
380 [ASSEMBLY.]

agree with me when I say that the con-
ditions were beyond description, On the
20th March, 1973, 1 asked the Leader of the
House the following question-

(1) Has any work been effected at the
Police station or lock-up at Lever-
ton since my question on the
17th August, 1972?

(2) If not, what is the latest Position
regarding this matter?

Mr. Dolan replied as follows--
(1) Since 17th August. 1972, the fol-

lowing work has been carried out
at the Police Station and Lockup
at Laverton-
Ca) Screen placed around toilet in

lockup.
(b) New stainless steel pedestal

pan installed In lockup,
(c) Leach drains from septic

tanks renewed,
(d) Purlins timber supporting

roof sheeting in lockup re-
placed.

(2) Answered by (1).
I would say these Improvements would
make very little difference to the whole
situation.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Did you make
any representations to the previous Gov-
ernment on this matter?

The Hon. 0. W. BERRY: I have raised
this matter over a considerable period. I
have no doubt that probably the previous
Government would have had the matter in
hand. I must say, however, if It takes as
long to build a new police station at Layer-
ton as it did at Carnarvon, I do not think
I will live to see It. I believe the problem
in that area was first raised when Mr.
Norton was newly elected to Parliament,
and that did not occur yesterday.

I again appeal to the Minister to look
at the problem. We cannot expect officers
to work in the existing conditions. I would
have plenty to Say about It if I were ex-
pected to work there.

The Hon. J. Dolan: My top officers have
looked at it and reported to me. Their
report, of course, is in accord with Your
statements. The position will be remedied
as soon as funds are available and as soon
as a decision is made as to whether the
station is to be at Laverton or at the
mining settlement.

The I-on. 0. W. BERRY: I hope this
decision Is made very shortly.

The Hon. J. Dolan: It is a difficult
decision to make until the company makes
up its mind.

The Hon. 0. W. BERRY: I would ike to
also mention another matter raised by Mr.
Withers; that is, the allowances for child-
ren In isolated areas. He expressed con-
cern about the Government's Intention to
continue the present allowances. However,

I can put his mind at rest on that point.
On the 27th March, 1973, 1 asked the
Leader of the House the following
question-

(1) Has the matter of the terms of
Commonwealth allowances for
isolated children been clarified?

(2) Is it the State Government's
intention to continue State allow-
ances and free student air travel
for isolated children?

Mr. Dolan replied as follows-
(1) Yes. The Commonwealth Depart-

ment of Education has distributed
information statements outlining
the scheme and application forms
are also being distributed.

(2) The Commonwealth allowances
will replace those previously pro-
vided by the State but the State
will continue to provide free air
travel for two visits home per Year.

So far as I can understand the matter has
been transferred from the State to the
Commonwealth. That is all that has hap-
pened, and I do not know whether anyone
will derive any great benefit. That is about
all I have to say on this occasion, but
members will hear more from me at a later
date.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. J. L. Hunt.

House adjourned at 9.16 p.m.

tirgwslaftu Aearinhl 1
Wednesday, the 28th March, 1973

The SPEAKER (Mr. Norton) took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read Prayers.

QUESTIONS (41): ON NOTICE
1. TRAFFIC LIGHTS
Morrison Road-Great Northern Highway

Intersection
Mr. BRADY, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Are any plans being made to avert

the numerous accidents, major and
minor, taking place at the corner
of Morrison Road and Great
Northern Highway, Midland, by
placing traffic lights on same?

(2) What was traffic density at last
count at this intersection?

Mr. JAMIE SON replied:
(1) The position is much the same as

when the member inquired re-
garding this intersection in Sep-
tember 1971. At that time he was
advised that no timetable had been
set for the installation of traffic
lights at the intersection of Great
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Northern Highway and Morrison
Road, Midland, and that there
were many intersections in the
metropolitan area having a much
higher priority.
However, consideration is being
given to the installation of chan-
nelisation works In order to im-
prove traffic movement and
traffic safety. At the present time
there is not a serious accident
Problem at this intersection rela-
tive to other metropolitan inter-
sections.

(2) The last count at this intersection
was taken in June, 1972. The
figures were-
Morning Peak (7.45 anm. - 8.45

am.) 961 vehicles.
Evening peak (4.15 p.m. - 5.15

P.M.) 1,256 vehicles.
7 am. - 7 p.m. 10,394 vehicles.

2. APPRENTICESHIP ADVISORY
BOARDS

Retirement of Chairman
Mr. BRYCE, to the Minister for
Labour:
(1) When did the retirement of Mr. J.

Ward from the position of chair-
man of apprenticeship advisory
boards become effective?

(2) Have applications been called to
fIll this Position?

(3) If applications for this position
have been called-
(a) when did they close;
(b) when will the appointment be

made?
Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) 29th March, 1972.
(2) Yes.
(3) (a) 17th November, 1912.

(b) The officer was appointed to
the Position on 29th December,
1972.

3. APPRENTICES
Training Advisers

Mr. BRYCE, to the Minister for
Labour:
(1) How many apprentice training

advisers have been appointed by
his department?

(2) What are the duties and respon-
sibIlIties of apprentice training
advisers?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) Nine out of the ten appointments

have been made - one vacancy is
currently advertised.

(2) A summarised list of duties is as
follows:
Supervising training of apprentices
and co-ordinating on the job
training with technical school
instruction as follows--
(a) Employer:

Visiting places of employment
to consult with employer (or
his training officer) on:

Responsibilities of employer
under indentures and
apprenticeship regula-
tions.

Organising and implement-
ing training programmes.

Ascertaining employer's
views on Progress of ap-
Prentice, attitude to study.
attitude to Job, initiative,
reliability, Interest, con-
duct and punctuality.

Absenteeism from employ-
ment.

Maintain log book details of
apprentice.

Assessing training capacity of
place of employment for re-
port to Apprenticeship Board.

(b) Apprentice:
Consulting with apprentice
(and parents) on responsibi-
lIties under indentures, ap-
prenticeship regulations and
training requirements.
Assessing the apprentice on
the job for attitude, ability
and response to industrial
training programme.
Consulting with apprentice
regarding absenteeism from
employment or technical
school classes.

(c) Technical education:
Consulting with Superintend-
ent of Apprentice Training,
Technical Education Division
(and School Principals etc. as
necessary).

Respecting technical classes.
Co-ordinating results of

training with on the job
progress and ability of
apprentice so as to report
on apprentice's diligence
and rate of learning in
trade.

Assisting apprentice with
Unsatisfactory perform-
ance to make goad the
deficiencies.

Following up absenteeism
from class by Investiga-
tion and report.
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(d) Apprenticeship boards: the rate

4.

(b) As fromPreparing reports on appren-
tice and training as in (a) to
(c) for submission through
administrative officer to ap-
prenticeship boards.

LAND

Herdsman Lake Area: Removal of
Ashes

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Lands:

Considering the many complaints
by residents living around Herds-
man Lake, especially on the east
and north-eastern sides, will he
ensure that the burned organic
matter and heaps of ashes, caused
by the recent fires, be cleaned
away from those parts of the lake
which are Crown land not vested
in the City of Stirling, so that
residents shall not be inconveni-
enced by deposits?

Mr. Davies (for Mr. H. D. EVANS)
replied:

The City of Stirling will be asked
to advise upon the physical prac-
ticability of this suggestion, its
willingness to undertake the work
and its estimate of costs. Upon
receipt of this information the
matter will be further considered.
The Department of Lands and
Surveys has received no com-
plaints.

CHILD WELFARE

State Wards: Weekly Cost
Mr. MENSABOS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Com-
munity Welfare:
(1) How many State wards are in the

care of voluntary agencies?
(2) What were the amounts per ward

per week-
(a) the agencies claimed it costs

them to maintain a ward:
(b) the Government paid the

agencies during each period of
new determination during the
past 14 years?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) 786.
(2) (a) The agencies in a collective

submission have claimed that
the average cost of care per
week is $19.24. In a survey of
actual costs during 1912 the
stated average weekly costs
ranged between $12.36 and
$30.

was

1/10/70
1/179. ..

1/7/69 ...4.. ..

1/4/64 .. .. ..
1/4/60 .. .. ..
1/4/54 .. .. ..

Prior to the 1st July, 1969
there was some variation in
the rate per week from those
shown above. This was due
to slight adjustments to the
rates for different groups of
children.
In addition to the above rates
the department-
(i) Meets the medical, dental

and other costs associated
with health;

(ii) Provides a clothing allow-
ance;

(iii) Meets special educational
costs where applicable.

6. DEVELOPMENT
Woodehip and Pulping Industry

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minister
for Development and Dlecentralisation:
(1) Has he or someone on the Gov-

ernment's behalf made contact
with the Commonwealth about
their possible objections to the
extension of Australia's woodahip
industry on grounds of conserva-
tion and environmental protec-
tion?

(2) If not, would he undertake to do
so with a view to obtaining an "all
clear" for the Western Australian
industry, to avoid any delays and
negotiating difficulties when the
Western Australian industry gets
closer to firm sales and develop-
ment commitments?

(3) How far is the State Government
involved in studies of the industry
by the Commonwealth Bureau of
Agricultural Economics and the
Commonwealth Environment De-
partmnent?

(4) (a) What is the latest position
with negotiations about the
Western Australian woodchip
and pulping industry;

(b) what outlets other than Japan
are being pursued;

(e) does he anticipate conserva-
tion and environment objec-
tions from the Common-
wealth?

4.00

5.
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Mr. GRAHAM replied:
(1) This matter was discussed at a

meeting of the standing committee
of the Australian Forestry Council
held in Canberra last week and at-
tended by the Conservator of
Forests. A member of the Com-
monwealth Department of the
Environment outlined current
Commonwealth policy and as a
result representations will be made
to the Federal Minister for
Environment and Conservation.

(2) Answered by (1).
(3)
(4)

The State is not yet involved.
(a) The W.A. Chip and Pulp Co.

is actively pursuing contracts
in Japan and the Japanese
have stated that before the
the end of the financial year
they will be in a position to
have meaningful talks.

(b) The company has studied
world demand but currently
no markets have developed.

(e) We anticipate being required
to supply assurances that
environment and conservation
aspects have been considered.

7. EDUCATION
Mixed Grade Classes

Mr. E. H. M. LEWIS, to the Minister
for Education:

Has there been any request by the
Teachers' Union or any decision
by the department that mixed
grade classes be limited to 20 from
1st January next or any future
date?

Mr. Jamieson (for Mr. r. D. EVANS)
replied:

Yes. The teachers' charter requests
that composite classes of four
grades or more be limited to twenty
pupils as from 1975.
The department Is working pro-
gressively towards a reduction in
class sizes but definite dates will
depend on accommodation and
finance provisions.

8. INTRASTATE AIR TRANSPORT
T.A.A.

Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Premier:
(1) Is it a fact that the Western Aus-

tralian Parliament must hand over
certain State sovereign rights to
the Commonwealth Government
before T.A.A. can enter Western
Australia as a competitor of
M.M.A.?

(2) If so, does his Government Intend
to take the necessary legislative
action?

9.

(3) If State rights do not have to be
ceded what steps must be taken to
enable T.A.A. to compete intra-
state?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) To enable T.A.A. to become fully

competitive, the State Is required
to yield certain rights.

(2) The Government proposes to intro-
duce into Pariament a Bill for an
Act to refer to the Parliament of
the Commonwealth the matter of
air transport.

(3) Answered by (1).

THOMAS STREET
Median Strip

Mr. HUTCHINSON, to the Minister
for Works:

Has any progress been made to-
wards the desirable end of beauti-
fying the Thomas Street median
strip?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
As stated in answers to previous
questions, planning for the beauti-
fication of the mnedian strip in
Thomas Street is being undertaken
by the Perth City Council.
Inquiries from officers of the
council reveal that four alternative
plans have been prepared and one
accepted at the committee stage.
This plan has not yet been pre-
sented to the full Council for
consideration.
In an answer to a similar question
in October last year, I advised the
Member that the Main Roads De-
partment would make further in-
quiries and keep him informed of
the results. This has not been
overlooked, but correspondence
directed to the Perth City Council
on this subject has not been
answered.

10. FOREIGN OWNED PROPERTY
Nationalisation or Expropriation

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Premier:
What is the result of his request
to the Prime Minister for an
explanation about the Common-
wealth's Policy enunciated at
United Nations Security Council
"that sovereignity over natural
resources included the right to
nationalise or expropriate pro-
perty owned by foreigners" and
the implications of such policy?

Mr. J, T. TONIN replied:
When a reply has been received
from the Prime Minister, the
Leader of the Opposition will be
advised.
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1. YUNflURUP CANALS
DEVELOPMENT

Government Guarantee

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) Is the State liable for $1,750,000

plus interest under the guaran tee
to the Yundurup canals devel-
opers?

(2) What has been the maximum
liability to date by the State under
this guarantee?

(3) Is there no liability at the present
time for outstanding Interest?

(4) When is the next interest payment
due?

(5) Will he explain the arrangements
for terminating the State's ilabil-
ity, in particular-
(a) is, the full iability of

$1,750,000 plus interest to re-
main as the blocks are sold:

(b) does not his answer to part
(2) of question 26 on 21st
March. 1973 indicate a most
unusual commercial practice
is being followed and the State
being placed in a position of
unwarranted risk by the
developers not being required
to reduce In full or in part
their debt and liability on
fixed account;

(c) does this confirm there have
been no blocks sold or the
blocks have been sold on
terms?

(6) If he declines to answer questions
(5) (a) to (5) (c). will be please
explain why?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) Under its guarantee, the State

has a contingent liability of
$1,750,000 including interest. In
addition to this guarantee, there is
a further contingent liability of
$60,000 in respect of a guaranteed
bank account.

(2) $1,810,000.
(3) No.
(4) 31st March, 1973.
(5) (a) Although the proceeds of

initial sales are not being ap-
plied in reduction of the
principal sum, it is expected
that, in due course, they will.
be so applied in retirement of
the guarantee within 5 years,

(b) No.
(a) No.

(6) Answered by (5).

12. POLICE
Stolen Vehlicles

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minis-
ter representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) With reference to the report in

The West Australian 27th March,
1973 under the heading "Car
racket here, says Monck", will he
advise how far and in what 'ways,
in Practice, the police are inhibited
in searching for stolen vehicles
because of a vehicle being regis-
tered by a local authority and not
the police?

(2) How many cases have occurred
where a stolen car registered by
the police has been licensed by the
local authority whilst that vehicle
has been subject to a search for
it by the police?

(3) (a) Have the police found lack
of co-operation in this field
by local authorities;

(b) if so, what is the incidence
of this lack of co-operation
and what reasons are ad-
vanced by local authorities
where co-operation has not
been forthcoming?

Mr. BIOKERTON replied:
(1) Little if at all.
(2) No cases found.
(3) (a) No.

(b) Answered by (a).

13. DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR
VEHICLES

Personnel and Cost
Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Traffic Safety:

With regard to the proposed new
Department of Motor Vehicles-
(a) 'what will be the total numn-

ber of employees;
(b) how many of these will be

transfers from other depart-
ments;

(c) what will be the number of
new appointees;

(d) what will be the cost of estab-
lishing this department;

(e) how is it proposed to raise this
amount;

(f) what will be the running cost
per annum;

(g) how is it proposed to raise
this amount?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(a) 330 employees.
(b) Approximately 250 transfers.
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(c) Approximately 80 additional
appointees will be required.
The number of new appoint-
ments will depend on the
response from within the
public service.

(d) $200,000.
(e) Consolidated revenue.
(f) $2,158,000.
(g) The cost of running the new

department will involve ex-
penditure of some $320,000 per
year in excess of the present
annual cost incurred by the
Police Department. This ad-
ditional expenditure Will be
offset to some extent by the
fact that 35 police officers will
be released for other duties,

14. TEACHING HOSPITALS
Acquisition of Properties

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Would he please itemise, with

justification of need, ali proper-
ties bought or acquired by what-
ever means by each of the teach-
ing hospitals in the past 12
months, and proposed in the en-
suing 12 months?

C2) If part of this information is not
known, 'will he make the necessary
inquiries and inform the H-ouse?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
Cl) Princess Margaret Hospital-

Past 12 months:
109 Roberts Road, Sublaco-
Purchased for a medical staff
residence and future expansion,
January, 1973.
13 Hamilton Street, Subiaco.
As above. March, 1973.
10. 12 and 14 Cook Street, West
Perth.
Future development. Car parks.
December, 1972.

Next 12 months:
Further similar purchases if
anything suitable comes on the
market for future expansion In
the Roberts Road, Hamilton
Street area.

Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital-
Past 12 months:

No properties have been ac-
quired.

Next 12 months:
No purchases are planned.

Fremantle-
Past 12 months:

No purchases have been made
but 12 Attfleld Street, F'remnantle
Is being acquired at the moment
for hospital expansion pur-
poses.

-Next 12 months:
No purchases are planned.

King Edward Memorial Hospital-
Past 12 months:

Brick and tile residence in Bagot
Road has been purchased for
married doctors' accommoda-
tion.

Next 12 months:
it is hoped to acquire a block
of single flats in Bagot Road
f or accommodation of married
doctors.

Royal Perth Hospital-
Past 12 months:

Portion of the property of PF. H.
Paulding & Co. situated east of
Lord Street and north of Moore
Street has been acquired In con-
nection with the revised road
system of Lord Street and Hill
Streets to facilitate vehicular
entry and egress to the acci-
dent and emergency centre
which forms part of the hos-
pital south-east extensions at
present under construction.
The acquisition of the old Perth
City Council stone crushing
yard north of Moore Street and
east of the railway line, for
future hospital site extension, is
being finalised.

Next 12 months:
No Purchases are planned.

(2) Not applicable.

15. PUBLIC RELATIONS OFFICERS
Town Planning Department

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Town Planning:
(1) Does his department employ pub-

lic relations officers, and, if so,
how many?

(2) What are their-
(a) specific duties;
(b) general duties?

(3) If C1) is "No" why not?
Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) The department has employed

since the 6th November, 1967, one
Information officer.

(2) (a) and (b) To provide Informa-
tion on all aspects of town
planning as affected by the
operations of the department,
the Metropolitan Region Plan-
ning Authority and the Town
Planning Board; to prepare
Publications and reports; to
assist and advise on the maxi-
mum Involvement of the
media and the public In the
planning process,

(3) Answered by (1).



366 ASSEMBLY.]

16. PUBLIC RELATIONS OFFICERS
Public Works Department

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Does his department employ pub-

lic relations officers, and if so, how
many?

(2) What are their-
(a) specific duties;
(b) general duties?

(3) If (1) is "No" why not?
Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Public Works Department-One

plus an assistant.
Main Roads Department--One

(titled "information officer").
Metropolitan Water Board-.one.

(2) The duties of these officers In-
clude the maintenance of an ef-
fective information service for the
Press and general public;, prepara-
tion of reports and articles for re-
lease to the public through all
forms of news media; mainten-
ance of liaison with representa-
tives of the Press, radio and T.V.;
preparation of booklets and bro-
chures relating to departmental
activities for distribution to the
public; and arranging of official
functions and displays.

(3) Answered by (1).

17. PUB3LIC RELATIONS OFFCERS
Department of Local Government
Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Local Govern-
ment:
(I) Does his department employ pub-

lic relations officers and, If so, how
many?

(2) What are their-
(a) specific duties;
(b) general duties?

(3) If (1) is "No" why not?
Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) to (3) There are no public rela-

tions officers employed in this de-
partment.

18. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
BOUNDARIES COMMISSION
Metropolitan Municipalities:

Investigation
Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Local Gov-
ermnent:

What were the terms of reference
for the recent local government
boundaries conmmission investiga-
tion of the metropolitan munici-
palities under the following bead-
Ings-
(a) specific; and
(b) general?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:-
The Local Government Boundaries
Commission was merely requested
to review the boundaries of Muni-
cipal districts in the metropolitan
area and to make recommenda-
tions in respect of boundary varia-
tions considered necessary.

19. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
BOUNDARIES COMMISSION

Report: Royal Commission
Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Local Govern-
ment:
(1) What will be the terms of refer-

ence for the proposed Royal Com-
mission inquiries into the local
government boundaries commuis-
sion report under the following
headings-
(a) specific; and
(b) general?

(2) If the terms of reference have not
been decided, will the Minister in-
form the House when a decision
is made?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) and (2) The terms of reference

have not been finally determined,
but will probably be as follows--
(a) To examine any evidence or

submissions in opposition to
the recommendations con-
tamned in the Local Govern-
ment Boundaries Commission
report on Metropolitan Muni-
cipal boundaries, 1972.

(b) To examine any alternative
proposals for revision of met-
ropolitan municipal boun-
daries.

(c) To make recommendations in
respect of desirable boun-
daries for municipal districts
In the metropolitan area.

(d) To make recommendatlons in
respect of procedures consid-
ered necessary to expedite im-
plementation of any recomn-
mnendations.

20. CONSUMER PROTECTION
Complaints:, Procedure

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Protection:
(1) When a complaint is received con-

cerning some items, does his de-
partment do the following-
(a) personal interview of com-

plainant;,
(b) inspect the offending article;
(c) make inquiries of the manu-

facturer; and
(d) obtain opinions of experts?

(2) if not, why not?
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Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) (a) Complaints must be lodged

with the bureau by letter or
by interview, to be treated as
formal complaints.

(b) Inspection of articles in dis-
pute has only been carried
out by departmental officers if
considered necessary. To the
best of my knowledge, since
the establishment of the
Bureau for Consumer Protec-
tion, only one complaint has
been received with regard to
the alleged noni-inspection of
an article in question, this be-
lng very recent and in regard
to a surf board.
This particular complaint is
being investigated.

