the
right way to jump. Not for one moment
do I believe that the existing set-up is
right; yet when I ask myself what alter-
native there is, I frankly admit that I do
not know of one.

When I first came into this Chamber,
I visited the Moore River mission station
with the hon. member for South Perth—
who for the last three or fours years
has taken a tremendous interest in the
native prohlem—and the late member for
Moore, Mr. Ackland, When we returned
to this House we all spoke of what we had
seen on that particular occasion; and this
evening I have been looking through Han-
sards for August and November of 194%
to see what we said.

The late Mr. Ackland was rather in-
clined to the view expressed by the hon.
member for North Perth; he felt that we
must do seomething with the children from
birth. I think I am right in saying that
he felt it would be in the interests of the
children if they were taken away from
their parents at birth. That was the late
Mr. Ackland’'s view after his visit to the
Moore River mission station in August,
1947, !

That may or may hot ke right; but my
memory takes me back—and I am sure
the hon member for South Perth will re-
call this, too—to the visit we made to the
New Norcia station after our Moore River
trip. I remember Father Ukeck saying to
us, after we had looked over the insti-
tution—and it was magnificent; I have
never seen a cleaner or a better-kept place
—~that even though the missionaries took
the children from birth, reared them, and
educated them, and found jobs for them
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when they were 14 or 15 years of age, in
many instances they finished up by going
back to thelr old native haunts. He indi-
cated that he feit that the life-long work
of the missionaries, in this regard, had
been a failure. That was said by a man
who has had many years' experience in
this work.

But still I am not going to say that such
a policy is wrong. It seems to me that
if this Bill becomes law it will be a com-
plete volte face of what has been done in
the past. If it is agreed to in its present
form a native will be automatically
granted citizenship rights instead of his
having to prove that he is worthy of them.
If he loses his citizenship rights he be-
comes a protected person. Although I do
not intend to deal with the sob stufl,
mentioned by the hon. member for Subiaco,
we must face cold, hard facts,

My memory takes me back to four or
five years ago when I had the opportunity
of visiting Derby; and, while there, I spent
a week-end with Mr. Hughes at Yeda
Station. We discussed this native prob-
lem at some length during the evening
and he said to me, "Tomorrow morning
I will take you out and show you what we
have tried to do with the natives, and you
will be able to see for yourself exactly
what their reactions have been.”

At that time there was a move afoot—
I take it through the Native Welfare De-
partment—to provide natives working on
the stations with some small private ac-
commodation of their own. At this station
the management had erected six or seven
what locked to be Air Force huts about
14 feet by 20 feet; outside the huts were
erected nice ablution benches and latrines,

In each of these small huts there was
a little stove, a bed, and so on, This was
done to try to get the natives to live as
white people do., When we went to this
little native compound the next morning—
it was only about 100 to 150 yards from
the back of the station homestead—there
were 60 or 10 natives all congregated
around a fire which was burning under-
neath half-a-dozen pieces of old tin.

Bill Hughes said to me, “There you are!
We went to considerable expense to put
up these huts and to give them the oppor-
tunity to try to live like white people.
Go in and have a look at the ablution
block and latrines. Although I employ
about 16 natives on the station I am keep-
ing the whole of this erowd, They are
all relations, aunts, uncles and so on, and
they simply refuse to sleep inside the huts
that we have provided. They prefer to
gather around these two or three fires
underneath four or five sheets of tin.” As
I said, there were about 70 natives there.

As best I eould, I got info conversation
with one or two of these people. There
were two native cooks at the homestead,
and I also tried to talk with them. All
I can say is that if under this legislation
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we give these people the right to vote—
I do not care whether they vote Labour,
Liberal or anything else—they will not have
the intelligence, unfortunately, to recog-
nise what they are doing.

I would now like to touch on the ques-
tion of liquor as it affects natives. Again
I would like to recount to the House an
experience I had some time ago. My mind
again goes back to the time when, in
company with the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, I visited a town in his electorate.
It would not be fair to mention the name
of the officer, but a new sergeant of police
had been recently appointed in a country
town where natives abound. He was an
idealist. 1 remember that the Leader of
the Opposition and I spoke to him, and he
more or less said, “Well, I am perfectly
satisfied that the attitude of the people
towards the natives has been all wrong'.
I came away irom my conversation with
him convinced that even though he had
just arrived in the town he felt he was
going to settle all the native problems in
that town.

I did not meet that officer again for four
or five years. But when I had a yarn with
him over a glass of beer, and broached
the question of natives he said, “I must
confess that it has been an absolute
failure, and if they give these people the
right to get liguor and enter hotels when
they desire, I will not be responsible for
what is likely to happen in this town™.
That was the opinion of a man who went
to that town as an idealist and who, after
four or five years, had suffered a complete
volte face in regard to what he considered
should be done for these people.

As 1 have said, Father Ubeck did tell
us in 1947 that he felt the practice of
taking children and trying fto look after
them when very young was a failure. In
spite of that I still feel that the only
possibility we have of doing anything for
these people is to educate them from birth.
I remember living alongside Sister Kate's
Home in Kenwick for nearly three years,
after which I moved to my present place
of abode, which is only a few hundred
yards further away; and although most of
the children there are not full bloods—
most of them are quadroons—the home
has produced some fine citizens. One only
has to consider the history of foothall in
this State to find men like Polly Farmer
and Square Kilmurray; hoth of whom have
won Sandover medals, to see just what
these people are capable of. They certainly
give us a lead in sport, and are very fine
types indeed. I have known some of these
men enter the trades. They have turned
out excellent citizens. I am inclined to
the view, however, that we must try to get
these children from birth.

Whilst I would not be prepared to sup-
port this legislation—because I do not
think the native, as we know him today,
is in a fit condition to either have the
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right to obtain liquor when he wants, or
to have a vote—I would be prepared to
subscribe to a policy of setting a deadline
date—say, from birth—at which all
natives would obtain citizenship rights.
We shouid then see if we could not do
something from that date onwards.

When we hear members like the hon.
member for Roe and others who have em-
ployed these old hard-bitten individuals—
some of them hard-bitten sinners like our-
selves—we must appreciate the difficulty
that confronts us. It is impossible for a
leopard to change his spots. If, however,
we could get them from birth and inculcate
into them their duties as citizens, and tell
them of the laws they must obey, I feel
it would be a forward step.

I, too, feel that the best people to
handle this problem, without doubt, are
the respective churches we have in this
country. The churches have done mag-
nificent work under trying circumstances;
and I feel that if we could get this
extra money from the Commonwealth, we
should feed it to the church organisations
and let them carry on with the great work
they are doing today. I do not think the
time is opportune for me o support the
present legislation; but if some Government
—no matter which Government it might
be—set a deadline date giving all native-
born children citizenship rights, it would
be a forward step in the uplift of natives
in this country.

MR, CROMMELIN {(Claremont) [8.37]:
I know very little of natives, except what
I have learned over the last ten years
or so visiting places like Roebourne and
Wittenoom Gorge in the North - West
of our State. It is entirely wrong for
a Government to bring down legislation
if it is not prepared to go to the full
extent. If the Govermment were pre-
pared to say, “We will give all the
natives e¢itizenship rights” it would be a
different proposition. But the suggestion
is that they would be given citizenship
rights and then these rights would be taken
away from certain of them.

Most of us know that we have different
types of natives throughout the State. We
have the nomadic tribes, of which I know
nothing. Then there is the type of faith-
ful native who has worked on some of the
sheep and cattle stations of the North for
a great number of years; and the native
who has with his family drifted into the
vicinity of the towns, mostly on the North-
West coast. Then again, there are the
natives who have been educated by the
missions.

To my way of thinking there is a great
difference between these natives. Had the
Government been able, with the help of the
Department of Native Welfare, to send its

officers to these different places, and differ-

ent stations with a view to saying to some
of these natives, “We propose to give you
citizenship rights. Do you want them or
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do you not?", I venture to suggest he would
be a very good officer who could have ex-
plained to those natives what he meant.
Yet we are asked to support a Bill which
wlllu give these rights to natives automatic-
ally.

When one goes to the Northern Terri-
tory, and to Melville Island and Bathurst
Island, which are very big missions where
children are educated from childhood, one
finds a very good result. Even though that
is so, are they prepared tc turn these
educated natives loose on the mainland?
No; they want them to stay where they
have been educated, under supervision. I
feel that the crux of the situation is as sug-
gested by the hon. member for Dale. If
the Government can obtain funds from
the Commonwealth Government, by all
means let us give that money to the
churches, no matter what their denomina-
tion might be, because they have been the
greatest factor in educating the natives.

I have heard people say that liquor is not
a very serious problem for the native to
solve. I have seen natives under the in-
fluence of liquor, and I have seen white
men under the influence of liquor. It is
possible that the white man will go some-
what haywire, but at least he does not get
hold of a spear and stick it into his wife;
nor does he get a club and club her to
death. That is the difference in the effect
whgich liguor has on the white man and the
native,

It has been suggested that the nhatives
will get used to liguor. But how long will
it take them to get used to it? Are they
to be educated to the stage where they can
become drunk and yvet not want to kill, as
a lot of them do at present? I spoke to
every parish priest from Geraldton to
Darwin and asked their views on native
citizenship. They all said it was their
firm opinion that every man born in this
country was entitled to citizenship rights;
but at the same time they asked, “Can you
not make them citizens and at the same
time prohibit them from having alcohol?”
So we can appreciate that a big fear among
the parish priests along the coast was what
would result from making liquor available
to the natives.