(c) Manufacturers are consulted
by the bureau where it is con-
sidered necessary or practic-
able.

(d) The bureau has obtained
expert opinion from officers of
the Department of Labour and
some trade associations.

(2) Answered by (1)-

21. SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFITS ACT
Rates: Increase

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has a determination been made

according to section 46C subsection
4 (a) of the Superannuation and
Family Benefits Act, 1938-1970 in
1973?

(2) If so, can he list the Increased
amounts and/or rates?

(3) If not, when is the determination
anticipated to be made?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Government share of al) pen-

sions in force at 31st December,
1971, is to be increased by 3.98%
effective from the first pension
payment in January, 1973. The
new rates, together with arrears,
are to be paid nest week.

(3) Answered by (1).

22. SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY
BENEFITS ACT

Rates: Adjustment
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:

Is it anticipated to amend the
Superannuation and Family Bene-
fits Act and the Superannuation
Act in the current session in view
of having some automatic adjust-
ments made cancelling the detri-
mentary effect of monetary infla-
tion to pensioners?

23.

24.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
The Superannuation and Faily
Benefits Act already makes pro-
vision for annual updating of pen-
sions, and adjustments in line with
the annual percentage increase in
the consumer price index have
been made In each of the last four
years.

CURRENCY REVALUATION
Representation to Prime Minister
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Premier:
(1) When did he send a telegram to

the Prime Minister requesting the
devaluation of the Australian dol-
lar?

(2) Was this followed up by any
other approach on his part?

(3) Has the Prime Minister replied
to him, and if so, when?

(4) What did the reply say?
(5) Considering the huge amounts of

loss involved to the State, was
It not his duty to try to contact
the Prime Minister personally
even in Djakarta which is only
four hours' flight away?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) 16th February, 1973.
(2) and (3) No.
(4) Answered by (3).
(5) Obviously the Member's idea of

what constitutes a Premier's duty
differs greatly from mine. I have
yet to learn that harassing a. Prime
Minister is conducive to obtaining
the best possible results.

INDERGARTENS
Buildings: Grants or Subsidies

Mr. MENSAIROS, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is there any State rant or sub-

sidy towards erecting new kinder-
garten buildings?

(2) Is there any Commonwealth Gov-
ernment grant or subsidy at pres-
ent?

(3) Will the State Government's
policy change in respect of assist-
ing new kindergarten buildings,
and if so, in which way?

(4) Does he have any knowledge of
the Commonwealth Government's
plans, other than waiting for
committee reports, In this respect?

Mr. Jamieson (for Mr. T. D. EVANS)
replied:
(1) Yes, provision has been made dur-

ing the current financial year for
the number of grants for the erec-
tion of new buildings to be in-
creased from 12 to 18. Grants
are $4,000 south of the 28th paral-
lel and $8,000 in other areas.
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(2) At the present time the Common-
wealth Government does not make
grants for the erection of kinder-
gartens.

(3) The Government is introducing
legislation relating to pre-school
education. Provision is being
made for the establishment of a
pre-school education board which
will have wide functions including
advice to the Minister as to how
such education can be provided
for all children without cost to the
parent.

(4) In a Press statement released on
Friday, 2nd March, the Minister
for Education, the Hon. K. E.
Beazicy. announced the terms of
reference of the Australian pre-
schools committee.

25. PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
Accommodation in the North:

Air-Conditioning
Mr. RIDGE, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Has the Public Works Department

completed investigations into the
matter of air-conditioning its
single men's accommodation in the
north of the State, as advised in
answer to question 24 on 12th
April, 1972?

(2) if "Yes" with what result?
(3) If "No" when will the investiga-

tions be completed?
Mr- JAMIESON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) At the present time there are no

funds available to carry out the
work. Allocation of necessary fin-
ance will be considered when Pre-
paring the 1973-74 draft loan pro-
gramme.

(3) Answered by (1).

26. HOSPITAL
Fitzroy Crossing

Mr. RIDGE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) When was the Fitzroy Crossing

hospital last inspected by a quai-
fied building surveyor and/or
health inspector?

(2) Will he table copies of reports
resulting from any health or
building inspections which have
been carried out over the course of
the last two years?

(3) When is it proposed to replace the
existing hospital at Fitzroy Cross-
Ing with a new building?

(4) What stage has planning reached?
(5) When will the nurses' home at

Fitzroy Crossing be extended to
Provide adequate accommodation
and facilities for the staff ?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) 31st October. 1972.
(2) Yes.
(3) No firm date can be given at this

stage. The question of an ade-
quate power supply has to be
settled first.

(4) A Preliminary sketch plan has
been completed.

(5) In conjunction with the proposed
new hospital.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 83).
27. PRISONS

Conversion of Wyndham Hospital
Mr. RIDGE, to the Minister represent-
ing the Chief Secretary:

What stage have negotiations
reached in relation to the acquisi-
tion by the Department ol Cor-
rections of the old Wyndham hos-
pital as a site for a penal estab-
lishment?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
The property has been acquired
and the reserve gazetted as a
prison site.

28. POLICE
Stock Thefts

Mr. STEPHENS, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Police:

In view of the big Increase In re-
ported cases of stock stealing
(question 41-21st March) will the
Minister increase the number of
Police assigned to the investiga-
tion of stock stealing?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
The Commissioner of Police has
already strengthened the squad
and taken appropriate steps to
deal with the problem.

29, TRAFFIC CONTROL
Report of Superintendent Monek

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Police:
Relating to question 2 on 22nd March,
1973-
(1) Will he table the sumnmarised

recommendations to the Govern-
ment by Superintendent Monck,
resulting from his overseas traffic
inquiry?

(2) Is It a fact that the Government
has not, as yet, approved any of
Superintendent Monck's recom-
mendations?

(3) If "No" to (2). which recoin-
mnendatlons have been approved?

(4) Did the Government initiate and
proceed with the legislation for
the police takeover of traffic con-
trol before receiving the Super-
intendent's report?
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(5) Will the Government obtain and
evaluate the New Zealand and
Swedish traffic control legislation
and methods before ye-Introducing
total takeover by Police of traffic
control?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) The Member Is referred to the

previous answer to this question.
There are two volumes of recom-
mendations; namely, the general
recommendations and the princi-
Pal recommendations. They are
available to any Member for view-
ing as desired. The volumes are
bulky and many of the papers can-
not be reproduced for tabling, also
there is only one copy of each vol-
ume available.

(2) No.
(3) The general recommendations

were approved by Cabinet and
the principal recommendations are
to be investigated in more detail
by the Proposed Department of
Motor Vehicles.

(4) Yes.
(5) The system of control in New Zea-

land was considered prior to the
Introduction in 1971 of legislation
providing for Police control of
traffic throughout the State. The
method of control in Sweden has
been considered following the re-
port to the Government, by Super-
intendent Monck, on his overseas
visit last year.

EDUCATION
Free Books Schemne

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:

Further to question 39 on 21st
March, 1973, and as many primary
schools this year required parents
of students to provide $5 to $8 for
school books and materials and the
Government intends to complete
the free scheme by providing
another $2 for text material dur-
Ing 1974-
(1) Is he intending to direct

headmasters not to raise ad-
ditional funds for materials
and texts in 1974?

(2) Is the Present allowance per
child for material not to be
increased?

(3) Will he Present relevant evi-
dence to Prove the validity of
his statement that the $2 will
be adequate to complete the
"free scheme" as many Par-
ents and teachers consider this
ridiculous when related to
Practical experience?

Mr. Jamieson (for Mr. T. D. EVANS)
replied:

(1) Under Education Department
regulations principals and
headmasters are empowered
to establish school funds for
certain stated Purposes. Pro-
vision is made for the Direc-
tor-General to determine the
nature and extent of contri-
butions from parents.

(2) Action is being taken for the
Present allowance for mate-
rials to be reviewed for the
1914 school year.

(3) In my Previous answer I did
not state that $2 will be ade-
quate to complete the free
text scheme. My comment
was that the additional text
materials to be issued to
pupils for the completion of
the scheme as Planned will
cost $2 per pupil.

31. This question was Postponed.

32. ANNUAL LEAVE AND
35-HOUR 'WEEK

Public Service
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Premier:

What will be the cost to the State
Government of-
(a) four weeks leave to public

servants;
(b) 35-hour week to public ser-

vants?
Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:

(a) and (b) The Public Service
Board has advised it cannot
make a reliable estimate. The
cost would depend upon re-
quests for additional staff to
be submitted by departments
and the outcome of the
board's critical examination
of such requests.

33. ANNUAL LEAVE AND
35-HOUR WEEK

Private Employees
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister or
Labour:

What figures are available show-
Ing the cost of giving all employees
in Western Australia-
(a) four weeks leave;
(b) 35 hour week?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(a) and (b) No costing has been

made for these subjects for
all wages and salary earners
in the State.

so.
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34. HOSPITAL The Government motor vehicle
Rockingham-Kwinana

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What expenditure has been made

to date on the foundations of the
Rockingham-Hwlnana hospital
other than excavations?

(2) What is the estimated cost of the
base works under day labour?

(3) When will the foundation work
be completed?

(4) Is It still expected the contract will
be let in July for the construction
of the hospital?

(5) If "No" to (4). when will the
contract be let and work com-
menced?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) This information is not readily

available.
(2) Approximately $970,000.
(3) Footings will be completed early

April.
(4) No. Some design changes have

caused delay.
(5) It is anticipated a contract will

be let early October and work com-
menced within six weeks, during
which time continuity of site op-
erations will be maintained.

TRAFFIC
Inefficient Motor Vehicle Seat

Belts: Sale

Mr. BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Consumer Protection:

Has he evidence to show that a
significant number of inefficient
motor vehicle seat belts are being
sold in this State?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
No complaints have been received
on seat belt inefficiency by the
Consumer Protection Bureau.
I understand that vehicle stan-
dards regulations under the Traf-
fic Act require seat belts and
anchorages to meet specifications
under the Standards Association
of Australia.
Police Department advises that
they cannot recall a case of seat
belt rejection because of non-
compliance. They do receive com-
plaints regarding seat belt loca-
tion causing discomfort.
The two major retailers of seat
belts only sell belts conforming to
the Australian standard specifica-
tion-E-35.

36.

purchasing authority have not had
occasion to reject seat belts fitted
to new vehicles purchased and
have no knowledge of seat belt
inefficiency.

SCHOOLS IN TOODYAY
ELECTORATE

Enrolments

Mr. MOILER, to the Minister for
Education:

What are the present enrolments
for grades 1, 2 and 3 at the fol-
lowing primary schools-

Helena Valley, Koongamla,
Midvale, Swan View, Green-
mount and Darlington?

Mr. Jamieson (for Mr. T. D. EVANS)
replied:

Helena V'alley
Koongamnia
Midvale.
Sera View
Oree.nount.
Dlarling ton

3,7.

38.

Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade
i5 11 15
37 62 48
53 58 40
43 41 30
26 34 32
48 34 52

SCHOOLS
Classes in Excess of 40

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Education:

H-ow many State primary schools
have a class of 40 or in excess of
that number?

Mr. Jamieson (for Mr. T. D. EVANS)
replied:

Returns are still being received
from schools and statistics on class
sizes will not therefore be avail-
able until the middle of April.
Many adjustments were made,
however, in the opening weeks of
the school year to school organi-
sations where larger classes
existed.

RAILWAYS
"Pros pector" Service

Mr. THOMPSON. to the Minister
representing the Minister for Railways:
(1) Is the Prospector passenger ser-

vice between Kalgoorlie and Perth
showing a financial loss?

(2) If "Yes" what is the amount?
(3) If "No" what profit is being made?
Mr. GRAHAM replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Roundly $150,000 per annum, in-

cluding interest and depreciation
but excluding overheads.

(3) Answered by (1).
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HOUSING
Mt. Marshall District: Applicants

and Vacant Premises
Mr. MoPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) H-ow many applicants are there

for State Housing Commission
houses in the following shire
council areas-
(a) Tammin:
(b) Keilerberrin;
(c) Nungarin;
(d) Trayning;
(e) Wyalkatchein;
(f) IDowerin;
(g) Koorda:
(h) Bencubbin:
(I) Mukinbudin;
(J) Dalwalllnu?

(2) Are there any empty houses in any
of the above areas?

(3) F-low many empty State Housing
Commission houses are in Western
Australia not including the metro-
politan area?

(4) in which towns are these located?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
I request that the answer be
tabled.

The answer was tabled (see paper
No. 79).

TRAFFIC
Fatal Accidents: Pedestrians

Mr. WAHAM, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Police:
(1) How many pedestrians have been

killed as a result of traffic acci-
dents In the metropolitan area
since 1st January, 1973?

(2) Giving details of streets or high-
ways, in what specific locality did
each of such accidents occur?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) Thirteen.
(2) Pascoe Street, Karrinyup.

Oats Street, Carlisle.
Charlie Carters parking area,

Morley.
Edmund Street, Beaconsfield.
Walter Road, Morley.
Stirling Highway, Leighton.
Great Eastern Highway, Rivervale.
Hardey Road, Belmont.
Fulham Street, Kewdale.
Cantonment Street, Fremantle.
Queen Victoria Street, Fremantle.
Hamersley Street, Midland.
Hutton Street, Osborne Park.

41. WORKERS' COMPENSATION
Anton Luis Bistun

Mr. HARTRtEY, to the Minister for
Labour:
(1) is not notification by the Minister

for Mines under the Mine Workers'
Relief Act, 1932, that a named
mine worker has contracted ad-
vanced silicosis, proof that the
sufferer's "capacity for work is or
has been seriously and permian-
ently impaired by that disease"?

(2) If "Yes" to (1), was not Anton
Lis Butun of Cheetham Street,
Kalgoorlie so notified by the then
Minister for Mines in February
1971?

(3) If "Yes" to (1) and (2), will he,
as the responsible Minister, direct
the State Government insurance
Office, as the statutory insurer of
this disabled worker's employer,
to pay him worker's compensa-
tion as for total and permanent
Incapacity-on the basis that is
small residuum of capacity for
work makes him an "odd lot" in
the labour market within the
principle of Cardiff Corporation
v. Hall (1911, 1K.B., 1009)?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) The question calls for the expres-

sion of a legal opinion which, fol-
lowing long parliamentary prece-
dent, I am not prepared to give.

(2) I am informed that Mr. Butun was
so advised by the then Minister
for Mines on 4th March, 1971.

(3) The whole question of the extent
of liability of third schedule in-
juries is at Present under review,
and the outcome should have
bearing on the case instanced.

QUESTIONS (6): WITHOUT NOTICE
1. ADDRESS-IN-REPLY

Gagging of Debate
Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware that during the 12

years of the Brand Government
the Address -in-Reply debate ex-
tended over an average of 10.2
sitting days per year with the
shortest time seven days and the
longest time 13 days?

(2) Is he aware that in that period
the Opposition moved an average
of over two amendments each year
and in one year reached a total
of five?

(3) In view of this, why he did apply
the "gag" last evening when the
Address-in-Reply debate was only
In its fifth day-including the
formal Opening Day-and the
amendment "gagged" was one Of

40.
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great Public Importance and no
Government speaker had replied
to the amendment then before the
Legislative Assembly?

(4) As this lack of courtesy to the
Opposition and suppression of
genuine discussion on an Import-
ant Public matter raises the vital
question of the understanding that
exists on pairs, will he give an
assurance that the gag will not be
applied again this session at least
until a reasonable number of
speakers have been heard from
both sides of the House and then
only where there Is a question of
genuine public urgency?

(5) (a) Does he recall that in 1960
the then Leader of the Oppo-
sition called off pairs imime-
diately and without warning
when, after 11 days of Ad-
dress-in-Reply debate, four
amendments and 82 speeches,
the then Government termi-
nated the Address-in-Reply
by dividing the House;.

(b) Would he concede we are
entitled to take the same
course after last night's de-
plorable action by the Gov-
erment?

Mr. J. T, TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) No, but I am prepared

to accept the word of the Leader
of the Opposition that this is
factual.

(3) on the 17th August, 1960. the
Deputy Premier in the Govern-
ment of which the Leader of the
Opposition was a Minister moved
an amendment to an amendment
of the Address-in-Reply, With-
out allowing for a single speech
from Opposition members, the gag
was moved by the Government.

Sir Charles Court: That was entirely
different.

Mr. O'Connor: How long had It gone
on?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: On the 14th No-

vember, 1963, the then Premier
(Mr. Brand) moved to amend the
Standing Orders for the express
purpose of gagging the debate on
the Industrial Arbitration Act
Amendment Bill.

Sir Charles Court: After days of
harassment and bedlam In this
Chamber.

Mr. Graham: Contain yourself!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Leader of the

Opposition asked a question, but
apparently he wants to supply the
answers himself.

Mr. O'Connor: He wants a fair an-
swer.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Whilst. I am inter-
polating, I say that the notice
given to me of the Leader of the
opposition's intention to ask this
question today was most unreason-
able. The Leader of the opposi-
tion is only endeavouring to harass
me by submitting questions with-
out notice at the last possible
minute.

Sir Charles Court: That Is not true.
This question went down before
lunch.

Mr. J. TF. TONKIN: The question I am
now answering reached my office
when I had my bag in my hand
and was due to come to Parlia-
ment. I have been busy writing
the whole of the time to supply
the answers.

Sir Charles Court: I thought you
would know these answers off the
cuff.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T,. TONKIN: As I was Saying.

on the 14th November, 1963, the
then Premier (Mr. Brand) moved
to amend the Standing Orders for
the express purpose of gagging the
debate on the Industrial Arbitra-
tion Act Amendment Bill which
was of considerably more Import-
ance to the people of Western
Australia than the matter which
was the subject of the amend-
ment referred to by the Leader of
the Opposition.
In view of the above precedents. I
considered I was fully Justified in
applying the gag when I did-

Sir Charles Court: Nonsense[I
Mr. J. TF. TONKIN:, -having regard

for the fact that four Opposition
speakers, including the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, had
Spoken.

Mr. O'Neil: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition was apparently lucky!

Mr. J. TF. TONKIN: Further, the
Address-in-Reply debate has
afforded full opportunity for any
other members to air their griev-
ances.

Sir Charles Court: No, it has not.
Mr. J. T. TONIN: To continue-
(4) For the reasons given above, It is

considered there was no lack of
courtesy nor was any intended.
No assurance can be given that
the gag will not be applied again.
This will depend entirely on the
behaviour of the Opposition.

Mr. O'Neil: Naughty boys!
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Mr. J. T. TONKIN: It should be kept
in mind that the Standing Orders
provide for curtailment of debate.

Sir Charles Court: Under reasonable
circumstances.

Mr. J1. T. TONKIlN: In reply to the
balance of the question asked by
the Leader of the Opposition-

(5) (a) No. but I am prepared to
accept that the position was
as stated by the Leader of the
Opposition.

Sir Charles Court: It is recorded in
Hansard,

Mr. J7. T. TONKIN: I come now to the
last Part of the question asked by
t~he Leader of the Opposition-

(5) (b) I should hope the Opposition
will act responsibly and
reasonably as the Government
itself intends to do.

Mr. O'Nell: On the one hand a threat;
on the other hand, a scream for
help.

2. WATER SUPPLIES
Upgrading in Country Areas

Mr. W. G. YOUNG, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:

What sum of money, if any, has
been allocated to the upgrading of
water supplies in the following
areas in the 1973-74 financial
year-
(1) Ongerup
(2) .Terramungup
(3) Bremer Bay
(4) Hopetoun
(5) Lake Grace
(6) Kukerin
(7) Moulyinnlng

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
I had ample notice of the hon-
ourable member's intention to ask
this question, as it was phoned
through to my office at 9.40 a.
I advise-

No action In respect of new
projects for the 1973-74 financ-
ial year can be taken until the
availability of funds is known
from the meeting of the Loan
Council- It will then be possible
to fix the relative priorities for
the various projects under con-
sideration by the State Govern-
ment and allocate the necessary
funds.

3. ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Gagging of Debate

Sir CHARLES COURT. to the Prem-
ier:

My question arises from the ans-
wer the Premier gave to my first
question without notice. I refer

specifically to his reference to the
then Premier (now Sir David
Brand) who, on the 14th Novem-
ber, 1963, moved a guillotine mo-
tion in respect of the industrial
Arbitration Act Amendment Bill.
Does the Premier not recall that
this was done only after the Oppo-
sition of the day had held up this
House in a most disgraceful
manner from the 5th November
to the 14th November on a matter
on which they were given com-
plete and unfettered opportunity
for debate and that there were 29
speeches from the Opposition
side?

Mr. J1. T. TONKIN replied:
I do not accept at all that the
situation was as the Leader of the
Opposition has stated it.

Sir Charles Court: It is recorded in
Hansard; I researched It.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: If the Leader of
the Opposition is so keen to give
an explanation he could point out
that the House was not sitting on
some of the days during the period
which he has mentioned. He has
given a wrong impression of the
number of days available to the
Parliament to debate the matter.

Sir Charles Court: The debate lasted
for a fortnight.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: There Is no com-
parison between a Bill to amend
the Industrial Arbitration Act-

Sir Charles Court: And civil liberties?
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -which involved

a number of important amend-
ments-

Sir Charles Court: What about civil
liberties?

Mr. .1. T. TONKIN-. -and was of ser-
ious import to the trade union-
ists of the State. The legislation
required ample time for debate
and that time was not given be-
cause of the attitude of the then
Government which was not pre-
pared to allow sufficient time for
proper debate to ensue.