Mr, Brady: Would you vote for the Bill
if that were not in it?

Mr, CROMMELIN: Daes the Minister
mean if they had no right to obtain
liguor? Is it practicable?

Mr, Brady: I am asking you the gquestion.

Mr, CROMMELIN: I will ask the Minis-
ter a gquestion: Is he prepared to put it
in the Bill? We must respect the wishes
of those men who are in control of the
natives. If it is their opinion that the
effect of alcohol on natives is so damaging
that we should legislate to prohibit them
from obtaining liquor, I cannot see how we
can arrive at any solution in that respect.
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I heard the hon. member for Subiaco say
that the natives did not have the rights of
new Australians. He is right inasmuch as
when new Australians come here they are
not citizens of Australia, A native is not
g citizen either. But the new arrival is
made to serve an apprenticeship of five
years and during that period he must prove
himself. If he does everything right, then
at the end of five years, if he so desires, he
can hecome an Australian citizen.

If that is all right for him, surely we can
insist on some such provision for the
natives. If that were put forward, I am sure
a lot of people would support it. Let us edu-
cate the native to such a stage that he can
take over the rights that could be his. I
went to the trouble of visiting natives of
different ages in different towns, and it is
unquestionable that they are for the most
part very adaptable, especially so in such
things as mechanics—the repairing of
motorcars and trucks—which I think is
somewhat amazing, because it is not a
thing that anyone can learn, even a white
man. Yet these men, through their train-
ing, were able to absorb such complicated
knowledge.

That proves my point that education
is the solution to the granting of citizen-
ship rights, I do not think this is a
question of colour. The Australian native—
so far as I am given to understand—
can inter-marry with a white person and
for some generations they will never throw
back to black, and we do not have that
fear here as they do in South Africa. There
is no doubt that it is a fear in South Africa,.
I would not like to see conditions in
Australia similar to those in South Africa;
and, thank gcoodness we know that that
is not possible, on account of the lineage of
the Australian aboriginal.

By talking to different natives, it is
possible to get a slight idea of their point
of view. They are superstitious, and are
even educated to a certain degree to be
s0. Look at the natives at Port Hedland
with Mr. McLeod! What power has he
over a native? He has a lot. He can
persuade these men to work; but what
man could persuade the ordinary native
to do so if that native had the right to
get liguor? No man could, because he
could not contrel him, That is still the
problem which we have to overcome,

I favour very much helping {he missions
and the churches by giving them more
funds to enable them to educate the
children to such a standard that they
might be taught, by perseverance, different
trades. I do not think it would take a
great number of years before the natives
would become usefui citizens. But unless
the Government is prepared to give them
citizenship rights without any strings,
I cannot see how it will work.

It must take a lot of courage and per-
severance on the part of those in the
missions to stick at the work year after
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year; but they are content to do s0 because
they can see they are getting results.
I do not know what would happen if all
natives become citizens automatically.
They would not have to stay at the mis-
sions; they could do as they liked. Possibly
they do not have to stay at the missions
now; but most do so because they are
better off there. They are better fed and
are being educated. They are better off
than if they were living on the outskirts
of country towns and North-West ports,
where there does not seem to be any future
for them.

Therefore, I would sugeest that the
Minister do all he can for the missions, be-
cause I feel that in a few years’ time they
could be the biggest help we could have
in achieving the result we desire.

MR. NALDER (Katanning) (8.501: I
would like to mention a few points in
connection with this Bill, although I do
not intend to take up very much time of
the House, seeing that the matter was
debated last year and comments were made
by hon, members on this side. However,
there are one or two points which I would
like the Minister to answer when he is
replying to this debate,

First of all, I would like him to
tell the House what he intends to do
with native reserves if this Bill becomes
law. Throughout the length and breadth
of the State there are a number of re-
serves set aside which natives only may
inhabit. No white person can go on to
these reserves; they are wholly and solely
reserved for the native people.

Mr. Lapham: That is only in theory.

Mr. NALDER:. The hon. member for
Noarth Perth is entirely wrong there.

Mr. Lapham: You can get permission,

Mr. NALDER: Yes; but if a white per-
son goes on to a native reserve without
permission he is charged with being a
prohibited person oh that reserve. The
reserve is for natives only and no-one
else,. What is going to happen if this Bill
becomes law? That iz the point I would
like clarified, because the Minister is going
to have some protected natives to .deal
with. It is not going to be long before
he will have a number of men being con-
sidered natives in the protected class. Are
they going to be entitled to go back to the
reserve?

If s0, are the members of their families,
who still have citizenship rights going to
be allowed to go there, too? This position

-is going to create quite & number of prob-

lems. I do not know whether the Minister
has given thought to this problem or not,
and I consider matters of this nature

.should be cleared up when a Bill of this

king is before the House.

Much has been said tonight, and on
previous occasions, about what the native
will do when he becomes a citizen, or when
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this honour is conferred upon him. I do
not think it will make any difference at
all. I consider that the points put up by
the hon. member for Narrogin when he
was replying to the Minister, highlighted
the position clearly. The points he said
we should consider in connection with the
native are those of education, housing, and
health. They are more important at this
stage than giving the natives citizenship
rights.

No person believes more enthusiastically
than I that the natives should have citi-
zenship rights; but is the position as we
find it today the right one in which to give
such righis to these people? They are not
in a position to accept citizenship.

I have talked with scome of these people
in the Great Southern towns, and the
womenfolk are frightened of what is going
to happen. Only during the last two or
three weeks I have spoken to several native
women and asked them their opinion, and
they hate to think what might happen if
their menfolk are given citizenship rights.
They have had experience of their menfolk
obtaining liquor.

Only this week I spoke to a justice of
the peace, and he gave me some interesting
information. He said that his experience
in the Great Southern was that when
natives came before the court for creating
a disturbance—brawls, assaults and so on—
it all stemmed back to one person; that
is, the person who supplied the natives
with the liquor. He said that if a census
of the position were taken in the Great
Southern, we would find that it is the
supplier of the liguor who causes the
trouble. He backed that statement up by
saying that it could be proved correct by
information obtained from the local courts.

We cannot ignore these facts., If the
peace is to be kept by these people, then
apparently the liquor problem is one of
the greatest with which we will have to
deal, I mention these points because I
believe that the Minister should give some
satisfactory reply as to what he infends
to do, if this Bill becomes law. I would
like to know what he intends to do with
native reserves, and how he is going to
handle protected natives under conditions
that exist today. If he answers these
questions, he will be giving to this House
and to the people who are interested in
the various towns on the Great Southern,
information which they desire to have at
this stage.

Mr. Brady: Would you vote for this
Bill if it contained a direction against
natives obtaining drink?

Mr, NALDER: 1 would give every con-
sideration to it; and I make that state-
ment without fear of any coniradiction
from anyone in this House. I believe it
is one of the biggest problems we have
to consider; and I would give considera-
tion to it if that were included in the
Bill.
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Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Ask the Min-
i]gitﬁr to withdraw and insert it in the

Mr. NALDER: He will probably have
an opportunity before we get through the
Committee stage to clarify these points.
I am sure other speakers will have some-
thing to say on these lines, tgo. I feel
;,gl'g'illt at this. stage I cannot support the

ill.

MR, EVANS (Kalgoorlie) [8.58]1: We
have heard many views expressed in this
Chamber_ fonight, and on previous nights
when this Bill was being discussed; and
I am sure, no matter what the outcome of
this measure might be a great deal of good
will eventuate. Much has been contributed
by hon. members of this Chamber to the
native question as it affects our State at
the present time. However, I would like to
present the views I have gathered from
notes which I have made after listening to
various speakers, and hope I can confri-
bute something original to the debate.

We speak of native welfare; but I be-
lieve that unless we do something really
concrete, the topic we will be worrying
ahbout will not be native welfare, but native
farewell. Statistics prove—and I am not go-
ing to indulge in statistics—that the native
is a disappearing race; whereas the prob-
Iem of the half-caste is a mounting one.

Hon. members who have debated this
question complain that the Bill, in provid-
ing citizenship status for natives, is one
which is 10 years too early. I say that
if we hesitate, it is one which, in 10 years’
time, will be 10 years too late; hecause
it is an old adage which says, “One today
is worth two tomorrows.” I say the time
is right, and action is imperative now.

The hon. member for Kimberley said
that he could envisage a social welfare
department that would have, as some of
its wards, these people whom we know
today as natives. At the present time,
the Child Welfare Department noi only
caters for the problems of parents and
their children, but also deals with matters
of unemployment. That department exists
as a social welfare department. I would
like to see it widened; I would like to see
the officers of the Native Welfare Depart-
ment brought under the Child Welfare De-
partment so they could take on s new
form of work and become a social welfare
department.

We have new Australians coming to this
country; and a comparison has been made
tonight between these new citizens and
the original citizens of this country. We
know that when a new Australian comes
here he is not a citizen and is not allowed
to vote: but there is no bar whatsoever
against his drinking. Societies exist for
the welfare of new Australians, and they
are called Good Neighbour Councils. These
Good Neighbour Councils are formed by
a Commonwealth movement of the Good
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Neighbour Couneil; but they are sponsored
by interested persons, and nearly always
with the help of local authorities.

With the envisaged social welfare de-
partment existing to help natives, and with
similar societies formed in local authori-
ties where the native problem is one that
is causing some concern, or where the
number of natives warrants such a society,
I would advocate also that the interested
persons—whites and natives—co-operate to
form new neighbour councils for our native
friends. We might call them not good
neighbour councils but new neighbour
councils, or aboriginal neighbour councils.