Mr. O'Neil,. There were 29 Opposi-
tion speeches.

Mr. Graham: How could there be?
Mr. 0ONeil: With the amendments.

4. GOVERNMENT TENDERS
AND CONTRACTS

Conditions
Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Premier:

I do not know whether the
Premier has had sufficient notice
of my intention to ask another
question. I asked It last week but
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due to a misunderstanding be-
tween the Clerks and me it did
not appear on the notice paper as
was suggested. This occurred on
Tuesday of last week. I now
ask-

Will he please state, or table,
full details of the conditions the
Government proposes in respect
of tenders and contracts for
Government works - including
Government and semi-Govern-
ment Instrunientalities--includ-
Ig details of requirements

about union membership, and
other matters, in which use is
to be made of the contract sys-
tem to try to Insist that tender-
ers agree to certain industrial
and other conditions?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
In contracts to be let by the Pub-
lic Works Department, clause
A5.02, which reads as follows-

A$.02. All persons employed
by the contractor on daily
wages in the performance of
any of the work hereunder shall
at least be employed In accord-
ance with all the conditions of
the W.A. Industrial Commission
Award applicable to the trade
and the place where they are
so employed.

will be replaced by the following
clause-

Any person working for an-
other person for the purpo -se
of the other person's trade or
business under a contract for
service, the remuneration of
the person so working being in
substance a return for manual
labour bestowed by him upon
the work in which he is engaged,
shall, whilst so engaged, re-
ceive and shall be required to
observe all the conditions of the
relevant Western Australian in-
dustrial Commission Award or
the Commonwealth Conciliation
and Arbitration Act Award
applicable to the trade and
Place, whilst so engaged.

The State Housing Commission
will also insert a similar clause in
Its contracts.

5. INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE

Petrol Supplies
Mr.
(1)

O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
Has he seen an article in this
evening's issue of the Daily News.
at Page 6, headed, "Petrol for firm
halted"?

(2) Does he intend to take any action
on this matter?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) As a result of the reasons referred

to previously, I have not had the
opportunity to open this evening's
paper. I have therefore not seen
the article.

(2) I shall read it in due course and
determine whether any action on
my part is necessary or desirable.

6. FOREIGN OWNERSHIP OF LAND
A.L.P. Caucus Committee

Sir
ler:

CHARLES COURT, to the Prem-

I will understand If the Premier
has not had time to obtain the
answers to my question. I am ask-
Ing it without notice because it is
too late for the question to appear
on tomorrow's notice paper. This
means I would not obtain the ans-
wers until Tuesday. The Premier
may be Prepared to give the ans-
wers tomorrow if today Is incon-
venient. My questions are-
(1) Is the radio report correct

that the State ALP. Caucus
has set up a committee to
examine and report on over-
seas ownership of land, and
possible legislation to control
this type of ownership?

(2) In view of the control that
Caucus decisions have over
the Government, would he
please make public-
(a) the terms of reference

given to the committee:
(b) the reason for its

appointment;
(c) the methods it will adopt

in making Its studies and
report;

(d) the assistance expected
for the committee from
Government departments
and Government officers?

(3) Is this study a flow-on from
the Commonwealth's decision
to ban certain land trans-
actions involving overseas
ownership?

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: The answer Is "No".
Sir CHARLES COURT: Thank you,

Mr. Premier. Unfortunately the
honourable member's initials are
A. R. and not J. T. Perhaps the
honourable member Is serving not-
ice on his leader. To continue-

(4) Has he obtained the inform-
ation he promised to seek
from the Commonwealth
about its land policy
announcement?
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Mr. J, T. TONKIN replied:
(1) If the report referred to was

to the effect that Caucus has
set up a committee to ex'am-
ine and report on overseas
ownership of land, it is not
correct. The decision made in-
dicated only the intention so
to do.

(2) This question is irrelevant in
the existing circumstances.

(3) The Proposed study Is not a
flow-on from the Common-
wealth's decision, but arises
from considerable public con-
cern existing In this State.

(4) This information has not yet
been received.

BILLS (4): ]INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Acts Amendment (Road Safety and
Traffic) Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.Jamieson (Minister for Traffic
Safety), and read a first time.

2. Taxi-cars (Co-ordination and Con-
trol) Act Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr.
Jamieson (Minister for Works), and
read a first time.

3. Evaporltes (Lake MacLeod) Agree-
ment Act Amendment Bill.

4. Mining Act Amendment Bill.
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr.

Graham (Minister for Development
and Decentralisation), and read a
first time.

BILLS (2): MSSAGES
Appropriations

Messages from the Governor received
and read recommending appropriations for
the purposes of the following Bills--

1. Acts Amendment (Road Safety and
Traffic) Bill.

2. Taxi-cars (Co-ordination. and Con-
trol) Act Amendment Bill.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SITH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed, from the 27th March, on
the following motion by Mr. Bateman-

That the following Address-in-Reply
to His Excellency's Speech be agreed
to-

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

MR. MeIVER (Northam) (5.20 p.mn.l:
Before speaking to the motion which was
so ably moved by my colleague, the mem-
ber for Canning, I Join with other mnem-
bers In welcoming the member for Black-
wood, Although he will not be with us for
long, I am sure the experience he gains
while in this Chamber Will be of benefit to
him should be decide to continue with a
Political career or with the business he is
now conducting. It Is a pity he has decided
to join the Political party to which he be-
longs, because unfortunately the members
of that party are a dying race and the sec-
urity of the member for Blackwood is not
assured.

Mr. O'Neil: Which party?
Mr. MeIVER: I refer specifically to the

Liberal and Country Parties.
Mr. Thompson: A dying race?
Mr. McIVER: Before I speak on several

issues about which I am concerned, I wish
to register my disgust 'with the utterances
of the member for Mt. Marshall in his
speech the other night. I refer to the por-
tion of his speech where he clearly sug-
gested that members on this side of the
House and the Prime Minister of Australia
were traitors, and that treason had been
committed by the Prime Minister of
this country. I am open to correction, but
I think treason is still punishable by death.

Mr. Hartrey: That is right.
Mr. McIVER: I feel that speech was

one of the worst I have heard from a
member in this Chamber, and the hon-
curable member's utterances cannot go
unchallenged. I quote from page 166 of
Mansard No. 2 for 1973, where he said-

I do wonder what their reaction
would be because we all know that
they have gone along with the actions
of the Federal Government and the
Prime Minister who has betrayed us.
He has betrayed us!

He went on to say that he had grave
doubts about what members on this side
of the House would do if there were
another conflict. I wish to remind the
honourable member that during the last
conflict members on this side of the House
served their country well, and no-one
served it better than did the Prime Minis-
ter of this country.

Government members:, Hear, hear!

Mr. McIVER: So far, this has been
one of the most vicious debates that
have taken place since I have been in this
Parliament. it has been very personal and
and heavily sprinkled with snide remarks.

Mr. Thompson: From which side of the
House?

Mr. MoWVER: In fact, the utterances of
members of the Liberal and Country Par-
ties have amounted to nothing but politi-
cal humbug. Of course, the whole policy
of those parties is based on hypocrisy.

375
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Let us go back to the time prior to the How refreshing it has been for this
Federal election on the 2nd December,
1972. We saw in the Press every day refer-
ences by members of the Liberal and
Country Parties to the former Prime Min-
ister (the flight Honourable William
McMahon) and comments about what a
tremendous man and leader he was. We
were subjected to this sort of thing right
throughout the campaign. After the Fed-
eral election, when the Labor Party was
swept to Power with the most overwhelm-
ing majority in the history of this country
and in the history of the Labor Party-

Sir Charles Court: What majority? In
the Federal House?

Mr. Thompson: You do not know what
you are talking about.

Mr. MeIVER: Of course the Labor Party
has a majority in the Federal House.

Sir Charles Court: You talk about sweep-
ing to power. It only struggled in.

Mr. Bertram: H-ow much greater mar-
gin do you want?

Mr. McIVER: Members of the Opposi-
tion will have an opportunity to give their
opinions when it is their turn to speak.
I am giving my opinion now.

Mr. Stephens: Stick to the facts. We
do not want your opinion.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. MoWVER: Uf the honourable member

will be patient. I will come to that shortly.
He will not be disappointed.

What happened following the Federal
election? The former leader of the Gov-
ernment could not have been hounded
more. I I had been a member of either
the Liberal Party or the Country Party, I
would have felt very ashamed of the
attack that was levelled at the former
Prime Minister by his own colleagues. If
ever there were any treachery and traitor-
ousness, it certainly came from members
of the Liberal and Country Parties. They
could not get rid of Mr. McMahon quickly
enough. He was said to be useless. They
had to elect another leader immediately.
That was about the eighth leader they had
had in several years. We were offered a
great coalition and union between the
Liberal and Country Parties, but as soon
as the elections were over the Country
Party was cut off and cast aside.

Sir Charles Court: That is not so. The
Country Party elected to sit alone. That
was the decision of Its members. It has
done so here for years and years.

Mr. McIVER: The opinion now Is that
Mr. McMahon was useless and no good,
and that he was responsible for the Lib-
eral and Country Parties losing at the last
Federal election, If that Is not hypocrisy.
I do not know what is. Yet since this de-
bate commenced we have been told that
members of the Labor Party indulge In
nothing but hypocrisy.

country since Mr. Whitlamn and his Minis-
ters have been in government! Every
newspaper in the world acclaims his vic-
tory.

Mr. Tflompson: Including The West
Australian?

Mr. MeIVER: I will come to The West
Australian shortly. What I said to the
member for Stirling applies also to the
member for Darling flange. Just be
patient.

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

Mr. McIVER: Before I was so rudely in-
terrupted by members opposite, I was say-
Ing that every newspaper in the world had
acclaimed Mr. Whitlam-

Sir Charles Court: You do not read
many newspapers.

Mr. McIVER: -as the best leader this
country has had since Menzies. The West
Australian of Monday, the 19th March,
1973, cardied the large headline, "Whitlam's
'decisive' 100 days".

Mr. O'Connor: But The West Australian
is biased.

Mr. MoIVER: The newspaper item goes
on to say-

The first 100 days of the Australian
Labor Government had established
Mr. Gough Whitlamn as "the ablest,
most decisive and most dominating
Prime Minister since Menzies," the
Observer said today.

We now see the Liberal Party In disarray.
I did not think I would ever agee with
the D.L.P., but I must agree when it says
the Labor Party will be in government, in
Canberra and In aUl the States, for many
years. This is the first time I have ever
agreed with the D.L.P.

Sir Charles Court: Quote the whole of
the D.L.P.'s statement; that is, If you get
your electoral laws through.

Mr. MoIVER: I am not like members
of the Country Party; the less I have to
do with the D.L.P. the better I feel.

Sir Charles Court: But you are not
quoting what the D.L.P. said.

Mr. McIVER: I
made about the
scrapped and left
has been followed

return to the point I
Country Party being

alone, a practice which
for many years.

Sir Charles Court: It elects to go that
way.

Mr. MoIVER: I do not know why the
Country Party has allowed the Liberal
Party to dictate to It in the manner it has
over the years; merely giving the Country
Party scraps from the dinner Plate, which
that party has accepted without any op-
Position or strong voice raised In disap-
proval.
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Sir Charles Court: How little you know,
soniny.

Mr. MeIVER: We saw that the Federal
Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Snedden)
called his colleagues together and said, "We
must take a leaf out of Labor's book and
do what it has done over the years. We
must rearrange our method of choosing
Cabinet." As you know. Sir, the practice
in the Labor Party for many years has
been for Caucus to elect the Cabinet and
the Premier or Prime Minister to allocate
the portfolios.

Mr. O'Neil: Is that what is wrong!

Mr. MoWVER: However, what did we see
when the shadow Cabinet portfolios were
allocated in the Federal sphere? Not one
shadow portfolio was allocated to the
Country Party. Surely if the Country
Party represents the farming community
of this country-as it parades Itself to do-
someone In that party should be the
shadow Minister for Primary Industry.

The member for Stirling interjected
earlier with some political humbug about
what the Country Party has done. I claim
that to a large degree the Country Party
Is responsible for the situation in which
tanners find themselves at present.

Mr. Moiler: Hear, hear!
Mr. MeIVER: When one studies the his-

tory of this country one finds that when
the farmers have reached the lowest rung
of the ladder. it has always been left to a
Labor Government to raise them once more.

Sir Charles Court: Good heavens! God
save the Queen!

Mr. Nalder: Talk about something you
know a little about and we will listen
to you.

Mr. McIVEFZ: History repeats itself. If
we consider the Years following the de-
pression we find that much credit was
given to a former Labor Premier of this
State, Mr. Frank Wise, for the action he
took to provide the stability necessary to
get farmers back on to their feet; and our
present Premier is doing exactly the same.

Mr. W. G. Young: Explain how you put
up the price of wool.

Mr. O'Nel! How long was he a Premier?

Mr. McIVER: Is It not marvellous how
members opposite react when one touches
them on raw spots?

Mr. W. 0. Young: I merely asked you
to explain how you put up the price of
wool. I would like to know.

Mr. McfIER: Wool is not the only pro-
duct of the farming community. It may
be in the electorate of the honourable
member, but It is not in the Australian
situation. r repeat that the only thing
the Country Party has achieved in this

State is the reduction of the farming com-
munity to beggars. I would like any mem-
ber of the Country Party opposite to show
me tangible evidence of his party assisting
primary Industries in any way at all.
Members of the Country Party are so in-
tent upon trying to belittle the Govern-
ment that they forget why they were
elected to Parliament.

Sir Charles Court: I think the country
community would trust the Country Party
before they would trust your people.

Mr. McIVER: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition raises an interesting point. If he
looks at a map of Australia he will see
how many large rural areas are repre-
sented by Labor members, and how many
are represented by Liberal and Country
Party members; and he will get a shock.

Sir Charles Court: I have had a look,
if that helps you at all.

Mr. Nalder: You don't know what you
are talking about.

Mr. MeIVER: The Leader of the
Country Party says I do not know what
I am talking about. I will say this: at
least I have succeeded in keeping him
awake; he is not taking his usual nap.

We find that the South Australian Par-
liament has a lone member of the Country
Party, and I am informed that if he be-
haves himself he will be allowed to stay
there. Here again, South Australia Is an
example of the shocking disintegration of
the Liberal Party.

Sir Charles Court: What disintegration?

Mr. MeIVER: Evidently the Leader of
the Opposition has not read the news-
papers and does not understand the posi-
tion of Mr. Steele Hall, who now wants
nothing to do with the Liberal Party. He
wishes to form his own party.

Sir Charles Court: The Liberal Party
in Western Australia has never been
stronger. It is dying f or an election.

Mr. McIVER: I feel I have clearly
demonstrated the situation-

Mr. Nalder: You have demonstrated
your Ignorance.

Mr. MoWVER: -in which the people of
Australia find themselves at present and
why they are looking forward to the elec-
tion of Labor Governments in the various
States; and why the Labor movement Is
gathering momentum and will lead the
people of Australia, providing them with
the best possible representation.

I do not think that on the next occasion
the Prime Minister of Australia travels to
the United States it will be necessary for
the President of that country to be inform-
ed of his name, as occurred when the
former Prime Minister visited America. I
think the whole world knows who Mr.
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Whitlamn is. If Mr. Whitlam visits America
and is accompanied by Mrs. Whitlamn I do
not think the White H-ouse will be sub-
jected to an imitation of Gipsy Rose Lee.

We have heard a great deal of political
humbug from members opposite about
unionism and communism. There seems to
be an obsession on the part of the Opposi-
tion that if a man believes in communism
he should not belong to a union and should
be set apart. I have said before in this
House and I will say again that if union-
ists want that type of people in their union
and want that type of leadership, that is
what they deserve. If members of a union
are apathetic and decide they want men
with communistic ideas as their leaders,
that is their prerogative. If a communist
is elected to a position of leadership in a
democratic fashion and with the full know-
ledge of the rank and file of the union,
there is nothing wrong or undemocratic
about that.

Sir Charles Court: Not if he is elected.
Mr. McIVER: The Deputy Premier has

come under fire from members opposite
because he spoke to a group of angry men
on the steps of this building and because
one of those men was a communist. Some-
how the Deputy Premier and the Govern-
ment were to blame because these men
appeared at Parliament House. The men
were hungry and angry and I think the
Deputy Premier should be commended for
the manner in which he handled the situ-
ation. I felt proud to belong to the same
party as the Deputy Premier. As an
apprentice in the field of politics it was an
education to me to observe the manner in
which he handled the very ugly scene
without the help of a, public address sys-
tem; he was able to control a situation
that could well have got out of hand.

Sir Charles Court: We heard it in here.
Mr. MeIVER:. I think the Deputy Prem-

ier should be commended. I would like to
see the member for Darling Range or
the member for Mt. Marshall endeavour-
ing to handle that situation in place of the
Deputy Premier.

Mr. Thompson: I would not have been
associated with the remarks made on the
steps of this building.

Mr. MoIVER: I have often heard com-
ments made that compulsory unionism is
all absolute disgrace and that people
should have freedom of choice. However,
what occurred at the recent Farmers'
Union meeting? A resolution was moved
vbhat all farmers be compelled to join the
Farmers' Union. Once again, we see hypoc-
risy.

Mr. O'Connor: I do not agree with that.
Mr. Thompson: Was that motion

carried?
Mr. McIVER: It is no good the member

for Darling Range saying one thing in this
House and another outside it.

Law and order was another great ban-
ner carried by members of the Opposi-
tion, but what more disgraceful scene have
we witnessed than that involving the
member for Narrogin last year when he
defied the Chair?

Sir Charles Court: I'll bet you were
proud of the Minister for Education that
night.

Mr. O'Neil: I know what you would have
done in the same situation.

Mr. MeIVER: And to think it occurred
over a matter as trivial as a school bus'1

Sir Charles Court: Didn't you tear strips
off the Minister for Education for being
so childish?

Mr. McIVER: That was a shocking Inci-
dent, and I hope we never see a repetition
of it.

Sir Charles Court: That is correct if you
are referring to the Minister for Education.

Mr. Brown: Take no notice of them.
Mr. MeIVER: I do not wish to seem dis-

respectful to members of the Country
Party, but I would like to comment on the
statement made by the member for Mt.
Marshall regarding rail freights, He re-
quested the Government not to increase
freight rates. I have no hesitation in say-
ing that tanners in Western Australia are
not playing the game.

Mr. McPharlin: That will look good in
the local paper.

Mr. McIVER: I am stating facts.
Mr. Jamieson: intimidation!
Mr. MeIVER: The matter of an increase

in freight rates in Western Australia Is
in the hands of the farmers. If they utlise
the railways they will help to keep down
operating costs. But at the moment we
have a shocking situation in which farmers
dodge the nearest wheat point and take
their wheat to the port; and they backload
with superphosph ate.

Mr. Nalder: That will look good in
York.

Mr. McIVER: I am not the member for
York. I am giving a factual account of
the situation, and what appears in the
Press in York or anywhere else has nothing
to do with the matter. I would advise the
Country Party to take notice of what I am
saying if it does not wish rail freights
to be increased. There will be no alternative
to an increase if the farmers carry on as
they are at present. They use all the back
roads in country districts, because they
know those roads well-

Mr. W. 0. Young: Why are they using
the back roads?

Mr. McIVER: -and they take their
wheat to the port instead of to the nearest
C.B.H. point. So the railways are missing
out on thousands of dollars worth of
freight.
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Mr. W. G. Young: What has using the
back roads to do with this?

Mr. MoWVER: They use the back roads
so that the transport inspectors will not
catch them.

Mr. W. G. Young: That shows your
abysmal ignorance; farmers are allowed
to cart their own grain.

Mr. MoIVER: Yes, to the nearest C.B.H.
point.

Mr. W. 0. Young: They are allowed to
cart their grain in their trucks.

Mr. McIVER: I will reiterate my remarks
for the benefit of the member for Roe.
The farmers are carting their grain to the
port and sidestepping the nearest C.B.H.
point. It is a pity the member for Avon.
who is a Director of C.B.H., is not in his
seat, because I know he would support
what I am saying. Why should the rail-
ways miss out on revenue because farmers
are sidestepping the wheat points.

C.B.H. has spent thousands of dollars
upgrading the various depots throughout
the State and on facilities to provide a
quicker turnaround in order to keep down
the costs to farmers, but farmers are ignor-
ing this. They may feel they are getting
away with it, but they are not aware of the
damage they are causing to their fellow
producers.

Mr. MePharlin: If you were a farmer
what would you do?

Mr. MoWVER: I would not do what some
farmers are doing now.

Mr. MePharlin: You wouldn't know the
circumstances.

Mr. Nalder: How often do you use the
railway system?

Mr. MoWVER: I brought this forward in
a genuine endeavour to pass on the infor-
mation to Country Party members, in the
hope that when they go back to their elec-
torates and attend meetings of farmers they
will also bring this forward, because the
situation has been reached where discus-
sions have been held between various par-
ties to combat what is taking place and to
save thousands of dollars in freight. A blind
eye has been turned to what is going on in
the case of some farmers who are strug-
gling. I do not blame some farmers for
breaching the regulations, and on several
occasions I myself have made application
to assist farmers to obtain road trans-
port permits to enable them to cart chaff,
because the chaff growers in my electorate
have been badly hit. I admit all that, but
at the same time I am opposed to the
action that has been taken by some farm-
ers. I repeat: they are not playing the
game, and in doing what they are doing
they are only hurting themselves.