Mention has been made of natives caus-
ing trouble when they receive drink. I
have no medical advice to back up what
I am about to say, but I do wonder whether
the problem is caused by the inferior or
low-quality drink that is consumed by
them. The natives who are forbidden to
drink get liquor through what we call the
low type of white man. They might give
such a white man £1, and ask him to buy
what they call yubadee or wine. Of course,
the low type of Australian tries to get a
few shillings from the native. He will
buy the cheapest wine and keep the
change, and the poor native is unaware of
the quality and cost of the liquor. I have
seen white Australians who drink this low-
gquality wine, Wae call them plonk fiends.

Mr. Sleeman: Some prefer methylated
spirits.

Mr. EVANS: Yes. We are ashamed of
these people, but we de not compare them
with the poor Wongi. The question of
accommodation in hotels will become im-
portant. When the natives become citi-
zens, they will have the right to ask for ac-
commodation in hotels. In the past, cer-
tain natives have had their requests for
accommodation rejected. There was an
instance—I am sure the hon. member for
Victoria Park will elaborate on this—of a
young native lady who was refused admis-
sion to a hotel at Pinjarra. I am certain
this episode is fresh in the minds of all
hon, members.

These natives, as cltizens, will be con-
trolled in a similar way to that in which
white people are controlled today. The
provisions of the Health Act could be ex-
ercised, but I am afraid that at present the
appropriate sections of that measure are
not used against white pecple. Human
dignity demands human rights, or equal
rights. Once equal righis are obiained,
responsibility must follow in their wake.

The Bill seeks to give to our native
friends citizenship rights—or equal rights.
Once they have those rights, responsibility
must come. It is our duty to help our
friends shoulder their responsibilities; but
we cannot do two things at ance. Let us
give them one thing first, and help them
afterwards.

Mr. Nalder: Do you agree that there
should be some protected natives?

995

Mr. EVANS: That is a difficult quest-
ion. Are we giving them citizenship rights,
or are we giving them a half-baked form of
citizenship rights? If we give them full
citizenship rights, there should be no pro-
tected natives, but protected citizens. We
have some protected white people at the
present time, and they are not far from
here—about 12 miles away. I believe there
should be protection for society from cer-
tain citizens, but I do not think there
should be protected natives.

Tonight, the hon, member for Kimberley
showed us that he has had a great deal of
experience of natives. I do not say that I
have had any great experience at all; but
I menticn that while I was attending school
at Leonora, I was fortunate enough to have
native friends. At one stage there were 15
natives attending the Leonora convent, At
present most of them are scattered around
Leonora or working on the mines; and one
is working for the local authority. These
young people, that I grew up with, are
highly respected citizens of Kalgoorlie.

After leaving school at Leonora I attend-
ed St. Ildephonsus College at New Norcia
—the home of the native mission there—
and I saw these young people attended by
the Spanish monks. We played sport
against them, and sometimes we were bit-
ter when we were heaten by them at
cricket or foothall. However, they were,
even then, being taught the rudiments of
citizenship.

Later, I was teaching, early in my career,
at Roelands—a place well-known to the
hon. member for Bunbury. At that time—
this was in 1949—the children from the
native mission were attending the Roe-
lands school. I elaim that I introduced a
new form of relationship with those child-
ren when I was teaching there. It was
my experience that the native children
were given equality with the white child-
ren, and freedom of thought.

Mr, Roberts: The mission at Roelands is
an excellent one.

Mr. EVANS: It is. One hon. member
mentioned that we do what we can for
our native children in the well-conducted
missions, but after they leave the missions
they drift back to the ways of the native.
This is definitely a problem. Are we to
do something for the natives, or some-
thing for the white people? When the
natives leave the missions, they are ready
to take their place in society.

Should we do something to teach the
white people to accept our native friends?
I would like to pay tribute to a Mrs. Ben-
nett, of Kalgoorlie, whose whole life has
been a mission to the natives. Her very
existence is a form of human citadel for
the emancipation of the natives. If the
Bill which gives to natives the status of
citizenship, is passed, it will erown her life
of unselfish devotion to the natives.
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Let us look at the underlying effects of
the Bill. The measure is a form of justice.
Are we just in depriving the native of some-
thing that was his? Before the white
person came to this egreat land of ours,
the native, by virtue of his existence here,
must have been a citizen of the native
folklore. We came here, and now we are
giving him something that is rightly his.
Is it ours to give? By delaying this form
of justce, we are denying him justice.

Hon. members have said that the mea-
sure is 10 years too early, hut it could
be 10 years too late. It might be too
late altogether. I claim that justice is
to be found in the Bill. But what is im-
portant is to face justice and not run
away from it when we find it. That is
a decision we have to make when we de-
bate the future of the measure. The
Bill faces up to justice and measures up,
every inch, to the ideal of justice.

There are many Jeremiahs or preachers
of the gospel of pessimism in connection
with natives, and having given them citi-
zenship rights they speak of the great
wrongs that will be righted in our society.
But I claim that life is never so bad, at
its worst, that it is impossible for us to
live; and in the past it has never been
s0 good at its best that it has been easy for
us to live,

In conclusion, I would like to pay tribute
to the courage and tenacity of purpose of
the Minister who has brought down the
Bill. We ask all Australians, no matter
what colour or creed, who will determine
the future of our State, to join us
in this crusade for humanity., With their
help we shall advance our native friends
t?l thfe good life that is worth living for
all of us.

MR. ANDREW (Victoria Park) [9.10]:
The hon., member for Claremont, in his
concluding remarks, referred to courage.
I consider that in regard to the Bill we
should display a certain amount of
courage with respect to the question of
endeavouring to do justice to our native
population. The colour question is not
one that affects only us in Western Aus-
tralia, or Australia; it is world-wide. This
question has been in the news lately in
regard to South Africa where matters
seem to be going in reverse. I do not
know whether the problem is progressing
or going behind in America when we con-
sider the position in Little Rock. Some of
the people there are trying to go forward
whilst others are trying to hold the clock
back. Trouble is also being experienced
in North Africa, and even in England.
We also have the native problem in West-
ern Australia and we are trying to deal
with it now.

A great deal of the trouble, I think,
arises because we, so-called whites, show
a great deal of bias, prejudice and in-
tolerance towards these peoplie. When the
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hon. member for Roe was speaking this
afternoon he said he was concerned mainly
with the health aspect—he did bring in
the drink question later—when he pointed
out that he was against the natives
getting citizenship rights. He did say
that their colour did not mean a thing.

Mr. Nalder: Not in the country.

Mr. ANDREW: I am saying that their
colour does mean something; and I say
that it means something in the country,
too. It is rather a coincidence that a
certain item of news concerning a coun-
try town should appear in the paper
tonight. The hon. member for Katanning
will say that the country town is not in
Western Australia; but that makes no
difference.

Mr. Nalder: It makes quite a difference.

Mr. ANDREW: Under the heading,
“¥Yic. Township Objects to a Native
Family,” the “Daily News” has this so
say—

Some Drouin residents are signing
a petition to stop an aboriginal couple
with seven children moving into the
township.

The report later states—
The family: Sawmill worker Sydney
Austin and his wife and seven child-
ren aged up to nine years.

The white people were endeavouring to
prevent them from establishing a home in
Drouin. The report continues—

Some are afraid that Drouin will
be aecused of starting a Victorian
“Nambucca Heads” row . . . . There
would be no objection to aboriginal
families lving “out of town.”

Mr. Sieeman: Send them bush,

Mr. ANDREW: Yes. In this place there
are some whites who had a broader out-
look than the narrow-minded section.
Later the report states—

Said Jindivik store manager A. G.
Pretty: It would be a wonderful thing
if the Austins could move out of their
humpy. Mrs. Austin is a wonderful
little woman—honest and upright—
trying hard to struggle along with 2l}
those young children. Sydney Austin
was a good worker but, like so many
whites, a bit reckless with his money.

It has been said there is ho colour pre-
judice among the whites. Well, I point
to the incident mentioned a moment ago
by the hon, member for Kzleoorlie, when
an educated, cultured native girl from a
mission, was refused accommeodation at a
hotel in Pinjarra; and she was travelling
with a party which included a minister.
Yet hon. members say there is no colour
prejudice in the country! I am not
blaming the Pinjarra hotelkeeper, because
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he was reported in the Press as saying, “I
do not mind, but it will turn the white
people away from the hotel.”

Mr. Perkins: He was referring to the
travelling publiec.

Mr. ANDREW: He was referring to the
public generally. I do not think that any
of these country towns rely only on the
patronage of the travelling public. I have
cited an instance in Victoria and also one
in this State; but there are many more.
Therefore, within our State a great deal of
intolerance and prejudice is shown against
coloured people.

Mr. Perkins: You have only given us a
few instances.

Mr. ANDREW: I could quote many more
if I so desired, but I think I would weary
the House if I did so. Wae certainly have a
responsibility towards these people; and I
believe that if we can make this Bill work-
able, we will discharge some degree of
responsibility towards them.

One Opposition member said that he did
not see any difference between granting a
native full citizenship rights as his birth-
right and granting such rights to him on
application, as we do at present. He was
referring to the fact that a native could be
in possession of full citizenship rights, but
have them taken from him and be declared
a protected native. I would feel more
satisfied if I were granted citizenship rights
as a hirthright than if I had to apply
for them whenh I reached a certain age;
and I am sure that the same would apply
to natives. Under this measure, the natives
will be granted citizenship rights as a
birthright, and I am sure it will make a
great deal of difference to them in the
future if this is brought about.

Some hon. members are opposed to the
Bill. 1 would point out that I do not
agree with every clause in it, and I am
hoping that some of the provisions will be
amended. Other hon. members have
pointed out that trouble will occur if
natives are granted the privilege of heing
able to drink freely in hotels. I do not
think any hon. member can expect that
the transition period will be smooth when
any change is sought. That is something
that we will have to face when the time
arrives; but I am sure the position will
eventually level itself out and that some
of the fears our friends opposite now hold
will be abated.

Opposition members have also made
great play about granting this privilege to
natives. However, at the moment the
majority of natives have nothing to do
in the evening, and generally they make
for the nearest town where their only
pleasure is to drink wine. The reason
they drink wine is that there are more
drinks in a bottle of wine than there are
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in a bottle of beer. Consequently, the
native who has a drink of wine is forced
to dodge the police and generally takes
refuge in lavatories and other places
where he consumes the liquor as fast as
he can. He rapidly becomes intoxicated
as a result, and then starts tc cause
trouble and create a rumbpus.

I am not opposed to the provision which
will grant to natives the privilege of heing
able to obtain aleohelic drink. I have seen
natives drinking in a hotel bar at Min-
genew and other towns. They were well
behaved; and when closing time arrived,
they went home., One of the reasons why
drink affects natives so much is that, at
the moment, they have te buy a more
potent drink than beer and generally have
to consume it rapidly. However, most of
the natives that I have seen drinking as
sensible men, generally drink heer. I feel
quite sure that when natives are given
free access to 8 hotel bar there will not
be the same degree of drunkenness among
them, and therefore we will not have the
same trouble as we experience among them
today! I am sure that, like most Austra-
lians, they will prefer to drink beer as an
alcoholic beverage rather than wine,

The hon. member for Claremont and the
hon. member for Katanning stated that
this provision constituted their main
objection to the Bill; but when the Minis-
ter asked them straight out if they would
support the Bill if this clause were deleted,
neither of them said he would, When
asked if he would vote for the Bill if the
ground for his objection were removed, the
hon. member for Claremont made no com-
ment. The hon. member for Katanning,
when asked the same question, said he
would consider it; but he has been con-
sidering it all night. There are a few
features in the Bill which I think require
amending.

Mr, Nalder: What are they? Let’s have
them!

Mr. ANDREW:. If the hon. member
were not so impatient, I would have told
him Lkefare now.

Mr. Rokerts:
against them?

Mr. ANDREW: 1 will do what I con-
sider right, -irrespective of what the hon.
membker for Bunbury does. When 1 am
opposed to something, I make it quite
clear that I am against it.

One of the provisions in the Bill em-
powers the Commissioner of Native Wel-
fare to take over the property of a native
without his consent. I think an amend-
ment will overcome that difficulty. As
the clause reads now, I cannot support
it. The other clause I am opposed to is
the one that granis to the commissioner
power to take children away from their
parents without the parents having an
opportunity to object. No person should

Are you going to vote
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be granted that authority without the
parents concerned being given an oppor-
tunity to put up a defence.

As the clause reads at the moment, an
inspector in any part of the State could
submit a report to the Commissioner of
Native Welfare to the effect that it was
necessary for the children of any native
to be sent to a missicn; and if the com-
missioner agreed to such request, I under-
stand that the children could be sent
away. I will not agree to that clause
unless there is a provision for such a
case to be presented before a tribunal such
as a magistrate, whereby the parents
would be given the opportunity of present-
ing a case to show why the children should
not be taken away from them.

I think the Bill is a step in the right
direction. It is legislation we have been
trying to get on the statute bhook for many
years, but we have always been defeafed
by our friends opposite. I spoke in favour
of similar legislation about five years ago
when it was first brought before this
House, and those in Opposition at that
time spoke in much the same way as hon.
members opposite have spoken in regard
to this measure, I support the second
reading.

THE HON. J. J. BRADY (Minister
for Native Welfare—Guildford-Midland—
in reply) (9.25]: I thank hon. members on
both sides of the House for the contribu-
tions they have made to the debate on
this Bill. From listening to the lines of
thought that have been presented, I feel
it is quite evident that hon. members have
gone to a pgreat deal of trouble and re-
search in an effort to show that they are
desirous of doing the right thing for the
natives of this State. I compliment par-
ticularly the hon. member for Subiaco
who, tonight, made an excellent address.
I think he spoke not only from his heart
but with sound reasoning in an effort to
do the best he could for the native popula-
tion of Western Australia.

The hon. members of the Opposition
seem to be very divided in their line of
thought on the Bill. Cne section seemed
to consider that no henefit whatsoever
could be derived from the passing of this
measure, and the other section argued
to the contrary and set out to explain why.
Then again, some hon. members of the
Opposition went so far as to take to task
the committee which recently sat on this
question for a period of three to four
months because they considered that this
commitiee went outside its powers or
charter.

Two hon. members of the Opposition
spoke in that vein; and because that ap-
peared to be the most important argu-
ment advanced from the other side of the
House, I will deal with that aspect first.
The hon. member for Murray was the one
who brought that peint to light and the
hon. member for Katanning supported his
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contention. The following is the resolu-
tion which was passed by this House and
thlskwgs the basis on which the committee
worked:—

That in the opinion of this House
an investigation should be made for
the purpose of ascertaining the cost
involved—

Note the words “the cost”. Continuing—

—and providing adequately for the
requirements of the nsatives in West-
ern Australia, to what extent Com-
monwealth assistance is necessary to
enable these requirements to be fully
met and that representations be made
to the Commonwealth and that such
investigations shall be undertaken by
a commiitee of five persons appointed
by the Minister whereof not more
than three shall be civil servants.

I feel the committee appointed interpreted
the word “cost” as it should have heen.
Evervbody knows it cost a great deal
of money to fizht the second world war;
but who is going to say that that was
the only cost? There were dozens of costs
involved in winning the second world war,
and one of them was the necessity to
maintain the human rights of individuals.
In much the same way the committee that
was appointed to investigate the conditions
of natives in Western Australia recom-
mended that these people should be granted
full eitizenship rights. In other words, the
committee put first things first. It is no
use granting natives rights if they have
not the essentials; and one of the
essentials for any human bheing—particu-
larly if he is paying taxes—is to be
granted the right to vote in order to get
what he wants by right and not by charity.

Mr, Court: You are stretching the long
bow in bringing costs into that argument.

Mr. BRADY: That may be the opinion
of the hon. member, but the committee was
a very learned committee,

Sir Ross McLarty: Why did you not
appoint country representatives on the
committee?

Mr. BRADY: I am glad the hon. mem-
ber interjected along those lines. I shall
give him the facts, and I can see him
apologising to the House for what he said.
Let me examine the background of the
members of the committee. The first is
Mr. P. Gare, the native welfare officer at
Geraldton—not at Perth—who was the
chairman of the committee. He was born
and reared in Kojonup. With his family
he lived on farms at Kojonup and Bruce
Rock. He was educated at Albany. He
owned and operated a banana plantation
at Carnarvon, had experience of native wel-
fare work in New QGuinea and Rabaul,
served nine years in the department in
the Pilbara, Gascoyne and Murchison
districts, and has travelled into the desert,
particularly round Lake Kangara, on native
welfare work,
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Mr. Hawke: He is more of a "bushie”
than the hon. member for Murray.

Mr. BRADY: The second member of the
committee is Mr. G. F. Thorhbury of the
Education Department. He received his
early education in the Great Southern.
He has had 13 years' experience as senior
assistant and headmaster in the Education
Department. He has spent four vears on
the Eastern Goldfields and nine years in
the South-West. He has been Superin-
tendent of Primary Education since 1941.
He has spent 16 years in country areas,
including remote areas like the Warburton
Ranges and the Kimberleys.

The third member is Dr. Snow, who was
the Flying Doctor at Onslow, Derby, and
Wyndham. FPFor several years he had fre-
quent and constant contact with natives
in the towns and at stations. Since that
time he has been intermittently in contact
with natives as the result of outbreaks of
disease in various parts of the State. In
accordance with his normal duties in the
prevention and control of diseases, he has
visited most encampments throughout the
South and South-West.

The fourth member is Mr. E. C. Gare,
who was born in Katanning and lived
there for 25 years. He went to school
with a2 number of native children and
knew many hatives who were camped in
and around Katanning township. Apart
from that, he has made many trips to the
North-West and Ximberley areas, visiting
all missions except those at the Warburton
Ranges and Esperance. His daughter is an
Education Department teacher who spent
two years on the Forrest River Mission,
where she was the leader of the Girl Guide
movement. Since 1952 Mr. Gare has been
actively engaged in native welfare work,
in his capacity as vice-president for four
vears and as president for two years of
the W.A. Native Welfare Council.

The fifth member is Mrs. K. Wilson, the
only woman onh the committee, who has
taken an active interest in native minority
questions for a number of years. She is
now in the concluding stage of a course
in social anthropology at the University
of Western Australia. In order to com-
plete her knowledge of the subject she has
spent considerable time in the company
of natives living at Allawah Grove and
elsewhere, making an objective study of
them and their many social problems.

On the face of that, this House cannot
say the Minister went out of his way to
appoint metropolitan members to the
special committee. All its members have
had a very wide and long experience of
native affairs. With all their experience,
they recommended as a first essential the
eranting of citizenship rights to natives.
Then they went on to bring in 63 other
recommendations, many of which, if the
Commonwealth Government made certain
funds available, would be implemented. I
am pleased to say that a number of the
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recommendations are partially imple-
mented aiready, or are well on the way to
bheing implemented.