Having said that I wish to reveal to the
House the achievements of this Govern-
ment since it has been in office. I shall
produce some tangible evidence of what it

has achieved. Firstly I wish to make known
what the Government has done in respect
of decentralisation in Western Australia.
One could speak at length on this topic as
it affects my own electorate, but I do not
wish to bore the House in referring only to
decentralisation within the Northam elec-
torate because everyone in Northam knows
what has been accomplished by the Mini-
ster for Development and Decentralisation.
They are appreciative of what has been
done by him, by the Premier, and by the
Government for the country districts.

I wish to quote some figures which indi-
cate what the Government has allocated to
industries and enterprises to enable them
to be established in country districts with
the principal aim of assisting decentralisa-
tion. They are as follows--

Direct loans
Assistance by way of guar-

antees . .. . . ..-

Interest subsidies
Rail freight concessions to

six firms, per year ..
Lenhamn Tanneries ..
Manjimup Canning Co. _

128,321

7,817.811
26,200

16,170
105 .000

1,130.000
The former Government made a mess of
this.

Sir Charles Court: That is not true. Look
at the first year's performance under your
Government.

Mr. McIVER: To continue with the list-

Ord River farmers ..
Pinjarra Brick Works
Southern Meat Packers
West Coast Meats
Wyndham Meat Works
Derby Meats ..

... 500,000
I.. 110.000

.. 1,500,000
.. 1,360,000
... 430,000
... 100,000

I am sure the member for Merredin-
Yilgarn as well as the farmers of the area
will be delighted to know that following
further submissions from the people of the
district a superphosphate works costing
$9,000,000 is to be established. The exten-
sions to the Albany meatworks, which will
provide more killing facilities for stock.
have been established at a cost of
$1,300,000. Once again, in order to decen-
tralise the abattoirs away from Midland
and to reduce the cost to farmers, an abat-
toir has been established at Katanning
which cost nearly $5,000,000.

Mr. McPharlin: The $9,000,000 you men-
tioned for the superphosphate works at
Merredin is not the correct figure.

Mr. W. 0. Young: The farmers them-
selves have to raise $2,000,000 and the rest
is guaranteed.

Mr. McIVER: The estimated cost is
$9,000,000. In view of that I hope when
Country Party members are speaking in the
debate we will not hear more of this politi-
cal rubbish from them: that the Labor
Government has done nothing for the pri-
mary producers of Western Australia. In
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the two years that it has been in office it Surely, In the interests of the people
has done a great deal, and the figures I
have given Provide tangible evidence of
this fact.

Mr. Thompson: In the assistance by way
of guarantees totalling over $7,000,000, did
You include the Government guarantee
given to Miss Joan Watters?

Mr. McIVER: I am not an economist.
All I am doing is to give the facts as
they have been presented to me. These
figures are quite factual, and I would not
mislead the House. These figures and
details have been supplied to me by the
Department of Development and Decen-
tralisation at my request. Since this Gov-
ernment has introduced the portfolio of
Development and Decentralisation, the de-
partment has done a splendid job for the
People of the State.

Mr. R. L. Young: You are a comedian
as well!

Mr. McIVER: I am very concerned with
the intrusion of politics into local govern-
ment affairs in Western Australia. It is
a sorry state of affairs that for the sake
of expediency political parties Interfere
with local government on matters which
are of no concern to them.

Mr. O'Neii: At whose request?

Mr. McIVER: I wish to read from a state-
ment made by the Leader of the Country
Party which appeared in the political
column of Thte West Australian of the
22nd March.

The SPEAKER: I hope it will not be
too long.

Mr. MO]VER: No. It Is as follows-
One of the most unreasonable, dic-

tatorial and arrogant actions taken by
a Minister in this State has been the
decision of the Minister for Local Gov-
ermnent to force an issue against the
wishes of two very responsible organ-
isations, the Municipality of Northam
and the Shire of Northam.

Last October the Municipality of
Northam submitted a case for amalga-
rmation. But as time progressed and
the municipality gave further consi-
deration to the case, it decided that
the original proposal presented major
difficulties and was not in the best
interest of the public stability. It
therefore decided that It was prefer-
ably to withdraw the request.

This was done and the Minister was
advised. But what has the Minister
done? He has instructed the Boun-
daries Commission to proceed with the
inquiry after a battle by both local
authorities to have the case with-
drawn. What an undesirable situa-
tion.

of this progressive town and district
their desire should not be treated in
such a high-handed manner. Just
where are we heading?

The only part of the statement with which
I agree Is the reference by the Leader of
the Country Party to Northamn being a
Progressive town.

Mr. Nalder: I thank the honourable
member for having my statement recorded
in Hansard.

Mr. MeIVER: I challenge the Leader of
the Country Party to substantiate the
statement. On what facts does he base
that statement? I say without any hesi-
tation that the action taken by the Minis-
ter for Local Government was certainly
the right action to take, and he is to be
commended for what he did. In reality
the situation is this-

The SPEAKER: I hope the honourable
member will relate that to the subject
matter of the motion.

Mr. McIVER: I only hope that the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition moves
his motion, because the full facts can then
be given to this House. It Is a shocking
situation when politics enter into the field
of local government.

Mr. Nalder: That Is a statement of fact,
and you know it.

Mr. McIVER: If this is such a major
issue I would have received letters from
the people In the shire and the town pro-
testing In same way. In actual fact I
have not received one such letter.

Mr. Nalder: They know what are the
ideas of their local member.

Mr. MclVER: The Northiam Town
Council knows full well my attitude on
this matter, because I led the deputation
to the Minister. The Minister for Local
Government was quite within his rights
to do what he did. for the information of
the Leader of the Country Party I would
point out that under section 120 of the
Local Government Act he could not have
withdrawn that petition even had he
wanted to do so.

Sir Charles Court: That is not the legal
opinion.

Mr. O'Neil: It was not a petition exist-
Ing.

Mr. R. L. Young: In regard to the par-
ticipation of political parties in local
government, does the A.L.P. favour the
endorsement of candidates?

Mr. MoIVER: It is the policy of the
A.L.P. to give assistance to endorsed can-
didates if the persons concerned desire
such assistance. However, when we see
blatant attempts such as this one I register
my disgust. I trust that at the appropri-
ate time I will be given the opportunity
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to produce sufficient evidence to Indicate
clearly to the House that the Minister for
Local Government acted according to the
wishes of the people.

Mr. O'Neil: What will you be doing-
playing politics?

Mr. MoWVER: I will not be doing that.
If I have to rely on such trivialities I vill
not remain as a member of this House for
very long.

Mr. Naider: Why are you wasting the
time of the House?

Mr. McIVER: What I am doing Is to
demonstrate the hypocrisy of members
opposite. I think I have clearly done that.
Following the remarks I have made In re-
lation to decentrallsatlon, I now wish to
make some comments on electricity sup-
plies. When the Labor Government
assumed office It had no alternative but
to Increase electricity charges.

Sir Charles Court: While It was making
a profit?

Mr. MeIVERt: Let us look at what has
been achieved since this Government has
been In office. I am referring to the SUP-
ply of electricity to country towns. In
this regard I wish to quote from the Press
statement dated the 16th October, 19712
of the Minister for Electricity and Fuel
(Mr. May). It Is as follows-

Mr. May said that about 15,000 con-
sumers in up to 45 towns could beneflt
from the scheme which is planned to
commence In November and to be fully
operative within a further two years.
The total savings for the 15,000 con-
sumers will be about $200,000 per
annum, while a. considerably lesser
amount will be involved for the Coln-
mission because of the favourable fac-
tors already mentioned.

I know the member for Murchison-Eyre Is
appreciative of this action by the Govern-
ment. because people residing in remote
areas, such as the Murchison and similar
districts, will only have to pay the sa 'me
rate per unit for electricity consumed as
city dwellers Pay.

For this action alone, in bringing elec-
tricity to country towns, the Government
is to be commended. We are told that the
State Electricity Commission is to build
new offices at Geraldton at a cost of al-
most $100,000; and that at Albany the
S.E.C. is to build a block costing $94,000.
This is not a bad effort on the part of the
Government which members of the Oppo-
sition claim Is a stagnant Government. If
we have regard for the figures I have men-
tioned we see that the Government is do-
lug a great deal. It does not matter where
one travels--whether it be north, south,
east, or west-one sees expansion taking
place, and taking place rapidly. Along with
other members of the House, I look for-
ward to my trip to the north-west to ob-
serve the situation at first hand.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has five more minutes.

Mr. McIVER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Almost daily we read and hear reports
from the Minister concerning the large
projects which are contemplated and en-
visaged In the north. Of course, I refer to
the exploration for natural gas as well as
the exploration for iron ore.

I have taken this opportunity during the
Address-in-Reply to debate the various
issues I have raised, and comment on the
political humbug which has come from
the Opposition benches. I thoroughly com-
mend the Government for its actions in
various fields.

Sir Charles Court: Do you intend to
apply the gag?

Mr. McIVER: I especially commend the
Minister for Agriculture whose efforts are
being applauded by farmers right through-
out Western Australia. The farmers repre-
sent only one section which is very thank-
ful that we have a Labor Government In
Western Australla. I have no hesitation in
saying that this Government will be in
office for many years to come.

MR. MENSAROS (Floreat) (6.02 p.m.]:
In prefacing my remarks to the various
subjects which I will discuss I would like
to add my congratulations to those already
extended to the member for Blackwood. He
is to be commended on the excellent move
he made last Thursday; considering that
he had been here for only a few days, it
was quite an astute move.

I do not think I need to apologize if I
commence my remarks by referring to aL
matter which was discussed at length
about a week ago. I refer to the central-
istic tendencies of the Federal Government
In Canberra. I cannot think of a more
important subject to discuss because any
move in this direction threatens the exist-
ence of the State of Western Australia,
and also the existence of the other States
of Australia. I raise the subject of central-
ism for another reason also: I feel that
the Government does not understand the
!Ynport, the significance, or the gravity of
the matter.

To adopt a benevolent attitude towards
the Government, and Judging It on the
tone of replies given in debate, It seems
that the Government considers there Is
no danger of takeovers and no threat to
the rights of the Constitution of the State.
Members of the Government have even
said that if they thought their in-
terest was endangered in any way they
would protest, and even fight. That atti-
tude is very commendable and I can
assure the Government that It has our full
support. However, I respectfully submit
that that attitude Is not enough.

The threat to which we are subjected, of
course. is not against the words of the
Constitution but against the constitutional
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rights and their meanings. I refer to the Mr. MENSAROS: That is a different
right to govern as a parliament, as the
Government of the day sees fit according
to the Constitution. The gravest danger
is in other avenues.

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

Mr. MENSAROS: I have always pre-
ferred an unwritten constitution because
such a constitution does not have loopholes
to be used for Purposes which were not
envisaged at the time of forming it. it
appears to me that the loopholes are going
to be used by Canberra. The unwritten
constitution only applies to gentlemanly
agreements.

I put it to You, Sir, that no-one in the
United Kingdom-whichever Party he be-
longed to-would form or agree to a two-
man Cabinet. That would apply whatever
any unwritten constitution included be-
cause all parties know, feel, and play the
fair game. That is one of the reasons I
suspect that the Present Federal Labor
Government is understandably somewhat
ashamed of Australia's British connections.
It is afraid of the British origin, heritage,
customs, and laws-things I am immensely
proud of without being of British origin.
I think that this heritage is better and
fairer than that which exists in other coun-
tries. I think the Federal Government sus-
pects that it is unable to live up to this
heritage and hence the reason it wants the
Australian people to be dissociated from
the characteristic fairness of British tradi-
tions.

Returning to the subject: As the mem-
ber for Houlder-Dundas so skillfully said, it
is not the legal aspect which is in danger,
it is the spirit of indepedence and demo-
cratic representation which are under
attack.

The member for Mt. Hawthorn, thinking
that he argued the opposite way, supplied
proof of my contention. He said that even
In the Liberal Party we did not have a
chairman of committees, or, as It Is com-
monly called, a shadow Minister in the
House of Representatives In Canberra. The
answer is. of course, that we have not, be-
cause Western Australia has a very small
number of representatives when related to
the rest of the Commonwealth. This pro-
vides even more proof that if centralism
succeeds we will not have a democracy be-
cause we from Western Australia will not
have an opportunity to say anything, or
Influence decisions; we are outnumbered.

Diabolical ways are available through
the original-and through the later ac-
quired-financial Powers of the Common-
wealth to take self -government and democ-
racy from this or any other State. When
the member for Boulder-flundas made his
maiden speech In this House he pointed to
section 96 of the Constitution dealing with
special grants.

Mr. Hartrey: Section 105A was added by
Your People.

subject entirely. Of course this provision
was originally in the Constitution but was
not meant to be used as It has been used.
I am not referring only to the present
Federal Government, but to a succession
of Federal Governments. More power was
acquired because of the war, and that
power was retained after the war and has
added more to the danger.

Unlike the member for Boulder-Dundas,
I do not blame one Government of one
political colour. He Pointed to the danger
only when a Liberal Government was In
Canberra.

The danger does exist, and it exists to
a far greater degree now becaus of the
adopted policy of Labor. In endeavouring
to prove something on this point I asked
the Premier a question. I wanted to know
to what extent the general grants had
increased during each year. The Premier
referred me to a publication which, of
course, I already knew about.

Not having obtained a specific answer
I want to point out a few relevant facts.
During the past 14 years or so covering
the period from 1958-59 to 1972-73, the
general revenue assistance. to this State
from the Commonwealth increased by
roughly four ines from approximately
$54,500,000 to $199,500,000. The special
revenue grants, during the same period.
increased eightfold, almost double the rate.
So it can be seen what occurred during
the lengthy period even of the Liberal-
Country Party Government.

We see the danger of a centralist Gov-
ernment trying to take over power by
special grants, instead of increasing
general grants. To mention a more recent
example of the danger I will refer to an
article which appeared on the 21st March,
and in which It was indicated that the
Federal Minister wanted to kill two birds
with the one stone. He was talking about
special aids to local government, and
basing grants on section 96 of the Con-
stitution he said that local governments
would get all the aid they wanted pro-
vided they did what they were told to do,
and provided also they were prepared to
amalgamate by forming regional authori-
ties. If that is not blackmail then I do
not know what is.

Another announcement appeared on the
22nd March, the next day. The Federal
Minister, Dr. Cass--and I think this is
worth while recording-said that the
Federal Government was hampered be-
cause the States had control over environ-
mental development. He said the Federal
Government was hampered because of the
Constitution, and he went on to say that
the Federal Government had control of
the purse strings. As a result, it could
apply certain conditions to grants when
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the States applied for money for develop-
ment which affected the environment.
That Is a clear indication that the Federal
Government wants to use the purse for
attaching string& to grants.

The Federal Minister went further and
said that he might introduce legislation
which would bypass the rights of the
States. The question in connection with
these policies-which I do not hesitate to
describe as blackmail-is: what can one
do? We know that if there are no
Premiers' conferences and no new agree-
ments, the general grants will dwindle
to nothing. Special grants will take over
altogether. The Federal Government will
not provide the grants for the benefit o-f
the people. It will announce, every day,
that more money is forthcoming so that
the ignorant people will think, "What good
boys they are".

The public should be made aware that
the Federal Government is simply after
more power, and it does not care for the
interests of the State. That has been
demonstrated by the answers I receiv;ed
from the Premier on the 20th March. I
asked the Premier for details of Common-
wealth aid towards easing the burden in
our State in connection with losses sus-
tained as a result of the revaluation of the
dollar. The answer was simply that the
Premier had not received any advice from
the Commonwealth of any payment of
such aid.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. MENSAROS: This trend of more
and more centralised power about which
I was talking is not unique to Australia;
It is, of course, experienced in almost every
country which has a federated system.
As I said many years ago when I was
sitting behind the Government, and when
there wais a Liberal Government in Can-
berra, some political parties had to pay
to learn this lesson.

X maintain the first victory achieved by
President Nixon was mainly on account of
the fact that he was what we might call
a "State righter" as against what could be
termed the centralist policies of the demo-
cratic party. As I have said previously, but
it is worth repeating, in Canada this Ques-
tion was so much appreciated by the
provinces that with the support of all
political parties the best brains dealt with
Federal-provincial relationships in a sep-
arate department.

I have asked what can be done about
this aspect. I earnestly hope that when
the matter comes to the constitutional
conference it will be proposed that the
obnoxious section 96 will be restricted in
a way that it will apply to emergencies
only, as it was originally meant to do; and
that it should only so apply if any of the
States requested that this be done.

I would equally hope with perhaps less
prospect of success that we should reverse
the financial situation and that the direct
income taxing powers will be returned to
the States.

I feel we must reverse the situation
as it exists today; that we must restrict
our agent in Canberra--the Federal Gov-
ernment-to the expenses needed to exer-
cise its delegated powers only, as was in-
tended and mentioned in the Constitution.

To live under conditions where one loses
individual freedom and incentive to the
selfish doctrinaire claim of socialism is
one of the worst things in the thinking
life of a human being. It is still worse,
however, if democracy-that is the hope
that these in tolerable conditions will be
changed as soon as the majority wakes
up-is also lost and done away with.

That is the inscription on the entrance
of Dante's inferno-"Abandon hope, all ye
who enter here." I suggest that it is
democracy that we are going to lose if the
centralist design of the Canberra Govern-
ment succeeds.

In concluding my remarks on this sub-
ject I Propose to plagiarise. I am not
ashamed to do so, because I1 propose to
plagiarise no less a man than Cato, Senior,
who, 2,000-odd years ago, before Hannibal
Invaded Rome with his elephants through
the Alps, considered the danger so great
that he concluded every speech in the
Roman Senate by saying Ceterum. censco
Karthaginem esse delendam.

So would I like to conclude this subject
by saying that we should withstand and
restrict the Canberra Government's cen-
tralistic aims for absolute power with all
the power and force at our disposal.

I now want to touch very briefly on a
subject which was the last subject about
which I spoke before Parliament rose at
the end of the previous session. I do not
want to delay the House on this matter
because I will have an opportunity to
speak about this subject on the relevant
Bill, apart from which I do not want to
breach Standing Orders. I would like
to mention the statement of the Minister
for Education about Government aid to
non-Government schools, which was made
two or three days after Parliament had
risen. I want to mention it because it
contradicts what everybody, including our-
selves, thought his statement meant when
made in this House. The statement he
made after Parliament rose in November
last year was received bitterly by the non-
Goverinment schools which, of course, were
budgeting and preparing for the full annual
20 per cent. State aid which in actual
fact was promised to them, yet later they
were told they will receive only portion
of it.
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Another subject on which I wish to
touch is the state of the building industry.
The building trade is one of the most in-
portant single trades in this State. Apart
from occupying a third of the work force
it is very vulnerable because it is subject
to the ups and downs of the economy which
is Inevitable in a State with a small
population, such as we have. There are
a tremendous number of bankruptcies
which affect everyone, and not only those
who build-they affect the suppliers and
the whole community.

Some of these disabilities are caused
purely by bad luck or, perhaps, Ignorance;
some of them even verge on the line of
criminal action. Most of them, however,
are the result of tremendous competition,
which in itself Is a good thing; and are
brought about by the system of tendering
which I again emphasise Is fair and reas-
onable. The tremendous competition, how-
ever, has bad side effects and I think we
should see whether something better can-
not be donie to lift the conditions In this
industry to everyone's satisfaction: because
if we have a situation as we do where there
are 15, 20, and sometimes 25 tenderers for
a single job, it is inevitable that some of
the lower tender prices will be unrealistic.
Again this would be due to Ignorance or
because of some Inadvertent omission, or
even because of desperation, and In some
cases it may be due to deliberate action.

Yet the public sector, whether it be the
Public Works Department, the State Hous-
Ing Commission, or even the local author-
ities will almost invariably accept the
lowest tender.

It is most difficult even for Private archi-
tects to explain the Position to their
clients and persuade them not to accept
an unrealistic price. I know of all these
things from personal experience and also
fromn many representations that have been
made to me.

Having considered at length the possible
solution to this Problem I would ike to
suggest that it could be perhaps tried out
that in conjunction with the plans and
specifications there should be a practical
expect Opinion-not a theoretical expert
opinion-or an estimate about the realistic
price for which the job could be done. If
such a price, without its being announced,
would be considered as a reserve Price, as
Is done in a reverse fashion, In the ease of
auctions, then one could possibly arrive
at the situation where all the tenders be-
low the reserve price would be rejected.
The industry would be stabilised and
everyone would derive aL great deal of bene-
fit from such a course.

Although the suggestion may appear
novel and seem to be unusual, if this
method were considered and accepted it
would ultimately Prevent an Increase in
prices, apart from which it would result

in quicker execution, better quality, less
argument, and the stabilisation of an Im-
portant industry.

I cannot miss this opportunity to
mention the Premier's pet project-the
Yundurup Canals scheme-which is now,
by some perhaps affectionately, known as
"Tonkin -up-Waters". I do not want to re-
peat what I have said in the past session
but I would like to state that all the fears
I have expressed have In actual fact been
reuised now that the project has been con-
cluded, thanks to the taxpayers' Involun-
tary but very generous contribution. I
must say I am sorry for the misguided
people who purchased blocks in that
scheme whether it be for the Purpose of
bu,,lding on those blacks or for speculation
Purposes, because the advertisements make
it appear to be a good investment.