On the present basis of contribution,
the implementation of the recommenda-
tions will cost the State Government
£500,000 a year, or £2,000,000 in the next
four years. The Commonwealth Govern-
ment will therefore have ta find about
£1,500,000. Having regard f{o the money
it has spent in the Northern Territory, and
the money spent by the State Govern-
ment, the amount of £1,500,000 is not un-
reasenable for the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to provide,

I thought that the hon. member for
Murray would conclude his speech by sup-
porting the second reading. He seemed
to go all the way with members on this
side of the House when he said—

I agree in the past natives have not
received the treatment and considera-
tion that they should have been given.
We are taking a very different outlook
today. It is generally realised that we
owe a debt to the natives and we
should try to uplift them. We should
remember that they are human beings
and as far as possible they should be
assimilated into the life of the com-
munity.

I felt those were the sentiments ex-
pressed by hon. members .on this side of the
House. I only hope the hon. member for
Murray will see his way clear to support
the second reading for that reason. He
went on to say—

When my own Government was in
office, Sir Ross McDonald, then Min-
ister for Native Affairs, toock a most
active interest in these matters. With-
out $rying to introduce party politics
into this debate, I say that no previous
Minister far Native Affairs teok such
an active interest and gave so much
thought to the native problem as did
8ir Ross McDonald. When he ac-
companied me to one Premiers’ Con-
ference he asked for permission to
raise the question of native welfare.
The Prime Minister at that time, the
late Mr. Chifley, agreed to time being
given to deal with the matter. Sir
Ross made a very eloquent plea to the
Commonwealth Government for fin-
ancial assistance in order that the
natives might be given the opportunity
which he considered they deserved.

That is quite true. I do not want to
detract from the work which was done by
Sir Ross McDonald in the capacity of Min-
ister for Native Welfare.

The hon. member for Roe was quite
wrong when he said that hon. members
on this side of the House were of the
opinion that the Opposition was trying
to keep the natives down and that we
were the only ones uplifting the.natives,
Hon. members on this side have not
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made such a statement. We realise
that some members opposite are also
trying to help the natives. 1 give the
hon. member for Roe full credit for what
he has been doing in this regard. He has
discussed with me the question of help
to the natives, Where we differ is as to
the method.

We on this side say, “Give them citizen-
ship rights from birth, to which they are
entitled. Let them not have to beg for
citizenship rights. Do not put them
through a third degree test in order fo
prove that they are free from one disease
or another. D¢ not ask them to prove
that they have not associated with natives
for two years. Do not ask them to prove
that they are capable of living in the same
type of dwelling as the whites. Do not
put all the impossible obstacles in their
way before giving them citizenship rights.”
These matters have to be locked at from
a Christian point of view. The hon, mem-
ber for Murray was quite wrong in his
contenfion that hon, members on this side
considered they were the only ones looking
at these mafters from a Christian point of
view,

Sir Ross McLarty: I did not say that.

Mr. BRADY:; The hon. member made a
statement very close o that.

Sir Ross McLarty: I did not say any-
thing about hon.. members on your side
of the House, I was referring to the mem-
bers of the special committee.

Mr. BRADY: I agree that the hon. mem-
per referred to members of the special
committee. We should practise more
Christianity, and not talk so much about
it, particularly the exhortation along these
lines—“Do unto others as you would have
others do unto you.”

I would remind the House that the
natives of this country are a conquered
people. It would be a magnanimous
gesture on the part of the Parliament of
Western Australia to give them citizenship
rights from birth. After all, they were the
original inhabitants of this country, and
they are entitled to at least that privilege.
I point out that we are bringing into this
State thousands of immigrants every year;
and in many instances they cannot speak
the English language. Yet they are given
full citizenship rights. ©Our own natives,
who make it economically possible for
many industries in the North-West of the
State to operate, are denied that very right.
I feel the time is long overdue when the
nalives should be given that right.

One could go on speaking for a consider-
able time on the international repercus-
sions of the native problem in the future,
by virtue of the fact that the natives of
this country have not been granted citizen-
ship rights., At the last I.L.O. conference,
it was reaffirmed by I think, 67 nations to
nil that natives and indigent people should
have citizenship rights, A conference of
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Commonwealth and State Ministers, sit-
ting in Canbertra in 1951, at which meeting
all Governments were represented, re-
affirmed the desire that natives should
be granted -citizenship rights, although
at that time the Minister from this State
was not gne from the Labour Party.

Contrary to what the hon. member for
Kalgoorlie has said, the native population
is increasing—both the full-bloods and the
mixed bloods. That has been brought
about by the influence of the missicns. We
realise that the full-blood natives at one
time, in view of their traditional upbring-
ing in regard to food supplies, used to da
away with babies as they were born. As a
result of the influence of the missions,
these tribal customs have heen abandoned.
On most mission stations the native full-
blood population is inecreasing, as is the
mixed-blood population.

If we do not tackle the native problem
as it should be tackled in this time and
age, we will have a lot to answer for in
the not-distant future. We should have
regard to this fact. There are many mil-
lions of people, living close to Australia
ahd within a few hours flying distance who
would have the greatest pleasure in re-
minding Australia of the treatment that
is given to the natives, if opportunity were
afforded them to do so. We should resolve
that problem at this juncture by giving
the natives citizenship rights.

I shall refer to the speeches which have
been made and which may have a bearing
on the Commitiee stages of the Bill. I
want to answer a few objections which
have been raised. One, which seems o be
of great importance to the hon. member
for South Perth, concerns the ability of
the department to take control of native
children without the sanction of their
parents. I would peint out that any such
powers possessed by the department were
abolished in 1954 as a result of an amend-
ment to the Act. For the benefit of the
hon. member I shall quote the relevant
section of the Act—

The Minister may cause any native
to be removed to and kept within the
boundaries of a reserve, district, in-
stitution, or hospital, or to be removed
from one reserve, district, institution,
or hospital to another reserve, district,
institution, or hospital, and kept there-
in.

Any native who shall refuse to be
s0 removed to or kept within such re-
serve, district, institution, or hospital
shall be guilty of an offence against
this Act.

In every prosecution under this see-
tion an averment contained in the
complaint that the Minister directed
the defendant to he removed to or
kept within a reserve, distriet, institu-
tion, or hospital shall be deemed to be
proved in the absence of proof to the
contrary.
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If the hon. memhber looks up the Act he
will see that in 1954 that section was
removed, so that any children that are
now going into the missions or into the
schools, I understand, have to be volun-
tarily placed there, and the department
has to approve. I had the experience at
Wandering two years ago of sitting in the
office of the superintendent of the mission
there, when a native mother brought her
child in and asked permission to leave it;
and the superintendent said “I cannot
take it until you give me a written auth-
ority to do so0.” She signed 2 document,
and from then on that child became a
resident of that particular mission. I
understand that native woman had
journeyed down from Scarborough, where
she was working and keeping company
with 2 white man. It was not easy for
her to work and look after the child; and
I think that type of case is repeated time
and time again.

On another occasion I asked one of the
missionaries how they got control of a
child and he told me that sometimes they
go around the camps for weeks. They
have real arguments with the native
families as to the desirability of the child-
ren going into the mission to be edu-
cated, and the missionary told me it
is very hard to convince some parents that
it is in the best interests of the children;
but nine times out of ten they agree it is
advisable.

Mr. Grayden: Section 69 of the Act
gives the power to commit native children
to an institution.

Mr. BRADY: Section 69 gives the de-
partment power to make regulations, and
certain regulations are laid down. So as
to help the hon. member for South Perth,
who has recommended that certain
amendments be made, I am prepared to
accept his amendment in regard to sub-
stituting the words that he has given
notice of. So far as the department and
I are concerned, we are prepared to see
eye 1o eye with him on that matter.

But I do want to point out that there
is no power under the Act to go along
and grab a child and place it in an in-
stitution without the parents agreeing. In
my own electorate during the last three
months & member of the Native Welfare
Departments went to Bellevue, and took a
child, and had it placed in 4 home because
its parents were not looking after it, and
it was being neglected. The case was
immediately dealt with under the Child
Welfare Act, the same as if it had been
a white child; and the magistrate com-
mitted it to the Mogumber Mission as
being in its best interests. I will not deny
that that took place in my own electorate,
But if a white child is being neglected by its
parents the same circumstances apply. So
any ideas that the members may have that
under the Act the department can go
along and grab a child *without the
parents’ consent are wrong.
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There were a number of other points
which were made by various hon. mem-
bers in regard to natives. I think the
hon. member for Dale made a point abput
the various abilities of the natives that
he had experienced. He referred to their
sporting activities. The hon. member for
Claremont—I think—referred 1{o their
ability as mechanies; and somebody else
referred to their ability as miners, and
it would appear that they have ability to
do a lot of things—but not the ability to
become citizens, That is where a lot of
the contradiction comes from on the other
side.

If these people have the ability to do
all those things that have been mentioned,
they have the ability to exercise their
citizenship rights. It may take a little
time to seep through. I can concede that
some may not realise for a few years that
they have citizenship rights; but they will
have the opportunity to go into a hotel
if they want to. I would exhort the aver-
age native who may read my speech to
leave drink alone. I have seen sufficient
of drink to induce me to leave it alone
myself; though I do not deny the right
of anybody else to drink, But I would urge
all natives to leave ligquor alone, hecause
I do not think it will do them any good
in the leng run. It may have some
temporary advantage, but ultimately will
do them no goed. .