Knowing the area and the finished Pro-
duct very well I submit that with these
narrow blocks, if the whole project were
to succeed and the blocks were to be built
upon it would inevitably result In some sort
of a slum. Furthermore one could easily
imagine that if some 320-odd houses are
built there would as a consequence be in
that area approximately 500 motorboats.
As a result of this and despite the pumps
that have been referred to on the engin-
eering side the canals would be soaked with
petrol. Difficulty will also be experienced
with drainage whether it be In connection
with stormwater or sanitary drainage, be-
cause even the filling, for some inexplicable
reason, has been permitted to the extent of
six feet instead of the accepted eight feet
originally recommended by the local
authority and the engineers.

On considering the muddy material that
Is used from the dredging of the estuary
for fllilng purposes I am qulte sure there
will be very little If any soakage In the
area and during the winter rains the
people who happen to build there will ex-
perience tremendous difficulties with the
French drains and soak welis connected to
the septic tanks.

Further difficulties will be experienced as
a result of the natural elements. If we ex-
perience floods such as those experienced in
1963 or 1984, and there is continuous rain
with constant westerly winds, then all the
asbestos retainers on the blocks will be
eroded and the people who were attempting
to build In that area would be more than
inconvenienced.

I also suggest that if lawns are planted
the canals will be filled with weed, as in-
deed they were before they were cleaned
by chains. It would then be very difficult
for anyone to use motorboats in the canals
because the propellors would soon be
choked with weeds.

I do not know how many blocks were sold
because the Government has not revealed
this aspect in spite of a question asked by
the member for Dale.
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I made inquiries myself at the Titles
Office but, short of looking up all the
documents, I was able only to find
out that any sales which were made
were made as Contracts of sale and
flat as direct sales because no new owners
were registered. People who had purchased
land did not even have the foresight to
register a caveat. However. I did find three
mortgagee caveats registered, and this
means that three purchasers did not even
have the money for the deposit and bor-
rowed the deposit on second mortgage. The
second mortgagees had registered the
caveats.

I said I am sorry for the people who are
thinking of buying the blocks, but I must
add that I am much more concerned about
the environment-not the environment on
which the project Is built, a fact which Is
always misunderstood, but the environ-
ment of the rivers and delta. I repeat again
that if the project succeeds, 500 more
motorboats will use the natural rivers, the
delta, and even the estuary. This unique
natural treasure of Western Australia will
not last very long at all.

I sincerely hope for the sake of the public
and the environment-and I say this ad-
visedly-that the project will niot succeed.
Perhaps at a later stage the area will be
used as public open space which will occa-
sion lesser danger to the environment.

I have another subject to discuss, and
although it is in connection with my own
electorate, the whole of the metropolitan
area is also affected. I am referring to the
Proposed new section of the West Coast
Highway. The residents in my electorate
are really affected negatively because they
will now have to endure a tremendous In-
crease in the amount of traffic along
Servetus Street, Alfred Road, and Rochdale
Road. These streets are all used for the
ever-increasing south-north traffic.

The metropolitan area is affected posit-
ively because the traffic is becoming
heavier and heavier all the time, We must
have multi-lane through roads to cater
for the traffic. I do not have the time to
go into the history behind the planning
of this road development, but for several
Years it has been the subject of discus-
sion within various local authorities. Al-
though there seems to have been some
differences of opinion, everyone knew that
something had to be done. Even the Com-
monwealth Department of the Army, as it
was then, was approached. The department
quite rightly said it would not commit itself
until the local authorities and the State
authorities had provided full details of
the Intended plan.

I understand that the Department of
the Army is not against shedding its portion
of land to allow the road to go through
once it can satisfactorily establish the
rifle range in another area.

4151

We find it almost unbelievable that the
Metropolitan Rtegion Planning Authority
did nothing for two years. I am very sorry
that the Minister for Town Planning is
not in his chair at the moment. One local
authority approached the M.R.P.A. two
years ago, yet there is still no reply. In
answer to my question he replied that
noting had been done for two years
because the matter was too complicated.
I can imagine the Minister for Town
Planning, despite his usual mild manner,
banging the table or his copies of
Hansard as he has done occasionally, if
he were In my position hearing about such
inactivity on the part of the Government.

I sent a reply to practically all the
people concerned over this issue and I
told them to draw their own conclusions
as to the care the Government is taking-
on their behalf.

I remind the Premier that this is not Just
the Liberal area of Floreat-other areas
are involved. The Premier may look hope-
fully-although we know he does not have
a very good chance-at some of the other
electorates, and he must be aware that
Scarborough, Karrlnyup, and other places
are concerned.

Mr. Speaker, I gathered by your silence
that you considered the member for Mt.
Hawthorn was in order the other day. I
therefore feel I will be In order too if I
mention your decision in regard to our
attire in the House. I am only sorry that
we have reached the stage-whether or
not by natural development as the mem-
ber for Mt. Hawthorn suggested-where
one symbol of our respect to you and to
our House of Parliament has disappeared,
yet the same symbol has remained in the
dining room. Quite frankly, I have no
admiration for the members who sit here
in shirt sleeves and put on their coats to
have their dinner. I must say that I have
gained one Pleasant experience from the
issue: the tougher and somewhat older
generation did not avail itself of this con-
cession. The Premier, the member for
Boulder-Dun das, and many of the older
members, are apparently made of better
and stronger material. They can endure
a little bit of heat, probably because they
have more self-discipline than the member
for Albany and some other younger mem-
bers.

I admire the Premier in this matter, but
unfortunately I cannot feel the same way
about another action of his. In fact, I
do not admire him for the action he took
in this Chamber last night.

Mr. Jamieson: Tell us how it is that
members of your party are the only ones
who have not taken off their coats? Are
you under instructions?

Mr. O'Neil: From the T.L.C.?
Mr. Bertram: Iron discipline-that is It!
Mr. Jlamiesn: I know what your leader

told YOU.
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Mr. MENSAROS: The Minister knows
we are never under instruction.

Mr. Jamieson: He wielded the baton
and that was it. I know how he works.

Mr. MENSAROS: I cannot respect the
Premier for his actions last night. On
several occasions I have heard him stating
very eloquently the importance of the
parliamentary system, and I wonder
whether he changes his views according
to the side of the House he is on! It was
almost unbelievable to see and hear him
get up to stifle the debate. I can think
of no excuse for his action.

In his question tonight the Leader of the
Opposition stated some facts. I would like
to point out that over the last nearly 20
years, the debate on the Address-in-Reply
ensued for a longer time than it does now.-It Is interesting to note, and very informa-
tive, I think, that during the term of
Labor Governments the average number
of days for the debate was invariably
shorter than the number of days when a
Liberal Government was in power.

I have taken the figures from 1955 only.
From then until 1958, the average number
of days for the debate on the Address-In-
Reply was 71. During the term of office
of the Liberal Government, from 1959 to
1987, as the Leader of the Opposition
indicated In his question, the average was
over 10 days. Members will recall that at
that time Parliament sat only once a year
and It could have been rightly claimed that
time was more precious.

Prom 1968 to 1970, when we had two
parts to each session, the average went up
to 11 days. However, since the Labor Party
took office, the average has gone down to
seven days again, we have had three
sessions during this period. I wonder what
Is the reason for the shortening of the de-
bate? Of course, the obvious reason is
that the previous Government placed more
importance on Parliament. All the back-
benchers were taking part in the debate on
the motion and on the amendments. Also
many of the Ministers got up and replied
to queries and problems which were raised
during the debate. We have not heard or
seen anything like this during the term of
this Government.

Some of the present Government back-
benichers do not care to say anything.
Apparently they do not have any problems
either In general Issues or In their elector-
ates. It is Very rare indeed-unless a Min-
ister wants to use the occasion to make a
statement, as did the Minister for Mines
the other day-that a Minister will get up
and reply to members of the Opposition,
or, for that matter, to members of his own
Party who raise various problems on behalf
of their electorates.

I therefore say in all sincerity that the
Premier's action last night was deplorable.
I hope it will not be used as a precedent
in this Parliament.

Amendment to Motion
To express my feelings and the feelings

of the people whom we represent here, as
well as our shock and disapproval, I have
no option but to move an amendment to
the motion as follows-

:but we regret to inform Your Excel-
lency that we view with alarm the
action of the Premier and the Govern-
ment in "gagging" the debate on 27th
March, 1973 and thus preventing full
and proper discussion of arn amend-
ment to the Address-in-Reply which
was intended to bring to your notice
a serious threat of press censorship
by industrial action.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Four amendments in
five days!

Sir Charles Court: This one is your
fault. You had five on one occasion.

Mr. Jamieson: Not in five days.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Leader of the Opposition) [7.56 p.m.]: I
formally second the motion.

MR. O'NEIL (East Melville-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [7.57 p.m.): I
feel it is opportune for me to commence the
debate-

Mr, J. T. Tonkin: From a man who has
never moved a gag himself!

Mr. O'NEIL: --on this particular occa-
sion for two reasons. The Premnier has indi-
cated one reason and I will develop that
theme later.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I hope you will. If you
do not, I may.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Did you ever move a
gag?

Mr. i. T1. Tonkin: Of course he moved a
gag. He gagged the arbitration Bill.

Mr. O'NEIEL: May I have time off, Sir?
The Government Is not even prepared to
listen to my reasons for rising, let alone to
the substance of the debate.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You would not listen
to the reply I gave to a question this after-
noon.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'NEIL: I rise firstly because of an

interjection made by the Premier, and I
said I would develop this theme at a later
date. Apparently my comment has dis-
turbed the Premier because he does not
want to hear my remarks. The second rea-
son Is that I was the fourth person to
speak on the particular amendment which
caused all the trouble last night. The Prem-
ier got to his feet at the same time as 1.
The Deputy Premier had made jibes that
lightweights were getting UP to Support our
stand in this matter. I therefore intended
that In one respect there would be a heavy-
weight. However, at that stage I apologised
to the Premier and I would have been pre-
pared to defer to him. I think you will
recall that this is so, Mr. Speaker.
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It was indeed fortunate that I did not
defer to the Premier, as his only desire was
to gag the debate. No-one from the Govern-
merit side had spoken to the amendment,
and I imagined that the Premier intended
to reply. However, had I deferred to the
Premier we would have had three speakers
only.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Of course, you have to
admit that is a straightout guess.

Mr. O'NEIL: Of course it is a guess, but
I would like to be as sure of winning Tatts.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: How dto you know I
did not intend to speak and then arrange
for someone else to move for the House
to divide?

Mr. O'Connor: Because you were not
game to debate it.

Mr. O'NEIL: We will come to that situa-
tion later. I was brought into the argument
by way of interjection by the Premier. It is
quite evident that I have applied the gag
in the past, and anyone who reads Haon-
sard will know that.

Mr. J1. T. Tonkin: Will You explain why?

Mr. ONEIL: I will, most certainly. We
have had time to do some research in the
matter and certain figures have been pro-
duced in respect of the gag having been
applied on various occasions over a con-
siderable time. The Premier has been a
member of this House much longer than
I have and therefore can verily the truth
of the figures relating to these particular
occasions.

There was an occasion, in 1937, when the
gag was moved. At that time the Opposition
moved the gag during the debate on a Bill
for a redistribution of seats. The gag was
moved immnediately the second reading was
introduced, but of course it was not applied
because the Government had the numbers
to defeat the motion, and therefore it was
certainly no more than a gesture.

In 1954, during the Hawke Ministry, the
gag was applied during the debate on a
betting control Bill. The present Premier
was, I should imagine, holding the Position
of Deputy Premier at that time. He moved
the gag in these circumstances. Eleven
speeches had been made by Government
members anid 16 by Opposition members. I
think that probably was fair enough. No-
body takes offence because of any move to
apply the gag. There is Provision for it in
Standing Orders and, in the circumstances.
that is fair enough.

There was another occasion during which
I was not present. I notice the Minister
for Works is smiling. This occasion was
in 1951 when the gag was moved by a Gov-
ernment member.

Mr. Jamieson: That made the Cabinet
sit up and take notice!

Mr. O'NE]L: That is right. I can under-
stand the Government member's personal
feelings. Fif teen hours had been spent de-

bating this issue and once again, in those
circumstances, one can appreciate the rea-
son for moving the gag. On that occasion
the Government did not appreciate the
reason for one of its members moving the
gag. Anyway, It was regarded as a bit of a
joke. The issue had something to do with
King's Park, and every member knows that
whenever any move is made in regard to
King's Park there are many hours of de-
bate.

We now come to the one that
has been referred to in particular
by the Premier. This was the gag
that was applied during the debate on
the Industrial Arbitration Act Amend-
ment Bill, which went through Parliament
in 1963. At that time I happened to be
the Government Whip, and I think all
members, if they know anything about the
procedure of the House, would know that
the Government Whip acts as liaison officer
between those members on the back bench
and those who occupy the front bench.
He morQ or less acts as an R.S.M. His
job means a little more than just round-
ing up the members of his party. He acts
as an assistant to the Premier who Is in
charge of the House. At this time the
Government Whip had to carry out both
jobs, and I am prepared to admit that
I moved the gag on a number of occasions
during the debate on that Bill.

Mr. Jamieson: I think you hold the
record, above any other member of Parlia-
merit, for moving the most gags during
any one debate.

Mr. O'NEIL: That may be so, but let
us have a look at the circumstances. The
question before the House at that time
was "That the Bill be now read a second
time",. The then Deputy Leader of the
opposition-the present Premier-moved
to delete the word "now" from the motion.
Fifteen speeches followed on the amend-
ment to delete the word "now".

Mr. Jamieson: And those speaking kept
right to the point, too.

Mr. OINEIL: They must have, otherwise
the Speaker would have ruled them out
of order. That amendment was lost on a
division. Then the member for Canning
-the present Minister for Mines--moved
an amendment to delete from the motion
the words "read a second time", with a
view to inserting the words "be laid aside".
After several speeches on the amendment
to the motion the then member for Collie,
since deceased, who was also the Opposi-
tion whip at that time, moved that the
debate be adjourned; that Is, the debate on
the amendment for the deletion of the
words "read a second time". Naturally
the motion was defeated and the member
for Collie was required to continue his
contribution to the debate on the amend-
ment.
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Immediately following his speech, the
member for Victoria Park, who is now the
Minister for Health, moved that the de-
bate be adjourned, and once again that
motion was defeated by the House and
so the member for Victoria Park was re-
quired to make his speech on the amend-
ment, which he did. The moment he sat
down, the member for Fremantle moved
that the debate be adjourned and once again
the House defeated that motion and so
the member for Fremantle was forced to
speak on the amendment for the dele-
tion of the words "read a second time"
from the motion "that the Bill be now
read a second time". From all this one
can realise the ridiculous situation that
was being reached on this occasion.

Mr. Lapham: It was getting monotonous.
Mr. O'NEIL: It certainly was, and so

the member for East Melville moved "That
the House do now divide": that is, that
the House divide on the amendment, and
members will recall that on this occasion
the amendment was to delete the words
"read a second time" with a view to in-
serting the words "be laid aside" in relation
to the original motion "That the Bill be
now read a second time".

We had 21 speakers on that occasion
and about four divisions. We were not
arguing the merits of any particular case;
It all stemmed from a simple motion "That
the Bill be now read a second time". So
that was the reason that the Government
Whip, in an endeavour to facilitate the
legislation, gagged the debate.

Similar action was taken on several
other occasions. The debates that ensued
are recorded in Hanzsard and I recommend
that members make a study of them.
They can be found in volume 166 at page
2707 of the 1963 Parliamentary Debates.
At that time the Bill was in the Committee
stage, and If members refer to page 2702
of the same volume they will find that the
present Deputy Premier moved "That the
member for East Melville be not now
heard". I happened to be that member
and I was also the Government Whip at
the time. The present Deputy Premier,
the member for Balcatta, tried to gag me
personally by moving a motion he was en-
titled to move: namely, "That the member
for East Melville be not now heard". Chaos
reigned!

Mr. Jamieson: Did it ever!
Sir Charles Court: A disgrace to the

Labor Party!
Mr. O'NEIL: Arguments followed, relat-

ing to the Chairman's ruling, the Speak-
er's ruling, and so on and so forth.

Mr. Jamieson: The Chairman was repri-
manded by the Speaker, and everything
went wrong.

Mr. O'NETL: Everybody was repri-
manded by everybody else.

Mr. Bickerton: You finished up winning
on that occasion, did you not?

Mr. O'NEIL: Following all this, I then.
once again, moved-"That the Committee
do now divide", because at the time we
were in Committee. From then on, and for
the rest of the evening we discussed pro-
cedural motions, and there were all sorts of
arguments across the Chamber. From the
records I notice that after the main debate
had concluded six divisions on procedural
motions involving divisions were taken
before the House was finally adjourned at
6.29 am. on the 13th November, 1963. The
debate that ensued at this particular time
was, once again, all on technicalities; dis-
sents from the Chairman's ruling, dissents
from the Speaker's ruling, points of order,
and so on. That was the tenor of the debate
that had continued all that morning from
about 1.00 am. So 6J hours of debate was
spent simply on procedural matters during
the early hours of the morning of the 13th
November, 1963.

Could anyone Imagine a better reason
for a tired Government Whip-and no
doubt those members on the front bench
were tired, also-moving the gag on this
particular debate? Actually, the debate
was not on the issue at hand. The debate
was on technical matters, related, admit-
tedly, to the Bill, but not to a principle.

Mr. Bickerton: Why did you not act
earlier?

Mr. O'NEIL: Incidentally, it is of pass-
Ing Interest to note that this particular
Bill which caused such a furore on that
occasion, together with some other amend-
ments made subsequently, is still the law
of the land. There has been no move for
its repeal by those members on the other
side of the House since becoming the
Government so that the Industrial Com-
mission can be thrown overboard and the
arbitration court restored.

The present system may have Its Imper-
fections but these will be overcome as time
goes by. At least the Bill that was Intro-
duced at that time was a massive move
to get the existing legislation on the
Statute book which I still believe today
operates in the best interests of the work-
ers and more efficiently than did the old
legislation.

On the 14th November, 1963, the then
Premier (now Sir David Brand), at 2.32
p.m. moved the guillotine motion, I think
most of us who take any interest in the
proceedings of the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment recognise that certain numbers of
Bills or Phases of Bills are timetabled so
that the debate ensues within a certain
time scale, and the managers of the
House arrange for a certain number of
speeches to be made in a certain time.
Following this down comes the guillotine
and the vote is taken on the various clauses
In the Bill before the House.
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Do you know of any
cases where this Parliament has ever done
that?

Mr. O'NEIL: No. I do not know of any
other instance, either, where the Premier
has gagged the debate.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You do not?
Mr. O'NEIL: No.
Mr. J1. T. Tonkin: There is no special

significance in the Premier gagging the de-
bate. if it is gagged. What difference does
It make as to who moves the gag?

Mr. O'NEIL: I gave an instance of where
the gag was applied by the Opposition, but
in view of the fact that the motion was
moved by a member of the Opposition,
naturally it was defeated.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I gave you another in-
stance this afternoon.

Mr. O'NEIL: We probably do not have
the answers to our questions so therefore
I cannot check on it. To the best of my
knowledge, I do not know of Such an In-
stance. On this occasion someone from the
Government side may participate in the
debate and we may find out before the de-
bate Is gagged. On the occasion I men-
tioned the matter was of great import-
ance. It was in the interests of the State to
allow the Bill, or certain sections of it, to
be considered at that particular time. A
considerable number of procedural motions
were moved, and the guillotine was also
applied. It was during this period that the
gag was applied at various times.

Naturally. I Suppose, the motion which
the House agreed to was that the vote
would be taken on a certain number of
the clauses in the Bill. That may be re-
garded as a gag.

Mr. Bickerton: Do you realise that one
of your members gagged the debate before
the Bill was even read a second time?

Mr. O'NEIL: Perhaps I am not using
the word "gag" in the same sense as is the
Minister.

Mr. Bickerton: It prevented the debate
from continuing; that Is a gag.

Mr. O'NEiL: The motion before the
House was, "That the House do now
divide". I Indicated that at one time the
now Deputy Premier tried to gag me by
moving a motion "That the member for
East Melville be not now heard". I sup-
pose that is a gag, too.

Mr. Graham: Are you suggesting I do
that now?

Mr. O'NEIL: I do not know whether the
Deputy Premier can do so now because
I am being heard. He would have had
to rise before me in order to stop me.

To return to the guillotine motion, the
Premier apparently used, as an example
the action taken by Sir David when he was

Premier. I explained that it is not unusual.
Admittedly it is unusual in this House.
It is a procedural motion. If one checked
Hansard one would find that in the major-
ity of cases where the debate was stifled
in some way the action was taken during
consideration of procedural matters.

When the motion to apply the guillo-
tine was moved at 2.32 p.m. on the 14th
November, 1963, an adjournment motion
was Immediately moved by the then
Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Hawke).
One can see the purpose of this. If a
motion i3 moved to have a certain thing
done at a certain time, and the adjourn-
ment is carried beyond that date, the
motion is ineffective. However, the motion
to adjourn was put without debate, a
division was taken, and the debate con-
tinued.

The then Leader of the Opposition-
the present Premier-moved a further
motion to adjourn and he included a spedi-
1ke date. Once again a division was held
and the motion to adjourn was defeated.

So then the Leader of the Opposition
(Mr. Hawke), at about 2.57 p.m., com-
menced tv speak to the guillotine motion
and he concluded his remarks at '7.34
p.m. These times are according to the
Hansard notations at the commencement
of speeches so they could be a little out.
If we deduct the tea break it means that
Mr. Hawke spoke for between tour and five
hours. Probably the Minister for Works,
being the record keeper, would know
precisely for how long he spoke. Certainly
it was not an after-dinner speech.

Then once again, after the then Leader
of the Opposition had resumed his speech.
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition-the
present Premier-moved "That the debate
be adjourned", and of course a further di-
vision kept the debate alive. Then the De-
puty Leader of the Opposition of the day
had to speak.