There is another point, too. If native
want liquor today, they get it, and in the
worst possible places; and they drink it
under the worst possible conditions. I
have visited Fremantle gaol a couple of
times in the last two years, and I think
1 can say that without any doubt the
majority of natives were there because of
drinking offences-—either for drinking
themselves, or trying to get it for others,
or for supplying it. I do not think that it
is desirable to bring up natives in that
atmosphere.

As one hon. member said tonight, when
natives drink, their resentment of the
whites comes oui; and if we do not
want that resentment to continue in the
future, I think we have to face up to the
fact that they are entitled to drink. I have
given my testimony on the matter of drink;
but if they want the right to drink they
should have it. I have seen natives drinking
by the dozens in hotels in the North-West.
In at least three places there were more
natives drinking than white people, and the
natives conducted themseives well. On one
oceasion I saw g fight in which two Italians
were involved, and the only man that was
game to separate them was a full-blood
native.

8o these people can exercise citizenship
rights if given the proper encouragement,
instead of heing given an inferiority com-
blex, and being belittled and called all the
peculiar names they have been called. One
or two hon. members mentioned some of
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these names tonight; but I will not repeat
them, because I think it is a reflection on
a lot of people that they should continue
to use such names for these unfortunate
people. They are prepared to use the
natives for their economic advantage; but
when it comes to providing them with
?;cit;a\l advancement, they are not prepared
0 50.

While I am on the matter of liquor, 1
would mention that some very influential
people have written to me from time to
time about natives getting citizenship
rights. I want to read at least two letters.
I may have the opportunity to read the
others in the Committee stage, but I do not
want to draw out the debate unnecessarily.
Here is a letter from the secretary of the
‘W.A. Native Welfare Council written to Mr.
Hawke, the Premier, and dated the 21st of
April, 1958, which reads as follows:—

At the first Annual State Conference
on Native Welfare held on 1st Febru-
ary, 1958, which was attended by
approximately 90 delegates and in-
terested persons including several
country members, the following resolu-
tion was carried after considerable
discussion ;—

That this conference believes
that the interests of those West
Australians who are descended

. from the original inhabitants of
Australia, will be best served by
the removal of all legal disabilities,
placing them on the same footing
in all respects as those citizens of
West Australia who are of Euro-
pean descent, and especially that
they should have the right to vote.

At the same time this conference
is of the opinion that as a transi-
tional measure, provision should
be made to safeguard the interests
of such persons of aboriginal
descent as may from time to time
require assistance.

This conference also declares its
support for the provisions contained
in the Bill recently before the State
Parliament for an Act to be known as
the Native Status as Citizens Act, 1957,
and expresses the hope that a similar
Bill will again be introduced.

Yours faithfully,

J. C. KNIGHT,
Secretary.

I want to remind the members of the
Opposition that their Minister for Terri-
tories in the Commonwealth Government
has introduced legislation in the Northern
Territory whereby natives automatically
get citizenship rights. Why should the
people in Canberra view the position
differently from people in Western Aus-
tralia? It would appear that the members
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of the Opposition in Western Australia are
out of line with modern thought in regard
to these matters.

Let me quote another important organi-
sation which has written two letters to me.
This organisation does good work, as do
others of its type. The letter dated the
9th of April, addressed to the Acting
Minister for Native Welfare, is from the
Methodist Church of Australasia, Sydney,
and reads as follows:—

Thank you for your letter of the 31st
March on the subject of the status of
native persons, My board will be
pleased to receive your information
that a Bill will be introduced which
proposes to confer citizenship rights
on natives in your State.

Yours faithfully,

C. P. GRIBBLE,
General Secretary.

Another letter from this particular organi-
sation says—

The annual meeting of the Board of
Missions of the Methodist Chureh of
Australasia gave consideration to the
question of aboriginal rights in Aus-
tralia and passed the following resolu-
tion:—

That the board endorses the
Synod's affirmation of the belief
that aboriginal and part-European
people should be granted citizen-
ship rights in Western Australia.

We would be grateful if your Gov-
ernment would consider this matter
which we know has many problems
associated with it but which we are
sure is just and right for a people who
have been much wronged in our
history.

Yours faithfully,
C. F. GRIBBLE,

General Secretary.

Referring again to the Native Welfare
Counecil, I would remind hon. members that
the 90 delegates at that conference in-
cluded representatives from practically
every church and organisation in Western
Australia that is trying to do something
for natives. I am not sure that the
Liberal, Party is not also represented on
the council. I know the Australian Labour
Party has one or two representatives; and
I think the Liberal Party has.

Yet that organisation says it is most
enthusiastic about the natives getting
citizenship rights. Therefore I think the
House should give due consideration to
the matter and help the natives to get
this overdue benefit. I could continue to
deal with the criticism of the Bill expressed
by hon. members; but as there were about
15 speakers, I feel we might be here very
late in the night, so I will just pick out
one or two statements which I feel should
be answered,
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The hon. member for Narrogin said
he felt this was only a half-baked native
citizenship system. I say that it is a better
system s0 far as citizenship rights are
concerned because the natives under the
present system, which is provided by the
Act known as the Citizenship Rights Act,
are only being embarrassed, and time and
time again natives have refused to take
out rights under the conditions which
are laid down in that particular measure.
They feel that the board is largely stacked
against them and the possibilities of get-
til?lg citizenship rights are not very favour-
able.

An hon. member: That has not been
proved by past happenings, of course.

Mr. BRADY: I think it has been proved
by the very few who have been given citi-
zenship rights under this particular mea-
sure. ‘The honh, member for Narragin
criticised the Government and the de-
partment for not hopping in and doing
immediately all the things recommended
by the committee, It is strange that he
should do that, because one minute he
criticised the committee for jumping the
gun, and bringing in a recommendation for
citizenship, and in the next breath he
was Dprepared to laud the efforts of the
committee and criticise the Government
for not Immediately implementing all the
63 recommendations; although he knew
full well that the resolution was carried
conditional upon the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment finding the money. He was simply
not cansistent.

I think it was the hon. member for
Narrogin, also, who said we should have
been more expeditious in our representa-
tions to the Prime Minister regarding the
recommendations of the committee; al-
though he knew full well, when making that
statement, that within a few days of re-
ceiving the recommendations from the
committee, the Premier wrote to the Prime
Minister in that regard. I would remind
the House that three members from this
Chamber—the hon. member for South
Perth, the hon. member for North Perth,
and I—went to Sydney to see the Federal
Minister (Mr. Howard Beale) in 1958; and
on that occasion I thought we had a
watertight case for the granting of £70,000
to this Government to provide for pas-
toral activity for natives out near the
Giles meteorological station. We thought
that was a suitable area—and others have
thought so since—but the Commonwealth
was not prepared to grant the money,
despite the fact that it had set up an
extensive meteorological station on what
was previpusly & native reserve, and was
carrying out work over hundreds of miles
of that reserve.

Mr. Grayden: They went further than
that—

Mr. BRADY: I think the hon. member
for South Perth and the Minister had
some private discussions outside the con-
ference room; but I did not wait to see
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the result, as I thought it safer to be on
my way. In view of the general ability of
the hon. member for South Perth I thought
I would be quite safe to do that, just as in
the case of a television programme that
had been arranged. This Government
is doing everything possible to assist the
natives in the North-West, to the best of
its financial ability.

I think I have dealt effectively with the
proposition that the department would take
native children from their parents against
their wishes. As I sald before, any legls-
lative power in that regard was taken
away in 1954, and in any case I am assured
by the department that that it not done
now. I have persohally witnessed natives
making representations to missionaries to
take their children.

The hon. member for South Perth re-
ferred to Clause 35 and objected to the
fact that the Native Welfare Department
could take possession of the property of
adult natives. He said there was a soften-
ing-up provision to the effect that they
could not do that without the conseni of
the native; and I understand that that
is so, and that invariably the department
does not take over a native's property
without being requested to do so. To in-
dicate to the House what the department is
doing in that regard, I would point out that
it is handling hundreds of cases of workers'
compensation, third party insurance claims,
and so on, for natives at their request.
The hon. member for South Perth said
there was a softening-up provision, but
there is also a hardening-up provision,
inasmuch as the department must account
for every penny it handles in regard to
the affairs of natives.

Mr. Grayden: But at present it does
not have to get consent.
Mr. BRADY: It has to get consent

at present. At all events the fact re-
mains that the department invariably
gets the written consent of the native
concerned. There is sufficlent trouble
already in trying to handle the affairs
of about 25,000 natives in this State,
without taking over their individual acti-
vities.

Mr. Grayden: That is not how the
clause reads.

Mr. BRADY: That is how it reads now.
There may be a distinetion in regard to
native children, as their affairs are hand-
led by the department in many cases,
simply because they cannot handle their
own affairs. There are many orphans;
and in other cases the parents want the
department to take charge of the child-
ren, because they cannot keep them.

Mr. Grayden: What about the end of
the clause?

Mr. BRADY: That deals with cases of
emergency. If a native owning a perish-
able product—at Broome or Derby, for
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instance-—died tonight, the police or some-
body else would ask the department to
take charge of the deceased native’s af-
fairs, and that is a reasonable proposition.

Mr, Grayden: But that applies equally
in the case of a white man.