At this particular time the next thing
the then Deputy Leader of the Opposition
did was something he Is good at: he raised
a point of order and disagreed with the
Speaker's ruling which satisf actorily
occupied a further two hours of the de-
bate. However, when the then Deputy
Leader of the Opposition continued to
speak he took only about 40 minutes which
was a fairly reasonable speech in the
nature of things occurring at the time. The
motion was finally passed at about 2.15
am. on the 15th November.

I am referring only to those parts of
the discussion on the industrial arbitration
legislation which involved what Is col-
loquially termed the gag. At no time was
the gag applied in respect of other than
what are essentially procedurRl motions
except for the motion "That the Bill be now
read a second time", because if that motion
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is defeated we do not have a Bill to eon- formally to second the motion, but also to
aider. However, in every other respect the
application of the guillotine-the motion
"That the Committee do now divide" or
"That the House do now divide"-was
Purely a means by which to facilitate the
consideration of the matter before the
House and was not in respect of the matter
itself at all.

That is not the case as It occurred last
night. We introduced a substantive motion
to amend the motion for the adoption of
the Address-in-Reply. I understand it is a
substantive motion because it requires a
seconder. There were three speakers from
this side in support of the amendment,
but not a peep from the other side.

Mr. Graham: That is what it deserved.
Mr. O'NEIL: I am now thoroughly con-

vinced that if the Premier had been given
the call ahead of me he would still have
applied the gag. He said a little while ago
that that belief was only a guess, but I
think It is a good one. Having been a
Whip and knowing something of the
Standing Orders-not as much as you,
Sir-

Mr. Laphain: You'll get on!
Mr. O'NEIh: -1 know there are

occasions when, to facilitate the passage of
Government business, certain Procedures
must be adopted, and dividing the House
is one of them. However, It must be done
at an appropriate time after allowing suf-
ficient debate on a Particular subject.

We have another procedural action
available to us in the motion to adjourn
the House as a matter of urgency. The first
time I saw this done, I think, was when
the now Premier was the Leader of the
Opposition. This is a motion which is
moved at the beginning of a sitting to dis-
cuss a matter of urgency which it is felt
must take precedence over all business
likely to come before the House. An
arrangement is usually made that three
speakers will be heard from each side and
then the subject is allowed to lapse or the
mover withdraws the motion after the
matter has been aired. However, at least
some debate, discussion, or argument is
allowed; but this was not the case last
night.

I am absolutely certain that If I had de-
ferred to the Premier when we both rose
to speak more or less simultaneously, but
you, Sir, gave me the call, his claim that
at least the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion was permitted to speak would not be
valid. I believe the Premier had no inten-
tion of allowing any further discussion.
Certainly it was not the intention that he or
anyone else sn the Government side would
rise to his feet to speak to the amendment.

Let us trust that by the example the
Premier sets here tonight we will not have
a repetition of what occurred yesterday.
As a matter of fact, we were a little con-
cerned whether I should rise not only

speak to the amendment straightaway, be-
cause we are now so distrustful that we
believe it would have not been beyond the
wvit of the Premier, once the motion was
formally seconded, simply to catch your
eye, Mr. Speaker, stand on his feet. and
gag the debate. In essence that is what he
did last night. We did not hear one word
from the Government side relative to the
merits or demerits of the amendment. Let
us hope that as I resume my seat we will
not see a repetition of that completely de-
plorable action.

MR. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) 1 8.23
p.m.]: Mr. Speaker-

Mr. O'Neil: It is on again!
Mr. O'CONNOR: -1 hesitated in order

to give the Premier an opportunity to rise
to his feet.

Mr. ONeil: He would have gagged the
debate if he had.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: More guessing.
Mr. O'CONNOR: That is possible, but at

least I gave him the opportunity to rise and
he did not do so. It will be Interesting to
see whether he ultimately rises for the
same purpose he rose last night.

His action last night came as no surprise
to me because when a group is in the wrong
It is understandable that it does not wish to
have its views expressed. However, it is
alarming that this type of action can occur
in the House.

Comparisons have been made this even-
ing between the action taken last night and
the action taken during the debate on the
industrial arbitration legislation, but quite
frankly I consider there is very little com-
parison between the two. When I say that
I am referring to the date on which the
debate took place and the length of the
various sittings. While it may be said that
only 10 or 12 sitting days remained till the
conclusion of the Address-in-Reply, I can
remember-I had not been in the House
very long-that we were regularly sitting
through until 3.00 am., 4.00 a.m., and as
late as 7.'00 a.m. because the Premier of
the day wanted to give the Opposition an
opportunity to express Its feelings in con-
nection with the matter which the then
Opposition considered was of great im-
portance.

We believe the matter we were discussing
last night is important because so much
is at stake. When the industrial arbitra-
tion legislation was before us. members of
Parliament in this House were Intimi-
dated-

Sir Charles Court: You can say that
again!

Mr. O'CONNOR: -because it was neces-
sary for us to walk through milling crowds
the presence of which had been organised
for that very purpose.



[Wednesday, 28 March, 1973] 391

Sir Charles Court: They were also organ-
ised to converge on you as you got to the
end of the column.

Mr. Davies: Soaks!
Sir Charles Court: One of your men step-

ped in to prevent a very nasty incident.
That was the late Mr. Rowberry.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The amendment last
night dealt with the Transport Workers'
Union and the newspapers, but I say a
threat of intimidation has been made to the
Opposition in this House today, because
when the Premier gave answers to ques-
tions asked by the Leader of the Opposition
lie indicated that if we behaved in a man-
ner suitable to him we would gain certain
benefits on the way through. Our job as an
Opposition is to do what we think Is right
in the interests of the public, but last night
we were denied that opportunity. We were
denied the right to bring forward a very
important matter which we believed to be
in the interests of the State. Newspapers
here have been intimidated, although I do
not intend to go into that matter at great
length because I san sure you, Mr. Speaker,
would not permit me to do so. However,
the Public should be made aware of the
situation. They should know what the
unions are threatening to do.

The SPEAKER: I do not think that is in
the amendment.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am just Pointing out
that that is one of the reasons the amend-
ment is before us tonight. We were not
allowed to debate that issue last night. I
am quite sure we are allowed to mention
the reasons for the amendment because
what I am saying deals specifically with
it.

I believe that the Government, in stifling
this debate, had a lot to hide. I do not
blame the Government for trying to hide
things. What it would like is an Australian
flag newspaper, operated by one group
and in which It would have the full say.
This is the type of thing we are trying to
avoid.

The action of the Government last night
really indicates that it is not prepared to
permit fair play or fair debate because it
fried to stifle it on that occasion. I believe
gagging is necessary in a Parliament-

Mr. Hartrey: Hear, hear!
Mr. O'CONNOR: -but only in extreme

circumstances and only after a full debate
has ensued, and members have had the
opportunity to express their views, should
the gag be applied.

Members should not repeatedly cover the
same ground during debate, but certainly
we did not do that last night. We were not
given the opportunity to do so.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
has fully explained the details concerning
the action taken during the debate on the
industrial arbitration legislation in reply

to the views expressed by the Premier who
tried to make comparisons between the
action taken then and the Government's
action last night. However, as I have said,
there is no comparison.

I support the amendment because I
believe it indicates to the Premier and
the Government that the Opposition is not
an Opposition of water but that it will
fight for the rights of members of Parlia-
ment and of the people.

MR. GRAYDEN (Souith Perth) [8.29
pm.]: It is rather surprising that no
member of the Government has attempted
to reply to the amendment.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You jumped out of
your seat like a shot.

Sir Charles Court: He sat down twice
to give you an opportunity.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It was quite obvious
that the Premier did not intend to speak.

Several members interjected.
The SPE-AKER: Order!

Mr. GRAYDEN: No member of the Gov-
ernment has attempted to answer the
amendment moved by the member for
Floreat.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: One would need to be
like greased lightning.

Sir Charles Court: We will give you
plenty of time after the present speaker
resumes his seat.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I rose to my feet but sat
down again to give the Premier the oppor-
tunity to speak. I hoped the Premier-
or, for that matter, anyone else on the
Government side of the House-would do
this but, of course, there was no response.

Mr. 3. T. Tonkin: It was so obvious that
you were anxious to speak. I did not have
the heart to stop you.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I support the amend-
ment moved by the member for Floreat
because the action which the Government
took was arrogant, contemptuous, and
autocratic,

Mr. Graham: Headlines!
Mr. GRAYDEN: It was arrogant, con-

temptuous, and autocratic treatment of
this Parliament.

Mr. Graham: More headlines!

Mr. GRAYDEN: It Is another example
of the insidious whittling away of our
civil rights under a Labor regime. We have
seen many instances of this over the last
few days. During the debate, example
after example has been brought forward
to indicate that our civil liberties are be-
ing whittled anay.

The SPEAM: Order! This does not
come within the amendment to the motion.
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Mr. GRAYDEN: No, but it is a question
of civil liberties. I say that the applica-
tion of the gag last night was a further
example of the constant whittling away of
our civil liberties.

Members on this side of the House have
given many examples. One supreme ilitis-
tration was the action contemplated
against the Press. The examples given are
only surface indications; they are but the
tip of the iceberg.

The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot allow
the honourable member to continue in
this vein. The amendment deals with the
gagging of the debate.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I would like to read the
amendment.

Mr. Jamieson: It would be a good idea
if you did.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It states--

;but we regret to inform your Excel-
lency that we view with alarm the
action of the Premier and the Govern-
ment in "gagging" the debate on 27th
March, 1913 and thus preventing full
and proper discussion of an amend-
ment to the Address-In-Reply which
was intended to bring to your notice
a serious threat of press censorship by
industrial action.

I repeat: the action of the Government in
gagging the debate last night was another
example of the whittling away of civil
liberties.

In the Parliament of Western Australia
the application of the gag is considered an
extremely serious matter. We have only
to read Mansard and research the records
of this House to see that the guillotine-
which Is similar to the gag-was last ap-
plied in 1963 and has not been used since
that year. In 1963 a Bill to amend the
Industrial Arbitration Act was debated in
this House. I have the Hansard report of
the last night of that debate. Altogether,
10 amendments were moved and the de-
bate ensued from 2.00 pm. until 2.00 a.m.
It was only because of the circumstances
that the guillotine was used. The circum-
stances were that hundreds of trade union-
ists. literally, were in this building and
outside it. They were chanting, singing,
and milling around in an attempt to In-
timidate the Parliament.

Mr. Hartrey: Terrorising you.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The trade unionists
were trying to prevent the Government
from passing legislation which, in the
opinion of the Government, would be to
the benefit of the people of Western Aus-
tralia. The guillotine was used only be-
cause of the circumstances I have dies-
cribed and it has not been used since then.

I have given this Illustration to indicate
that the gag is only applied in a serious
situation in the life of the Parliament.

This has been the position ever since the
Parliament was established in Western
Australia.

It was used In 1963 because of union in-
timidation. As I have said, literally hun-
dreds of trade unionists were attempting to
intimidate members of the Parliament. It
was Used again in 1973, 10 years later, on
a matter which has arisen out of union
intimidation. The application of the gag
last night was an attempt, on the part of
the present Government, to stifle criticism
of union action in attempting to impose
a form of Press censorship-to restrict
free Press in Western Australia.

In 1963 the guillotine was applied be-
cause of union intimidation. Last night
the gag was applied because Opposition
members were discussing a matter which
has arisen because of union Intimidation.
On this occasion the Government applied
the gag to prevent free discussion. Mem-
bers elected to this House were prevented
from discussing a matter of tremendous
consequence to Western Australia and to
every individual in this State-a matter of
civil liberties.

There Is a saying, "When mystery be-
gins justice ends." If members are pre-
vented from airing their grievances how
on earth will we be able to cut through the
shroud of mystery with which the Govern-
ment surrounds so many of its administra-
tive actions?

I have with me the Platform, Constitu-
tion and Rules of the Australian Labor
Party. A large section is devoted to the
very question we are debating; namely,
civil liberties. The booklet contains Para-
graph after paragraph on this subject. In
fact, there are 12 paragraphs in all on
civil liberties. One paragraph reads, in
part-

The censorship laws to conform with
the general principles that adults be
entitled to read, hear and view what
they wish in Private or public..

This is only one of the statements on civil
liberties in the Platform of the A.L.P.

Mr. Thompson: That is what they
preach!.

Mr. GRAYDEW! This is what the Aus-
tralian Labor Party tells the people of
Australia, particularly at election time, it
stands for. What happens when the Labor
Party is elected to Government? All those
high principles go out of the window. The
matter which was the subject of debate
last night was censorship of the Press by
industrial action-the stifling of a free
Press in Western Australia. What hap-
pened? The Government not only refused
to answer the statements made in respect
of the amendment but it also gagged the
debate after four members of the Opposi-
tion had spoken. That was an atrocious
action. It is contrary to everything which
members of the Labor Party claim to stand
for.
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I repeat that 12 paragraphs appear in
the Platform, Constitution and Rules of
the AL.P, under the heading of "Civil Lib,-
erties". One of the paragraphs even talks
in terms of freedom of expression for civil
servants. It states, In part-

Restrictions on freedom of expres-
sion of public servants and former
public servants to be reduced to the
minimum necessary for the conduct of
affairs of State.

The Labor Party claims to have a great re-
gard for the civil servants of Australia and
says that it will permit them every possible
liberty in respect of freedom of speech.
However, the Government does not adopt
the same attitude towards members of
Parliament. Instead, we are to be restricted
in our expression. It is a strange state of
affairs.

Mr. Hartrey: It is not a bad one.
Mr. GRAYflEN: I wish the Labor Party

would start to adhere to its constitution.
The A.L.P. claims to be bound by the con-
stitution but it lightly throws it out of the
wilndow whenever it suits its own ends.

Mr. Hartrey: The Parliament is bound
by Standing Orders and the Government
exercised its right.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The honourable mem-
ber who has interjected should know only
too well that established Precedents Play
a large part in the conduct of the affairs
of Parliament. It is 10 years since the
guillotine was applied.

Mr. Hartrey: Now it is only approxim-
ately 24 hours.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The amendment shows
how seriously we regard the application
of the gag by the Government on the
matter which was being debated last night.
On the 3rd March, 1967, the Leader of the
Labour Party in Great Britain (Mr. Harold
Wilson) said-

All I say is watch it. Every dog Is
allowed one bite, but a different view
is taken of a dog that goes on biting
all the time. If there are doubts that
the dog is biting not because of the
dictates of conscience but because he
is considered vicious, then things
happen to that dog. He mnay not get
his licence renewal when it falls due.

The Government should take heed of that
advice! The Labor Party has gone out of
its way to proclaim to the people of West-
ern Australia that it will abide by the con-
stitution of the A.L.P. It is time for us
to protest when the Labor Party, in the
Parliament, brushes aside the rights of
members of this House and thereby breaks
a 10-year precedent.

We once had a famous Attorney-General
in Australia whose name was Sir Isaac
Issacs. He later became Chief Justice and
Governor-General. He made many pro-
nouncements on the erosion of rights in
the Parliament. Some of his statements

were profound indeed. I have with me a
newspaper which contains a rather long
article on what he said. I will not read the
whole of it, but only two paragraphs.
The article appeared in the Daily News on
the 19th November, 1965, and states in
part-

The Parliament is the very core of
our constitutional system. It has behind
it traditions and a fundamental
groundwork that, unless denied by a
written Constitution, appertain to
every British legislature.

In Parliament. the people are sup-
posed to be present to make their laws
and generally to watch over and direct
their national affairs. That is rep-
resentative government, It is the high
water mark of democracy.

Under the circumstances which applied last
night the present Government cannot lay
any claim to a high water mark of
democracy.

Mr. Thompson: The Government Pulled
out the plug.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Certainly, and let the
water run away.

Mr. O'Neil: The submerged lands legis-
lation!

Mr. GRAYDEN: The situation was that
an amendment was moved to the Address-
in-Reply. No member of the Government
spoke to the amendment and the debate
was gagged after four members of the
Opposition had spoken. Many other mem-
bers on this side of the House wanted to
speak because of the serious nature of
the subject.

Mr. Hartrey: What a shame!
Mr. GRAYDEN: However, the debate

was gagged. The elected representatives
of a large section of the people in Western
Australia were not Permitted to speak on
an issue which was serious in the extreme.
We have been deprived of our rights as
members of this House. Members of the
Government which claims to advocate the
extension of civil liberties deprived us of
our rights.

Our privileges in this House were not
obtained lightly. Gur forebears suffered
a great deal to obtain them. Many lost their
lives. Others suffered all kinds of privations.
For this reason it is necessary that we
zealously Preserve our rights in the p~arlia-
ment. Our main right Is to represent the
people and to voice their concern.

Yesterday we attempted to voice con-
cern at an obvious attempt by the State
Executive of the A.L.P. to enforce Press
censorship. If that action were carried to
its logical conclusion It w6uld mean the
end of free speech-and a free Press-in
Western Australia. Ultimately, it would
mean the demise of democracy in this
State. On such an Important Issue as that
members of the Opposition were gagged.
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In those circumstances, I say it was an Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I empheasise that the
arrogant thing for the Government to do;
it was a contemptible thing to do; and it
was autocratic in the extreme.

Mr. Graham: Bravo! Bravo!
Mr. GRAYDEN: It is shocking treat-

ment of this Parliament and the members
of this Parliament. I therefore have a
great deal of Pleasure in supporting the
amendment to the Address-In-Reply which
has been moved by the member for
Floreat.

MR. J1. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)
[8.46 pm.]: I am certain that members
must feel very sad at the crocodile tears
just shed by the member for South
Perth-

Sir Charles Court: There were no croco-
dile tears.

Mr. I. W. Manning: We are In full
agreement.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -and to bear him
talk about the abrogation of civil rights,
when we had instances during the Hawke
Administration of two Bills which were sent
up from this Chamber being defeated on
the first reading without a speech being
made. If that is not a denial of civil
rights, what Is it?

Sir Charles Court: They had been
through here and publicly debated.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN': That did not occur
in another place during the whole of the
term of the Brand Government.

Sir Charles Court: They were jiust as
tough on us as they were on you: and so
they should be.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: How can the Leader
of the Opposition say that, In view of the
fact that two Bills were not taken past
the first reading stage and were thrown
out without any opportunity at all for an
opinion to be expressed by members of
the party to which the member for South
Perth belongs--the member who has been
wringing his hands in anguish because we
applied the gag?

Of course we applied the gag, and we
take full responsibility for it. But I would
say we did It without amending the
Standing Orders and we did it in accord-
ance with the provision in the Standing
Orders.

Sir Charles Court: You might have been
legally right but you were morally wrong.

Mr. Graham: What would you know
about morals

Sir Charles Court: More than you do,
and the Premier knows I am right on that
score.

Mr. Graham: You would not get to first
base.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

action we took was taken without any nec-
essity to amend the Standing Orders to
enable it to be done, but the Government
of which the Leader of the Opposition was
an important member amended the Stand-
ing Orders to enable it to apply the gag
because it could not have been applied
under the existing Standing Orders.

Sir Charles Court: We did what is done
in every session.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The gag could not
have been applied under the existing
Standing Orders and it was necessary to
amend the Standing Orders.

Sir Charles Court: You suspend the
Standing Orders every session.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Not to apply the gag.
That was the first instance within my
knowledge-and I have been here for a
long time-

Dr. Dadour: Forty years next month.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That was the first in-
stance of any Government amending the
Standing Orders in order to apply the
gag. The member for South Perth ought to
talk about civil liberties I

Sir Charles Court: You are on a very
wrong course there, you know.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Am I?
Sir Charles Court: Yes. Just read what

happened.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I propose to persist
along this course, even If it is at the dis-
comfort of the Leader of the Opposition.

Sir Charles Court: It causes no discom-
fort to me. Just keep on about the Novem-
ber, 1963, Issue.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition said he was not aware
of any action taken by a Premier to apply
the gag. His memory does not go back
very far.

Mr. O'Neil: The Premier had the appro-
val of this House. He asked the approval
of the H-ouse for that specific purpose, and
he got it after a long debate.

Mr. Graham: Last night the Premier
asked for the approval of the House, and he
got it.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN': I will read the
motion, and I ask members to follow it
carefully so that they can see to what
extent the gag was applied. The motion
reads-

That so much of the Standing
Orders be suspended as is necessary to
enable this House to hereby direct that,
in connection with the "Industrial
Arbitration Act Amendment Bill (No.
2)," the debates on the remaining
stages of the Bill shall be Put with the
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amendments set out hereunder and
with no other amendment or debate,
as follows:-

The amendments were the Government's
own amendments, so that the House was
restricted to giving approval to the Govern-
ment's own amendments. The Opposition
was not allowed to move any amendments
at all or even to debate the amendments
moved by the Government-by the People
who are now talking about the abrogation
of civil liberties and the right to express
an opinion.

Mr. Grayden: How long ago was that?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That was in 1963.
Sir Charles Court: That action was taken

to preserve the rights of Parliament against
the harassment of an Opposition that was
determined to defeat Parliament.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Mr. O'Connor: I doubt whether you have

the courage to let the Leader of the Oppo-
sition speak.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: It is as well to re-
member that in the last 40 years that is
the only occasion when the guillotine has
been applied to stifle discussion on a Bill
which was to become legislation. What does
an amendment to the Address-in-Reply
amount to? It is always defeated by the
Government in office.

Sir Charles Court: You cannot brush off
the Opposition like that.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: It is always defeated
and it Passes into the limbo of forgotten
things.

Mr. Nalder: Do You want to do away
with amendments to the Address-ln-Rely?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: What is the Leader
of the Country Party trying to get away
with?

Mr. Nalder: That Is what you are sug-
gesting.

Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: What is the paint
the Leader of the Country Party is
making?

Mr. Nalder: From the way You are
speaking, you are suggesting there should
never be any amendments.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am not saying
anything of the sort. I am not responsible
for the conclusions to which the Leader of
the Country Party comes.

Sir Charles Court; Did not the Hawke
Government once amend its own Address-
in-Reply?

Mr. Jamieson: It amended an amend-
ment.

Sir Charles Court: That is right. There-
fore, it had to go in.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: So did the Liberal-
Country Party Government. The Leader
of the Opposition is not telling me some-
thing I did not know.

Sir Charles Court: That is different
from what you said a f ew minutes ago.
You said amendments are always defeated
by the Government.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Amendments by the
Opposition which are designed for the pur-
pose of censuring the Government are in-
variably defeated by the Government-

Sir Charles Court: There are some cases
where they are not defeated; they are
amended.

Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: -because the Gov-
ernment has the numbers. After amend-
ments are defeated they pass into the
limbo of forgotten things.

Sir Charles Court: I can recall two cases
where they remained permanently.

Mr. J. 'T. TONKIN: The situation with
a Bill is different because a Bill goes onto
the Statute book and It is the result of
discussion in the House. The Industrial
Arbitration Act Amendment Bill went on
the Statute book-

Sir Charles Court: It was a good Bill.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -after a complete

denial to the Opposition of the right which
the Standing Orders had previously given
it to move amendments and speak to
amendments moved by the Government.

Sir Charles Court: That is not correct.
you know.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN:
Nothing the Leader of the
say will make it wrong.

It is correct.
Opposition can

Sir Charles Court: The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition gave you details of the
procedural obstruction which your party
set out to continue as long as you could
get away with it.

Mr. O'Neil: I would hazard a guess-
Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: Another guess?
Mr. O'Neil: I think you might agree

with me on this occasion. I would hazard
a guess that at some point in time this
House might find it necessary to Pro-
grammue the passage of legislation; in
other words, to apply in the Standing
Orders some Principles akin to what you
call the gag and what I call the guillotine.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: When that stage is
reached, I hope the Standing Orders will
be amended in advance to provide for it.
What I object to with regard to what
happened in 1963, and what is so different
from what I did, is that I took advantage
of the existing Standing Orders to move a
motion, which I was completely entitled to
do under the Standing Orders-

Sir Charles Court: Legally entitled but
not morally entitled.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -after four
speakers--

Sir Charles Court: None from the Gov-
ernment.
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Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -from the Oppo-
sition had had the opportunity to speak.

Mr. O'Neil: I wonder why this House
has agreed to limit the time for debates
and the number of occasions on which
one can contribute in committee. As a
result of the experience in 1963, the
Standing Orders Committee recommended
alterations to limit debates, and we agreed
to them.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That has no rele-
vance to the point I am making now,
which is that the Opposition is taking
exception to the fact that I used the Stand-
ing orders which are provided for Just
such a, purpose.

Mr. O'Neil., Without a speech. That is
the point.

Mr. J. T, TONKIN: It was not without a
speech. There were four speeches.

Mr. O'Nell: But not a word from the
Government. That is the criticism.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Government

is entitled to judge whether a matter is of
such importance as to warrant its in-
tervention in a debate and therefore pro-
long the period-

Mr. Thompson: Nobody rose after the
third speaker.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am using as a

contrast the action taken by the Brand
Government, which applied the gag more
often than any other Government has
done since I have been in this House-

Sir Charles Court: And for good cause.
Mr. J. T. TONICIN: I see. There was

some justification for it?
Mr. O'Connor: We were also in Govern-

ment for the longest period.
Sir Charles Court: I do not think you

are game to let us tell the real story
of this.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Opposition does
not always tell the real story.

Sir Charles court: In the middle of the
1953 debacle you misbehaved yourself-

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: It is as well to have

a look at the extent to which the debate
on the Industrial Arbitration Act Amend-
ment Bill was stilled by the application
of the gag, as I call it, or the guillotine,
as the Deputy leader of the Opposition
calls it. The Mansard report continue--

In Committee.
Clauses 2-54 inclusive, with the fol-

lowing amendmnents:-
That Is practically the whole Bill.

Mr. O'Nell: Oh, no!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: It continues-
Clause 6.

Then there is a whole series of amend-
ments which are the Government's own
amendments. It continues-

Clause 7.
Then there is a series of amendments
which are the Government's own amend-
ments. It continues-

Clause 11.
And then-

Clauses 55-98 inclusive, with the
following amendments:-

The amendments are set out. Then fol-
lowed clauses 110, 111, 121, 124, and 128.
The Opposition was not allowed to utter
a single word with regard to those amend-
ments. The Opposition ought to talk about
applying the gag!

Sir Charles Court: When that motion
came down it got you off the hook.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Opposition
ought to talk about a gag, when a whole
Bill of more than 100 clauses was pushed
through the House without the Opposition
having an opportunity to move an amend-
ment or say anything about the Govern-
ment's amendments.

Sir Charles Court: You know why that
occurred,

Mr. J. T. TONKIN.: I think the Opposi-
tion has a hide to move an amendment
like this-

Mr. O'Connor: After what you are try-
ing to do!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -after its own exer-
cise.

Sir Charles Court: Instead of defeating
the House, as I gather you intend to do.

Mr. J. T. TONZCIN: The Opposition
ought to be ashamed of itself after a per-
formance like that, when there were four
speakers.

I have not a great deal more to say about
this but I want to make a slight correction.
It is said that open confession is good for
the soul and that to err is human and to
forgive Is divine.

Mr. O'Nell: Now you are divine?
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: There was a slight

inaccuracy in an answer I gave this after-
noon. I said the Deputy Premier in the
Brand Government had moved an amend-
ment and, without giving the Opposition
an opportunity for a single speech, the
gag was applied.

I came to that conclusion after relying
upon my memory and after taking a quick
look at the Votes and Proceedings. I have
had more time to check the matter since
and I find one speech was made. That is
not a great deal of difference, but It is a
difference. I apologise to the House for
giving the wrong information.
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The point I am now making Is that a
former Deputy Premier (the late A. P.
Watts) moved an amendment to an
amendment to the Address-in-Reply,
allowed one speech-which was made by
my colleague, Mr. T. D. Evans, the present
Attorney-General-and then applied the
gag.

Mr. O'Neil: And Pairs were called off.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: No further oppor-
tunity was given to members to speak;
yet the amendment concerned the import-
ant question of rail freights being in-
creased in contradiction of the Govern-
ment's election policy. Before the election
the Government said there would be no in-
crease in costs to producers, and in our
amendment we were pointing out that the
Government had gone back on Its under-
taking. Therefore we moved the amend-
ment. The then Deputy Premier moved to
delete certain words from our amendment
in order to turn it to the advantage of the
Government. He allowed one more speech
to be made and then gagged the debate.

Under the circumstances I say it Is rank
hypocrisy on the Dart of the Opposition to
come forward with an amendment such as
the one before us now.

Sir Charles Court: That was after 11
days on the Address-in-Reply.

Mr. J. T. TONKJIN: This Is the fourth
se-mendment to the Address-In-Reply In five
days. Can the Leader of the Opposition
give me an example in the last 40 years to
equal it?

Sir Charles Court: You have got this
one only through your own fault; through
your own arrogance and stupidity.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'Neil: There are seven mare speak-

ers on the Address-in-Reply.
Mr. Graham: Talk about overplaying his

hand.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Four amendments

in five days!
Mr. Graham:- He has a head like a foot-

ball.
Mr. Hutchinson: One self-inflicted.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: One of those amend-

inents was obviously designed for the pur-
pose of obstructing the Government.

Mr. O'Connor: It was to protect the pub-
lic.

Mr. Jamieson: That will be the day.
Sir Charles Court: We are further ahead

with the Address-in-Reply than we have
been for years.

Mr. J, T. TONKIN: In those circum-
stances, and within the Standing Orders,
I felt justified in bringing the debate on
the amendment to a conclusion. 'Under
similar circumstances I would not hesitate
to do it again.

MR. NALDER (Katanning) [9.03 Pm.]:
it is diffcult In a restricted debate such as
this not to refer to matters which have
been mentioned already. However, I rise
to make this point: I feel a situation could
develop, if we allow the action taken last
night to go unchallenged, in which this
practice could occur whenever amend-
ments are moved to the Address-in-Reply.

The Premier has indicated tonight what
the position has been in the past. When
he was on this side of the House he at-
tached great importance to amendments
to the Address-in-Reply. I point out that
when the Opposition feels it is necessary
to draw the attention of the House to
something which has occurred, it should
have the opportunity to do so. It appears
that the matter raised last night and pre-
sented to the Rouse was so important that
the Government was fearful of what would
be said.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Oh!
Mr. NALDER: It appears the Govern-

mnent was embarrassed about what would
be said. There Is no doubt about that,

Mr. J. T. Tonikin: Who was going to
say it?

Mr. NALDER: The basis of the amend-
ment moved last night was of vital import-
ance to this country. I can only say that
if the Press Is to be taken to pieces, as
was suggested in an article which appeared
in the newspaper-

Mr. Jamieson: How was It going to be
taken to pieces?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Jamnieson: Don't make stupid state-

ments.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister

for Works will keep order. So will other
mnembers.

Mr. NALDER: We have every right to
draw the attention of the public to a situ-
ation which we believe is of vital import-
ance to their rights and privileges.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You were not dented
that right.

Mr. NALDER: If the Premier had any
appreciation at all of the matter he would
realise It is of vital importance. I can re-
call that when he was in Opposition the
position was reversed time and time again.
As the Leader of the Opposition and as a
member of the Opposition at every avail-
able opportunity he took full advantage of
amendments moved to the Address-In-
Reply.

Mr. O'Neil: Hear, heart

Mr. NALDER: Are we going to allow a
situation to develop In this House wherein
the Premier will rise to his feet and gag
the debate after only three speeches have

397
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been made on an amendment? If we al-
low the action of the Premier to go un-
challenged I believe that situation will
develop whenever a genuine attempt is
made by the Opposition to indicate a situ-
ation which is of vital importance to the
country. If that is to be the situation
then I will rise to my feet every time and
object to It because I think debate will be
stifled and the value of this House of Par-
liament will be undermined.

I make a further interesting point. I
refer to interjectlons made by members
of the present Government when they were
in Opposition; and in circumstances simi-
lar to those of tonight. I know you will
not allow me to read the report at length,
Mr. Speaker, but if members turn to page
547 of the 1960 Hansard they will see the
type of interjection made during a debate
on an amendment to the Address-in-Re-
ply by the then Premier and the then
member for East Perth, who is the pres-
ent Deputy Premier. The word "squib"
was used so many times that it nearly
filled a page. It was used in reference to
the member who moved that a division be
taken.

Mr. Graham: Who was the mover?

Mr. NALDER: It was the then member
for Sunbury. I draw the attention of the
House to that debate because the position
is now reversed. I rose to my feet simply
to indicate that the Opposition has every
right to bring to the notice of the House
any important matter it believes should
be aired In the interests of the public.* I
say we will lose that right if we are not
careful.

I regret very much that the Premier
saw fit last night to gag the debate with-
out making a comment. Had he com-
mented on the amendment and then
moved that the House divide, it would
have been a different matter.

Mr. Jamieson: He could not do that.
You know that.

Mr. NALDER: He could have asked an-
other person to move it.

Mr. Jamieson: Make proper statements
instead of waffling on.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. NALER: I will not worry about
the Minister for Works,

Mr. Jamileson: Yes. I know all about
you.

Mr. NALER: Had the Premier corn-
mnented on the amendment probably the
Opposition would have been satisfied up
to a point; but to move the gag without
saying a word was in my opinion of very
doubtful value as far as this House is
concerned.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Leader of the Opposition) [9.10 p.m.]: I
support the motion.

Mr. Hartrey: I thought you might.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would like to
say a few words in answer to the com-
ments of the Premier, because it Is most
important that some of the younger mem-
bers of this Chamber understand fully the
position that arose in this House in 1963.
To say the least, it was a disgrace to the
Labor Party.

Mr. Jamieson: And so was the Minister
who was handling the Bill.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The House was
In absolute ferment, not for hours, but
for days. We had organised people com-
ing here to interject, and to try to over-
rule the Speaker and the Chairman of
Committees; we had loud speakers in the
car park; and we had members Intimi-
dated as they went home at night. The
Minister for Works cannot deny that.

Mr. Jamieson: I have been Intimidated
before, but I do not worry about it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That episode
was a disgrace to Parliament. If the
younger members read the comments of
the then Leader of the Opposition and the
person who is now the Deputy Premier-

Mr. Graham: To which incident are you
referring?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The debate on
the Industrial Arbitration Act Amendment
Bill.

Mr. Graham: In what year?

Sir CHARLES COURT: In 1963. 1 want
to say that, to the credit of the present
Premier, he always looked uneasy during
that debate. I think he and one or two
other members of the Labor Party were
not amused at the antics of some of their
colleagues at the time. We have moved
this amendment tonight because-

Mr. Davies: For publicity.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -it Is the Only
avenue available to us to protest at what
occurred last night.

The Address-in-Reply is an institution;
it is something quite special in the Parlia-
ment. It is one of the two occasions each
year when members of all parties may
express themselves freely on a host of
matters.

Mr. Davies: You supported the move to
cut down the time limit for speeches to
45 minutes.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That does not
preclude anyone from speaking to the
motion.
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Mr, Davies: You would have cut it down
more if you could have.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Q'Neil: You are arguing against

your Premier now.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The real issue

is the action taken by the Government
last night to deny this Chamber the right
to debate a most important matter. I was
amazed at the action of the Premier.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Allowing four members
to speak; is that denying your right?

Mr. Hutchinson: No reply.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Unless the Gov-

ernment is prepared to defend itself, to
explain its position, or to justify its actions
we cannot have proper debate.

Mr. Jamieson: There was nothing to ex-
plain. You misinterpreted what was there.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I make the point
that when the Premier answered some
questions without notice I asked of him
this afternoon he stated quite categorically
that he regarded the industrial arbitration
legislation of 1983 as being of much
greater importance than the matter we
wished to debate last night.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I repeat that.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I categorically

deny that, because there is nothing so im-
portant in this country as the freedom of
the people; and once we lose the freedom
of the Press we lose the freedom of the
people.

Mr. Jamieson; We lost that long ago.

Sir CHARLES COURT: No-one has been
criticised more in the Press over the years
than I have been. Whilst I might have
protested from time to time about the
form of the criticism, I have never pro-
tested that the Press had no right to do
so. I have taken some heavy punishment
over the years but I have never said the
Press has no right to mete it out. I want
to say that the most important issue we
should be discussing at the moment is the
freedom of the people of our community,
and with It the freedom of the Press,
whether or not we like what it says. That
is the matter we were denied the oppor-
tunity to debate last night. It is most
important we should understand what we
were referring to last night because the
present amendment flowed from it only be-
cause we were denied our democratic right.

I am not arguing, and I have Dot argued
by interjection about the Premier's legal
right to do what he did last night; but
there are two tests of governmnent-the
moral right of government, and the legal
right of government. The new Federal Gov-
erment has acted legally in what it has
done, but it has been acting immorally in
many eases. This is the test of government
as to whether it is morally as well as leg-
ally right In doing what it does.

Last night we were wanting to debate the
following amendment to the motion-

That the following words be added
to the Address-in-Reply motion:-

;but we regret to have to Inform
Your Excellency that we deplore
the failure of the Government to
denounce and disassociate itself
from the implied threats by the
State Executive of the Australian
Labor Party to impose press
censorship by Industrial action
which is, in effect, an extension of
the industrial Intimidation now
being practised by the Transport
Workers Union (T.W.U.) and
brought to the notice of the
Legislative Assembly 22nd March,
1973.

The Press reference to which we were
referring, which was the subject of that
motion, was very clear. It appeared in
The West Australian of the 27th March
under the heading of, "Lab. claims bias
in 'The West' . This deals with two main
issues; one is the general allegations
against The West Australian, and the
other is a specific one In respect of report-
ing the T.W.U. debate in this H-ouse and
the comments made outside of it.

We only wanted the Government to dis-
sociate itself from those comments, but it
declined to do so-and declined in the
most undemocratic and most arrogant way
possible by denying a proper discussion in
this place through its use of the gag
mechanism.

Mr. Davies: You want us to deny the
Press report. That was as much as I knew
about it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In a few short
words the Government could have put
this matter at rest by saying, "We are
opposed to any industrial action which Is
intended to achieve censorship of the
Press." However, the Government was not
prepared to use that one short sentence,
and for very good reason; that is, the fear
of its masters at Trades Hall. If the Gov-
ermnent did that, then between the State
Executive of the A.LP. and the T.L.C. the
Ministers would not remain as Ministers
tomorrow.

Mr. Jamieson: You are a no-hoper. That
is all you are.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I1 want to say
this: If the Premier had spoken to explain
his views and to complain about the so-
called obstruction, and then got some other
member to move the gag, he would have
some moral grounds on which to have
the gag moved. But he was not prepared
to give us the satisfaction or the courtesy
of hearing even one comment from him.
There are such things as courtesy between
the Opposition and the Government of the
day; and a Government with a majority of
one does not get very far if It does not
show a reasonable amount of courtesy.
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Mr. Jamieson: Are you making some
implied threats?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I now want to
deal with the Industrial Arbitration Act
Amendment Bill of 1963. My deputy stated
very clearly, and I thought it was a good
exercise to have it stated so clearly, some
of the events that led to the guillotine
being applied at that time.

Mr. Davies: I did not think you wanted
to bring this matter up.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to bring
it up, because It is an example of when
the guillotine machinery and the gag
machinery can be used and, in fact, should
be used, because on this occasion-as mem-
bers who were here at the time will recall
-the very processes of Parliament were
being denied to the Government by every
trick which could have been found, not in
debating the merits of the Bill but In
frustrating the House to a point of absolute
danger. It was not funny to have policemen
here by the dozen to protect the members
and the property of Parliament House.
Those are the circumstances.

The Premier of the day, the then Mr.
David Brand, was very patient. I am sure
the Leader of the Country Party will con-
firm this. People were saying, "Stop the
nonsense from continuing UP there." The
reply of the Premier of the day was, "No.
we have to allow a reasonable time and be;
generous with the time." So we stuck It out.
If Cabinet had had its way we would have
applied the guillotine much earlier.

Mr. Davies: That would not have sur-
prised me.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am saying this
because of the unfair comments that have
been made about him in this morning's
newspaper. At that time Sir David Brand
said. "We have to be generous with the
amount of time before we use this machin-
ery." He detested having to use it, but It
was after an inordinate amount of time
had been allowed-and there was no alleg-
ation that any member who wanted to
debate the Bill genuinely was refused
ample time to do so-that the guillotine
was applied.

We are very unhappy about the present
situation, unhappy about the last session,
and unhappy with the way this session has
started off. There has been no lack of co-
operation on the part of the Opposition.

Mr. Jamieson: You talk a lot of rubbish.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The time factor

i* involved in this motion, and I am refer-
ring to the gag. It has been employed, but
we have not been obstructive.

Mr. Jamieson: You were during the
whole of the last session.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Govern-
ment knew how to handle properly the
management of this House we would have
Proceeded along very well. I would now like

to give the figures of the sitting days on
which the Address-In-Reply motion was
debated in the years from 1955 to 1970.
They are as follows-

Days spent on
Address-in-Reply

1955 .... B
1956 9

1957 - .. 7
1958 .6

I hope members will recall that was the
period when we were in Opposition.

Turning to the Period when the Labor
Party was In Opposition the following are
the figures of the sitting days on which the
Address-In-Reply motion was debated-

1959
1960
1961
1962 ..
1963 ..
1964 *

1965
1966 ..
1967
1968
1969 ..
1970 ..

Mr. Davies:
prove?

Days spent on
Address-in-Reply

10

12
8

.... .... 13
10
'7

10
What do those figures

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am showing
members opposite something. Where did
the obstruction come from? If one were
to read some of the debates which took
place when the Labor Party was In Oppo-
sition one would not be amused at the
amount of time that was wasted on pro-
cedural matters. That is not the way to
run a country; maybe in debating a Bill it
is a different matter. In those 12 years the
average number of days per year spent
on the Address-in-Reply was 10.2.

Let us look at the situation in 1971 and
1972 while we have been in Opposition and
have been termed obstructionists. In the
first year we took nine days and last year,
eight days. If the Premier had only ob-
served the required courtesy yesterday, we
would have had the debate out of the way
by tomorrow without any trouble at all,
and it would have been completed in six
days.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: We know what you
are doing in the top room.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If we include
the formal procedural day, it would have
been a total of seven days.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: We'll wait and see.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: We have heard
all this hullabaloo about amendments. I
took out the figures today Concerning
the number of amendments moved by the
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Labor Party to the Address-in-Reply be-
tween 1959 and 1971. in 1959 there were
two; 1960, four; 1961, two; 1963, three;
and In 1904 there were five.

Mr. Davies: You deserved them.
Mr. O'Neil: You admit they are war-

ranted in certain circumstances?
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Labor

Party was apparently so ashamed of Itself
after the five amendments in 1904 that
It moved none in 1955. However, in 1966
there was one: in 1967, two; 1968, two;
1969, two; and in 1970 there were again
two. The average was just over two per
year. This Indicates that when It Is In
Opposition, the Labor Party wants to use
every procedural trick it can to try to pro-
long the agony for the Government, but
when in government, the Labor Party
wants us to sit here mealymouthed and
let everything go through. However, the
Government is not going to have things
so cheaply or easily as far as we are con-
cerned.