Mr. BRADY: The Bill provides that it
can be done for a native just as for &
white man. I do not think any objections
to Clause 35 are valid if hon. members want
to help the assimilation of our natives. If
the hon. member for South Perth had his
way and the natives were not, under that
clause, given the right to have their affairs
dealt with by the department, they would
be forced to consult legal advisors and
others, perhaps at a cost of hundreds of
pounds, which they do not now have to
pay, bhecause the Native Welfare Depart-
ment Is recognised as the right department
to handle such affairs for them.

Mr. Grayden: The department has all
those powers.
Mr., BRADY: I have been assured by

the department that it invariably gets the
written consent of the native concerned.

Mr. Nalder: Will these privileges cease
when the natives get their -citizenship
rights?

Mr. BRADY:
the citizenship rights measure Is out flrst
of all to give citizenship rights; and the
native welfare measure i1s for the benefit
of people who for over 150 years—since
the white man took over this State—have
been treated as under-privileged people.
They are entitled to some welfare legisla-
tion, just as s provided for returned
soldiers and many other categories in our
community, for whom protective legisla-
tion is provided. The natives who want
‘the Native Welfare Department to act for
them will have that right, and that is
the intention of the Bill. I will not pursue
the debate further, as X think the measure
should now be dealt with in Committee
in order to hasten its passage as much
a5 possible.

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

Aves-26
Mr. Andrew Mr. Lapham
‘Mr. Brady Mr., LawTence
‘Mr. Evans Mr. Marshall
Mr. Gaffy Mr. Moir
‘Mr. Graham Mr. O'Brien
‘Mr. Grayden Mr, Oldeld
‘Mr. Hall Mr. Potter
Mr. Hawke Mr. Rhatigan
Mr, Heal Mr, Rawberry
Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Sewell
Mr. Jamieson Mr. Sleeman
Mr, Johnson Mr. Toms
Mr. Kelly Mr. May
(Teller,)
Noes—12
Mr, Court Mr. Owen
Mr. Crommelin Mr. Perkins
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Roberts
Mr. W. Mannlng Mr, Watta
Sir Ross McLarty Mr. Wild
Mr. Nalder Mr. I. Man

ing
(Teller.}

I would point out that
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Palrm,
Ayes, Noes.
Mr. Tonkin Mr. Brand
Mr. Bickerton Mr. Mann
Mr, Norton Mr. Bovell
Mr. Nulsen Mr. Thorn

Majority for—14.

The SPEAKER: As this Bill seeks to
amend the Constitution I have satisfled
myself that there is an absolute majority
of 26 hon. members in favour of the Bill
and I declare the question carried in the
affirmative,

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee.

Mr. Sewell in the Chair; the Hon. J. J.
Brady (Minister for Native Welfare) in
charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 to 6—put and passed.

Clause 7—Section 2 amended:

Mr. I. W. MANNING: If this Bill is
not & sham; and if it is not all eye-wash;
and if it is not a publicity stunt, I chal-
lenge the Minister to remove this clause
from the BillL

Mr. Graham: How long have you been
rehearsing that?

Mr. Court: It is well spoken and well
meant.

Mr. Graham: Tripe!

Mr, I. W. MANNING: The Minister
indicated that this Bill has been based
on the report of the special committee
which inquired into the problem of natives;
but there is no mention in the report of
provision for a protected native, or the
taking away of citizenship rights from the
native. We sald, on the second reading,
that this Bill was a compleie switch from
the present system because it proposes that
every native shall be given citizenship
rights, and those who cannot meet the
standard will be declared protected natives
and their citizenship rights will be taken
away from them.

I understand from the committee's re-
port that there are some 6,000 natives liv-~
ing beyond the confines of civilisation, and
I assume that if one of those natives is to
be declared a native, every one of them will
have to be so declared and will thus obtain
the benefits of a protected native. So what
does the Bill achieve? In my opinion it
achieves nothing. If the Minister is din-
kum about giving every native citizenship
rights, this clause should not be in the Bill.
In introducing the measure the Minister
said there is nothing in it which would
enable a native to be put through the third
degree. In my opinion this is the third
degree clause because it makes provision
for protected natives, and for the commis-
sioner to be a protector.
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Mr. BRADY: I tried to anticipate what
opposition there would be to this Bill when
it was introduced last year and again this
year. I can imagine what the Opposition
would have said had the Bill, either this
year or last year, been introduced without
some provision such as is contained in
Clause 7. Hon. members opposite would
have said, “You, as Minister, must know
that there will be some natives who cannat
measure up to the qualiflcations required
for citizenship. Why have you not put
something in the Bill so that we can deal
with those people?” In anticipation of that
argument this clause has been inserted.

If the measure is passed all natives in
this country will have citizenship rights for
a period, but it might ultimately mean that
some of them will not be able to measure
up to the standards required and they will
lose their rights. I hope none of them will
lose their rights; and I hope that there are
sufficient natives in this country, of the
right type, who will be able to get the
others into such a state that they, too, wil)
be able to stand up to the white require-
ments. The onus will be on them; and if
there are some unfortunates who fall by
the wayside, there will be some protection
for them in the same way as the Lijberal
Minister in Canberra has provided for
wards under the Welfare Aect which oper-
ates in the Northern Territory.

Mr. I. W. MANNING: The Minister has
admitted that the arguments put forward
by those on this side of the Chamber have
heen correct in every detail. We have en-
deavoured to point cut that there are many
natives who could not yet accept the full
responsibility of citizenship, but this Bill
ignores that fact. However, the insertion
of this clause in the Bill indicates that the
Government recognises that there are
natives who could not shoulder the respon-
sibility of citizenship.

Mr. Evans: Do you want the clause in
or out?

Mr. I, W. MANNING: I do not support
this clause, but I support the Bill.

Mr, Evans:
one else speak,

Mr. I. W. MANNING: I will sit down
when I am ready, and I will not be told by
the hon. member for Kalgoorlic when I
shall sit down. The hon. member for Kal-
goorlie seems to think we are here just to
crack jokes. The mere introduction of this
Bill does not usher in a new era for the
natives.

Mr. Brady: You will be surprised.

Mr. I. W. MANNING: Those natives who
are anxious to secure citizenship have no
difficulty in obtaining their rights when
they seek them. There is no doubt that
this clause indicates to those on this side
of the Chamber that the Minister has con-
ceded much of what we have said.

‘Well, sit down and let some-
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Mr. W. A. MANNING: I support the hon.
member for Harvey. The inclusion of this
clause absolutely condemns the attitude of
the Minister and those who support him.
He has still not given any proof of what
this Bill will do for the natives. Then,
when he seeks to grant them citizenship,
he immediately inserts a provision to take
it away from them. I cannot see the dif-
ference between selecting a native who is
worthy of citizenship rights and granting
them to him and granting such rights to a
native at birth but Iater taking them
away from him and making him a pro-
tected native. I think the existing sys-
tem is the best one. If the legislation that
is in operation today were amended it
would be more effective

Mr. Heal: That is not the view held in
the Commonwealth sphere.

Mr, W. A, MANNING: We are concern-
ed with Western Australia and our own
natives. If hon. members would concentrate
a little more on the needs of cur natives, we
would achieve a lot more. This clause
will not help them; and, in fact, it con-
demns the whole Bill. What is the use
of granting natives citizenship rights if,
at some later stage, we are to take them
away?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I cannot but feel that
there is a great deal of insincerity and
hypocrisy among one or two members of
the Opposition in opposing this clause.
The crux of the argument advanced by
practically all hon. members of the Opposi-
tion has been that certain natives would
be irresponsible after consuming liquor.
However, this clause, to which they take
exception, seeks to overcome that problem,
in that, should a native in any courntry
town become intoxicated and create a dis-
turbance, there will be a provision in the
Bill that will enable him to be declared
a protected native to prevent his obtain-
ing liguor in the future.

It seems extraordinary o me that Op-
position members are trying to defeat this
clause, Although that is the attitude of
those members belonging to both the Lih-
eral Party and the Country Party in this
State, the Liberal Party in the Common-
wealth sphere is extremely proud of the
legislation which controls the natives in the
Northern Territory in that they consider
that that legislation constitutes a lead to
all States of the Commonwealth. The
Commonwealth Act includes a provision
similar to that which hon. members of the
Opposition are now opposing.

The Minister has assured us that he will
agree to certain amendments that will
remove all doubt at present existing on
some clauses in the Bill. If he does that,
this legislation, without question, will be
the most dramatic step forward ever taken
for the betterment of the natives in this
State. It will grant to natives citizenship
rights and restore to them the right to
retain the custody of their own children
and their own property., If the hon.
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members of the Opposition intend to
oppose that, they should give some second
thought to it; because I am sure that if
they continue with their opposition they
will regret it later on.

Mr.I. W. MANNING: The hon. member
for South Perth surprises me—

Mr. May: I bet he did!

Mr. I. W. MANNING: The hon. member
surprises me when he states that he can-
not agree with the Opposition in opposing
this clause. During the debate on the sec-
ond reading the hon. member for South
Perth indicated that any provision in the
Bill which created a difference between a
black citizen and a white citizen would
have no support from him. ¥Yet he now
supports a clause which seeks to take away
from the black man the citizenship rights
already granted to him.

I also draw the Minister’s attention to
Subclauses (4) and (5). Would he indi-
cate who is to appeal against a decision
given by a stipendiary magistrate?

Mr. Graham: That is Clause 9. We
have not reached that yet. We are on
Clause 7. The Opposition does not know
where it is on this Bill.

Mr. 1. W. MANNING:
well where we are,

Mr, Graham: More conservative than
the Menzies mob.

Mr. I. W. MANNING: We are just as
interested and keen to do something to
uplift the natives as is the Minister.

Mr. Graham: It is all lip service and
platitudes.

Mr. I. W, MANNING: We differ in our
approach to the problem. It would be
better to reach the objective by planning
‘rather than by introducing something oh-
Jectionable,

Clause put and passed.
Clause 8—put and passed.

We know very

Clause 3—Seclions 3A and 3B added:

Mr. I. W. MANNING: What does the
‘Minister intend by prescribing regulations
covering an appeal? Who will make an
appeal? In what grounds will it be made
against the decision of a magistrate, and
‘with what hope of success?

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 10 to 22-—put and passed.

Clause 23—Section 35 amended:

Mr. GRAYDEN: T am left in some doubt
as to the meaning of this clause. The Min-
ister said that under the Act the commis-
sioner only had power to take away, sell
or otherwise dispose of property of a par-
tieular native if he had the consent of the
natlve. 'The Minister was extremely
specific on that point. If hon. members
Tead Subsection (2) of Section 35 they will
see that the commissioner cannot exercise

[ASSEMBLY.]

the powers conferred except so far as they
are necessary to provide for the due preser-
vation of the property. So it ts for the
commissioner to say whether the native's
property should be disposed of in order to
preserve that property.

While the provisions of Section 35
might seem innocuous, they are all-
embracing because they give the com-
missioner abhsolute power to dispose of
the property of any native whether he be
protected or whether he has full citizen-
ship rights. So those with -citizenship
rights will be worse off than they are now.
This clause is as despotic and imperious
as anything that has been introduced into
this Parliament. We would consider a Bill
requiring the beheading of people under
16 to be extreme legislation; and I say it
is equally extreme to give the department
power to sell or dispose of the property of
any native. We would certainly consider
it extreme if our properties could be dis-
posed of by the department. In view of
the Minister’'s opinion, there could be no
objection to my proposed amendmens. The
clause would then read—

The powers conferred by this Sec-
tion shall not be exercised without
the sanction of the native, or protected
native,

Mr. BRADY: At the moment the de-
partment is making it obligatory on all
natives to give sanction before it exercises
the powers under this clause. If the hon.
member for South Perth prefers the de-
letion of the words referred to I shall
raise no objection.

Mr. GRAYDEN: In that event I move
an amendment—

Page 6, line 17—Insert after the
word “amended” the letter and
brackets '"(a)’.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I move—

That the following be inserted to
stand as paragraph (b):—

by deleting the words “except in
the case of minors’” in line two of
of Subsection (2); and deleting
the words “except so far as may
be necessary to provide for the
due preservation of such pro-
perty,” in lines three, four and
five of the same subsection.

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

Clause 24—Section 36 amended.

Mr. WATTS: This clause proposes to
amend Section 36 by including the words
“or protected nsative." If one were to look
through the records of this House when
this provision was originally inserted some
20 years ago, one would find that it was
the subject of very considerable argument.
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At that time I took the attitude that it
was completely wrong to give the Com-
missioner of Native Affairs such wide
powers in respect of administration of the
property of a deceased native. I believe
that objection was tenable then; but looked
at in the light of the proposition contained
in the Bill for the granting of citizenship
rights to all natives, the provision in Sec-
tion 36 becomes more objectionable than
ever because Subsection (2) states—

Notwithstanding the provisions of
any Act or law to the contrary regu-
lating in the absence of a will any
succession to and the administra-
tion of the estate of any deceased or
missing native, all property and rights
of property vested in any native other
than a native exempted from the pro-
visions of thls Act who dies intestate
shall vest in the commissioner upon
trust to pay the just debts of the de-
ceased and to distribute the balance
between the widow or husband of the
deceased and/or the next of kin, if
the same or some of them can be
ascertained, according to the laws of
the State, in accordance with and in
the manner prescribed for the ad-
ministration of the estates of persons
dying intestate by the Administration
Act, 1903, and if such widow, husbhand,
and/or next of kin cannot be so as-
certained, amongst those persons who
may by regulation be prescribed as the
persons entitled to succeed to the
property of the deceased: Provided
that, where there is no person entitled
to succeed to such property under the
regulations, the proceeds of the estate
of the deceased shall be paid to a
special trust account and be utilised
by the commissioner for the benefit of
natives generally:

In neo circumstances can the property
of & white citizen be treated in this
manner. Letters of administration would
not be granted to a commissioner; they
would be granted to one of the next of
kin, or the widow or husband of the de-
ceased. I stressed it was objectionable to
give the commissioner wide powers of ob-
taining administration, in accordance with
regulations 20 years ago when there was
no suggestion of conferring citizenship
rights on the aboriginal inhabitants. It
is certainly more objectionable today in
this Bill which proposes to confer absolute
equelity in every other respect on natives.
In regard to the provision of this clause
the Bill proposes to retain the iniquity
which has been in the legislation for 20
vears and which I thought was not desir-
able at that time. It certainly is not
desirable at the present.

I am not in favour of the major prin-
ciple of this Bill, but the House has de-
cided that the principle is to be accepted.
Having agreed to accept the principle
which grants citizenship rights to all
natives, then we have no right to make
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any exception in the administration of
estates of deceased natives. We have every
right to amend the principal Act by
abolishing this section. I therefore move
an amendment—
Page 6, line 20—Delete the word
“amended” and insert the word “re-
pealed” in lieu.

Mr. BRADY: I can see the hon. mem-
ber’s point of view. In the main no great
harm would be done by deleting that sec-
tion, and I have no objection to the
amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. WATTS: I move an amendment—

Page 6, lines 20 and 21—Delete all
words from and including the word
“by" to the end of the clause.

Amendment put and possed; the clause,
as amended agreed to.

Clauses 25 to 39—put and passed.

Clause 40—Section 69 amended:

Mr, GRAYDEN: I move an amend-
ment-—

Page 9, paragraph
words—
and by deleting the words “be
sent to and detained” in lines one
and two of the paragraph and
substituting therefor the word
"*attend.”

The Minister has already agreed to accept
this amendment. He rather confused me
when he said there was no power In the
Act for the Commissioner of Native Wel-
fare to take children away from their
parents. I am not quite certain what he
meant. He would be right if he meant
there is no section in the Act speecifically
giving the commissioner that power, but
he would be wrong if he meant there was
no power to do it, hecause Section 69 em-
powers the Governor to make regulations
enabling any native child to be sent to and
be detained in a native institution, indus-
trial school or orphanage. It would be
unthinkable if this House were to pass a
Bill which would give this power tn respect
of Europeans; and similarly, it is unthink-
able that this House should pass a Bill
which would provide that power In respect
of natives,

We cannot say we are giving natives
full citizenship rights if we are going to
allow regulations to be made giving that
power to any one individual. The clause
was apparently introduced by the Minister
with the object of giving the Native Wel-
fare Department the right to look after
native children in institutions, industrial
schools, or orphanages, irrespective of
whether they are protected or have full
citizenship status. With that I am entirely
in agreement. If the amendment is agreed
to it will ensure that the department will

(b)—Add the
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have power to take these children into
orphanages and institutions but will not
have power to send them there without
the consent of their parents.

Mr. BRADY: I have no objection to the
amendment; however, I would point out
that it is not new and has been in the
Act until now. If the hon. membher for
South Perth is desirous of having this
smendment passed, there is no objection
on my part,

Amendment put and paessed; the clause,
as amended, agreed to.

Clauses 41 to 63—put and passed,

Bill reported with amendments.
House adjourned at 11.2 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE.

BLIND AND AWNING HEIGHTS.
Variations in Regulations.

1. The Hon. G. €. MacKINNON asked
the Minister for Railways:

(1) Would the Minister please explain
why the minimum measurement from
ground level to the bottom of any blind
or awning is—

(a) eight feet in the regulations under
the Traffic Act;

(b} seven feet six inches in the uni-
form building regulations; and

(¢) seven feet under the Police Act?

(2) Does the Minister agree that so
many measurements to establish a mini-
mum are confusing?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) (a) To achieve uniformity with Sec-
tion 312 (2) of the Municipal
Corporations Act. Both these
provisions refer, however, to
awnings, not to blinds, An
awning, like a verandah, is
more or less horizontal to the
footway, while a bhlind is ver-
tical to the footway.

This refers to blinds only.
This refers to awnings only
and the appropriate provision in
the Police Act is contained in
Part VII, Section 95 of the
Act, and provides that the pro-
visions of this part shall not
apply wherever any by-law or
regulation is made by a local
authority to effect the same
or a similar object.

(2) Consideration will be given to mak-
ing the provision in the Police Act con-
sistent with that in the traffic regulations
and the Munlcipal Corporations Act.

(b)
(e)

GERALDTON REGIONAL HOSPITAL.
Inclusion in Hospital Plan.

2. The Hon. L. A. LOGAN asked the
Minister for Railways:

(1) Is the Geraldton regional hospital
ineluded in the plan whereby the Govern-
ment intends to expend £6,000,000 on
hospitals within the next few years as
indicated in “The West Australian” on
Saturday the 20th September, 1958?%

(2) If not, why not?

(3) If the reply to No. (1) is “No,"” why
has Geraldton’s priority been overlooked?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) No.

(2) and (3} It has not been overiooked.
Because of insufficient Loan Funds it has
not been possible to proceed with a new
regional hospital other than at Albany,
but substantial sums have been spent on
existing hospital facilities at Geraldton.