We consider a big issue is involved.
Yesterday we desired to debate a vital
issue which Is more important to the com-
munity than the industrial arbitration
system or even the Budget itself.

Mr. Hartrey: In your opinion!
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I am not surprised

that is your opinion.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The very free-

dom of the community Is at stake.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The conditions of the

workers don't mean much to you.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The action taken

yesterday suggests a new, significant, and
sinister reason behind the appointment of
a Commonwealth Minister for the Media.
it gives it an entirely new and sinister
meaning for us, after last night's experi-
ence when we wanted to discuss the threat
of industrial censorship. What occurred?
Not a speech from the Government by way
of answer.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin* Was there a reference
to industrial censorship?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes.
Mr. J. T1. Tonkin: That is your interpre-

tation.
Mr. O'Connor:- You do not deny it.
Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to come

back to the subject of the guillotine motion
and the division of the House in 1903,
because I was one of the Ministers at the
time and I do not run away from It at
all. I believe that Is a case when a Gov-
ernment is entitled to take that action.
whether the Government be a Liberal-
Country Party Government or a Labor
Government. That is the reason for the

Provision. I think we must get a clear
understanding between the Government
and the Opposition not only for today,
but for ever; that Is. that the clause is
available for use under certain circum-
stances.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What clause?
Sir CHARLES COURT: The clause in

our Standing Orders.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You had to amend

the Standing Orders.
Mr. Janieson: It was not there at all.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Here goes the

Premier again.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin; I am stating the facts.

It was not In the Standing Orders.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Listen for a

moment, There is no provision in our
Standing Orders to enable us to deal with
all stages of a Bill on the one sitting day,
but what do we do every year?

Mr. J. TI. Tonkin: But that is not apply-
ing the gag.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is.
Mr. O'Neil: It is stifling debate.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: To put a whole Bill

through without allowing discussion on any
of the clauses is what we are dealing with.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Every year we
suspend Standing Orders for what pur-
pose? We do it so all the Bills and the
Estimates and everything else can go
through all stages In the one day. That
is what we do. That is not in Standing
Orders, but we do it because We are
masters of our own destiny.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: But without gagging
the debate.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Do not talk
about that.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You can't see the
difference.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That Is done to
expedite the business of the House and
to avoid procedural delays. In other
words, we bypass the checkpoints-the
delays which are usual between the first
reading, the second reading, the Commit-
tee stage, and the third reading. That
suspension of Standing Orders in itself is
a procedure which weakens the public's
protection. We have been doing it for so
long that there is a grave danger that
something serious will get through one
day-not necessarily wittingly, but unwit-
tingly-because of the lack of checkpoints
all along the way.

I sincerely hope that from the debate
tonight we will get some understanding
that regardless of the Party in' power it
will not use the provision to divide the
House as a gag unless for a very good
reason.
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Today I asked the Premier to give us
an undertaking that he would not use this
procedure again unless the opportunity has
been given for a full debate. I amn not
asking that he not use it-full stop. I am
asking that it not be used unless a reason-
able debate by a reasonable number of
speakers from each side-and I emphasise
the words "from each slde"-is allowed.
It is not possible to have a one-sided
debate.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Time after time when
you were over here your side did not get
up to speak.

Mr. Graham: On numerous occasions.
Sir CHARLES COURT: If they did not

rise to speak, that is their business.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: it is all right if you

don't do it, but not if we don't.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: We come back

to the morals of the issue. The Premier
knows that it is one of the unwritten laws
that under the system we use-and it is
a good system-a Government must Justify
its actions when challenged by the Oppo-
sition. The Government must explain what
it did.

Mr. Jamieson, it is under no obligation
to do so at all.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: If that is the

Minister's interpretation, I am glad to
have it. I hope we do not have it as an
unwritten Jaw that the Government will
continue to remain silent.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is no new Pro-
cedure. I was following your example.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I was trying to
extract from the Government an under-
taking-so that we could allow yesterday's
action to slip into an unpleasant memory
-that the gag would naot in future he
applied unless Parliament had had a reas-
onable chance to debate the subject In
question and at least get the answers from
the Government. I was not asking that the
gag never be used because if we misbe-
have and hold the Government up for days
likce the Government did to us when it was
in Opposition during the passage of the in-
dustrial arbitration legislation, It would
be entitled to take action once we started
using procedural motions instead of en-
gaging in genuine debate. That is when
the gag should be applied-when mem-
bers start to use procedural devices for a
purpose for which they were never
intended.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: They were not the
only occasions on which your Government
used the gag.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It was then
accused of unfairly applying the gag.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You were In office for
more than one year.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Premier re-
ferred to 1960 as another instance,

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is right-an
amendment to the Address -in-Reply.

Sir CHARLES COURT: After four
amendments, 11 sitting days of debate, and
I think 82 speeches. That is when it hap-
pened. If I were in the situation of
the present Premier in those circumstances
I would agree to apply the gag. I say
again, with complete conviction-and I am
sure the Leader of the Country Party will
back me up-the Premier of the day was
most reluctant. We would have done it
earlier if we had had our way because the
debate was so drawn out and so stupid. It
was done on the 11th day at 1.37 an.
after 24 Government speeches and 58
Opposition speeches.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is about the
proportion we are getting now. It Is about
the same ratio and you are complaining.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The ratio was
two to one. We are now getting about 10
to one. I want to make the point that I
asked a question of the Premier today in
the hope that he would give me a reply
which would at least give us some con-
fidence that we would not have a repeat
of last night's performance. However, I
did not receive that assurance and the
Premier rebuked us completely and said
that the action taken was reasonable.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I said more than that,
and you know very well I did.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We discussed
the question of pairs because the Premier's
former Leader was very angry, back in
1960, when the House was divided after 11
days and 82 speeches. I can remember, as
vividly as if it were today, him shouting
about pairs being off. The Premier knows
what happened afterwards.

I want to say to the Premier that we
have an arrangement so far as pairs are
concerned which we have honoured. The
arrangement enables Ministers to go about
their official business.

Mr. Jamieson: Not always.
Sir CHARLES COURT: After last

night's experience I think the Premier
would be amazed if we did not sit down
and have another look at the arrangement.

Mr, J. T. Tonkin: I will be interested to
hear what you have to say.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Do not tempt
us to take such action but it might be
the only way in which to get some courtesy
and some recognition of the Opposition.
The Opposition has a role to play in this
Parliament.

Mr. Graham: The Government has a
role to govern.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Opposition
Is here to do a Job; to study and analyse
the work of the Government; to criticise
where necessary; and to seek amendments
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where necessary. 1, for one, have no In-
tention of relaxing our vigilance at all.
What the Premier did last night will not
stop me, and I am certain it will not stop
my colleagues. We have a duty to look at
the pairs Question but I assure the Premier
that we will not do anything precipitous
as he did last night. We will have the
courtesy to advise him first.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You have not always
done that in the past.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We have.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: There was an occasion

during the last session when pairs were off .
Sir CHARLES COURT: No Liberal

Pairs were off.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Opposition pairs were

off.
Mr. Graham: You call yourself the

leader of the Opposition.
Sir CHARLES COURT; Yes, but that

does not include the Country Party. Your
Government has agreed to another set-up
whereby there is a third whip. That
Particular issue was not a matter of the
Government being censured; it was a pro-
cedural matter of the House, I have looked
up all the references to that occasion and I
very much doubt whether pairs apply to
procedural matters, such as a member
being evicted from the House.

Mr. Jamieson: It does in the Federal
House.

Sir CHARLES COURT: No, It does not.
Mr. Jamieson: Yes it does; I have been

there.
Sir CHARLE S COURT: I have checked

with the Federal people and they cannot
understand the reasons for the argument.
They have said that on a matter such as
that pairs arc not effective because it has
nothing to do with the future of the Gov-
ernnment; it is a matter of the business of
the House.

Mr. H. D. Evans: There is a moral obli-
gation.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I come back to

the point which is really the crux of this
issue. I refer to the question of the free-
dom of the Press on which subject debate
was denied us last night. The members of
the Labor Party should be the last people
to talk about The West Ausstralian, or any
other part of the media being biased to-
wards them. The Australian media turned
over backwards to put the Whitlamn Gov-
ernment into power. The people were
amazed at the way the mass media sud-
denly got behind the Labor Party to try to
put it in office.

Mr. Jamieson. Did The West Australian
do this too?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Now, one of the
most important daily papers Is biased!
This Is straightout intimidation. Members

of the Labor Party, having got themselves
in, want to consolidate their position by
threats. It could be a stoppage In the sup-
ply of ink, a stoppage in the supply of
paper, or the holding back of labour.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Are you not out of
order?

Mr. O'Neil: Has the Premier read the
motion very carefully?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I cannot see any rele-
vance to the motion in what is being said.

Sir CHARLES COURT: if it is desirable
that I should prolong my comments I will
explain the situation to the Premier.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: What I have said

is relevant to the motion. Also, one is
usually allowed to reply to what has
already been said.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I am not aware that
any words have been spoken about the
mass media.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Speaker has
allowed me to reply. If I transgress
Standing Orders the Speaker will not let
me get away with it.

I have said about all I want to say on the
matter. However, I want to make the point
that it was a question of the freedom of
the Press being challenged. We can forget
whether it was The West Australian, The
Tribune, or The WeT CrY. The threat is
that the paper may not get ink, supplies of
newsprint, oil, or its deliveries could be
interrupted.

Mr. Jamnieson: That was not stated; you
read that into IL. You have a fertile
imagination.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Jamieson: Read it again.

The SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr. O'Neil: The Minister for Works is

the State President.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of

the Opposition.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members will

keep order-the Ministers and back-bench-
ers. If we are to make progress the mem-
ber on his feet must be given a chance to
make his point. I call on the Leader of
the Opposition.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. I have very little more to say
before I resume my seat which, no doubt,
members will be grateful to hear. How-
ever, I want to return to where I com-
menced. The great issue is that the Ad-
dress-in-Reply Is the time during which
members can address themselves to various
matters. If the Government had been
frustrated or harassed it would have been
in order to use Standing Orders. I do not
question the legality of the action taken,
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but the moral involved when standing
orders are used. I support the amend-
menit moved by the member for Ploreat.

MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta-Minister for
Development and Decentrallsatlon) [9.39
p.m,.J: Mr. Speaker-

Mr. O'Neil: Who is being obstructive
now?

Mr. GRAHAM; It Is impossible to win.
one Is criticised for not speaking, and
when one does rise to speak there is a
similar response.

Mr. Hutchinson: We are assailed by
interjections.

Mr. GRAHAM; Nobody attempts to Stop
the interjections.

Mr. Hutchinson: You must accept them
also.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GRAHAM: I am rather amnazed at

the hypocrisy of the situation. There Is
objection from the Opposition benches
because I seek to speak when the leader
of what sits opposite to us resumes his
seat after complaining about the indignity
to the Opposition because members of the
Government have not spoken. This, Mr.
Speaker, is typical of the complete and
utter insincerity and hypocrisy of the
Opposition.

Mr. O'Connor: You have said more
while sitting in your seat than you have
on your feet this year.

Mr. GRAHAM: The member who has
Just interrupted has probably been speak-
ing more from that part of his anatomy
of which mention has been made by him.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GRAHAM: It amazes me to listen

to the "Paragons of virtue" on the other
side of the House. Coincidentally, durihg
the drivel which we have heard tonight, I
was reading to my consternation some-
thing of what has been occurring In this
fair country of ours, Australia. I was
reading about ex-Liberal Ministers who
were seeking to cover up for and protect
assassins in this country.

Mr. O'Neil: What is all this rubbish?
Mr. GRAHAM: Yet, the same Liberals

are talking about our glorious freedoms,
the liberty of the subject and the rights
of the people. I say this meshes perfectly
with the earlier description of cant, hypo-
crisy, and humbug on the part of those
who are politically opposed to us.

The Premier has already pointed out the
cases--two during the six years of the
Hawke Labor Government, but many more
in the history of Western Australia-
where the Liberal Party, irrespective of
the title under which it paraded and aided
and abetted by the Country Party, has
defeated Bills In the Legislative Council

before one word of debate has ensued. On
those occasions, the Minister in charge of
the legislation was not given the oppor-
tunity to describe that legislation. Mem-
bers were not given a chance to see the Bill
because, at that stage, it had not been
produced in the Parliament. The Leader
of the Opposition made certain ill-informed
interjections when statements along these
lines were made by the Premier. The
Leader of the Opposition said that the leg-
islation had run the gauntlet of the Legis-
lative Assembly and the contents were
known. I point out that there have been
occasions in the last few years when a Bill
which has originated in the Legislative
Council at the Instigation of a Labor mem-
ber has been defeated at the first reading.

Mr. O'Connor: What Bill was that?
Mr. GRAHAM: These are the people who

talk about the freedoms to be enjoyed
by citizens and about proscribing the
rights of members of Parliament! I re-
member very well the evening of the 12th
November, 1963, when this House was in
Committee on the Industrial Arbitration
Act Amendment Bill which has received
a great deal of mention this evening. I
was sitting on the Opposition side of
the Chamber and the member for Wel-
ington was occupying the Chair. The
present Deputy Leader of the Opposition
(the member for East Melville) was then
the Government Whip. He was sitting on
his tail in his seat. I was on my feet ad-
dressing the Chairman of Committees. The
Chairman of Committees ignored me comn-
pletely, turned his head around to the right
hand side of the Chamber-I could almost
hear his neck squeak-and gave the call to
the person who is now the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition for the purpose Of mov-
Ing the gag.

Mr. O'Neil: The Deputy Premier is re-
flecting on the Chair.

Mr. GRAHAM: Yet, tonight we heard
crocodile tears from the same honourable
member, as if he were offended. There
is no sincerity whatsoever in the charge
that debate was gagged. Altogether, 17
members on the other side of the House
had not spoken. Each one of them has
had the opportunity to speak in turn
to the Address-in-Reply and to make
known in this House, to his heart's con-
tenit, anything he found wrong in decisions
taken by the State Executive of the Aus-
tralian Labor Party. All in all, 17 members
on the other side of the House, whether
they be Liberal or Country Party members,
were perfectly free to set about their
business in this Chamber as they thought
fit. Over and above that, four were
Permitted to speak to the amendment
last night before the gag-If we are
to call it that--was applied. Apart from
the four who spoke last night, 17 others
were perfectly at liberty to speak to the
general debate on the Address-in-Reply.
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We can well appreciate how this smacks of
insincerity. Obviously some poor reports
have been coming from Bunbury.

Mr. R. L. Young: That is true. On the
chances of the Labor Party.

Mr- GRAHAM: The new Leader of the
Liberal Party Is afraid of the image he
has attempted to create for himself: he
is afraid of a rebuff. There is evidence
of this at the present moment. We heard
a great deal of ballyhoo before Parliament
met. We heard that this would be a fiery
session and that Sir Charles Court was go-
ing to do this, that, and the next thing In
his usual dramatic style. He now finds It
necessary to act. of course, be is overacting
in the Parliament. I1 can almost hear his
words in the party room, "Give It to them
boys. Let us have an amendment every
day. Let us prevent this Government
from governing. To hell with what the
people say."1

Mr. O'Neil: There is no doubt we can
hear you-

Sir Charles Court: You will have a by-
election. On Stirling figures we could
win your seat.

Mr. GRAHAM: It does not matter to the
Leader of the Opposition that my Govern-
mnent has been elected to govern. It does
not matter that we are being prevented
because of the obstructive tactics of the
Opposition. It does not matter that we
have a mandate. After all, if a party
states its policy and is elected to office,
it has an obligation to give effect to that
policy.

What do we find? We find that the
"high-principled" Liberal Party members
make speeches in this Chamber but its
members in another place are blocking
the will of the people. Approximately half
of the members of the Liberal and Coun-
try Parties in another place were elected
almost six years ago. These people are
blocking the will of a Government which
was elected two years ago. Yet, the Liber-
als talk about the rights of the people.

Mr. R. L. Young: The people who elected
them are doing all right.

Mr. Gayfer: I think you need this.
Mr. GRAHAM: The member for Avon

has passed me a glass of water. I almost
forgot I was in the Chamber of this PIVr-
liament.

Mr. O'Neil: We still would have heard
YOU.

Sir Charles Court: Is there a doctor
in the House? Give him a tranqulliser.

Mr. O'Connor: His blood pressure is
coming up.

Mr. GRAHAM: I am perfectly composed.
Mr. R. L. Young: As always!
Mr. O'Neil: Even the people In the gal-

lery are laughing.

Mr. GRAHAM: The member for East
Melville always has his eyes on the Press
gallery.

Mr. Q'Neil: I am not talking about the
Press gallery but the public gallery.

Mr. GRAHAM:, I do not know what re-
lationship the member for East Melville
has with the Press. Perhaps he hopes be-
yond hope that he will say something tun-
usual or extreme, like the member for
South Perth, and be given headlines. or,
is it necessary to own shares in the estab-
lishment to assist one's course in that
direction?

Mr. O~eil: Gutter politics, where you
are right at home.

Mr. Bertram: Who has shares?
Mr. GRAHAM: I do not know whether

the member for South Perth has shares.
Mr. O'Neil: it is only gutter politics and

snide insinuations.
Mr. GRAHAM: I only know that the

member for South Perth can make ridicu-
lous and extravagant statements which are
almost accepted chapter and verse. Per-
haps he has some power or influence, or
casts some spell. I do not know what it
is. Good luck to him. Most members of
Parliament would wish they were as suc-
cessful.

Mr. Grayden: Remember the advice,
"Don't strut-the peacock of today may
be the feather duster of tomorrow!"

Mr. GRAHAM: That, Mr. Speaker, is as
old and corny as the general outlook of the
Liberal Party.

Mr. Hutchinson: And Quite as true.
Mr. GRAHAM: The member for South

Perth, who has interjected, was once set
upon by the Liberal Party. The leader of
the day (Sir David Brand) made a per-
sonal appeal to the electors of South Perth,
"Get Grayden out of the State Parlia-
men t." We must stretch our imaginations
to the extreme to ascertain how that meas-
'ares up with the fact that the same per-
son is now the spokesman for the Liberal
Party and last night moved an amendment
to the Address-in -Reply.

Mr. R. L, Young: To err is human and to
forgive divine.

Mr. O'Neil: The member for Floreat
moved the present amendment.

Mr. GR-AHAM: How the wheel turns! I
am overwhelmed by the amount of space
given to members on the other side of the
House. Perhaps. Mr. Speaker, you will per-
mit me one sentence of digression.

Mr. O'Connor: How much space will you
get on the front page of The Sunday Times
this week?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'Connor: Only one sentence?
Sir Charles Court: Take a deep breath,

because it is bound to be a long one.

405



406 (ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. O'Neil: Only one sentence?
Mr. GRAHAM: If the Leader of the Op-

position would shut up It would be possible
for me to say what I want to say.

Sir Charles Court: Grow up!
Mr. O'Neil: Two sentences already!
Sir Charles Court: The Deputy Premier

has been saying "Shut up" ever since I
came into the Parliament. He should learn
a better phrase.

Mr. GRAHAM: It is a shame the Leader
of the Opposition does not take notice. We
all know that he was in the Parliament
for only a few weeks before everyone-in-
cluding members on the other side of the
House-was calling him "Chattering
Charlie".,

Mr. O'Neil: I am not game to mention
In this Chamber what tbey call you.

Mr. O'Connor: I said, "Gruesome
Graham".

Sir Charles Court: The Standing Orders
do not permit us to tell you the facts of
life.

Mr. GRAHAM: We might as well get it
in Hfansard and in the Press.

Mr. Bryce: The back-benchers cannot
hear the interjections.

Mr. GRAHAM: Did the member for Mt.
Lawley make an interjection?

Mr. O'Connor: Yes.

Mr. GRAHAM: I would like him to re-
peat It.

Mr. O'Connor: It is recorded.
Mr. GRAHAM: We might as well have

It equally recorded, then.
Mr. O'Connor: You record it.

Mr. GRAHAM: A certain member sitting
opposite me has the reputation of being
"the bull of Parliament House".

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr. GRAHAM: I should say a great deal
of what emanates from the member for
Mt. Lawley could be put in that category.

Mr. 1. W. Manning: People who live In
glass houses shouldn't throw stones.

Mr. GRAHAM: In extreme fashion,
every time he talks-

Mr. O'Connor: People who live in glass
houses shouldn't throw stones.

Mr. Jamieson: That is a pretty old pro-
verb.

The SPEAKER: Order! Members will
keep order and the Minister will keep to
the context of the motion.

Mr. GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
There was probably provocation.

A resolution was carried at a meeting
of the Australian Labor Party on Monday
night. Judging by the performance of

those who sit opposite us, it would be
thought that some diabolical deed had
been perpetrated. No law of the land has
been broken. There is no threat of break-
ing any law of the land.

The SPEAKER: I hope the Minister
will couple this up with the motion.

Mr. GRAHAM: Mr. Speaker, is this not
a summation of the whole situation-that
the members of the Liberal Party have
felt that some dire action is on the verge
of taking place, that the Government has
not responded, and that the Government
has cut short the right of members of
the Opposition to speak?

Sir Charles Court: There is no doubt it
did.

Mr. GRAHAM: How serious Is the mat-
ter that the Government-

Mr. O'Connor: Extremely serious, and
you know it, too.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. GRAHAM; I repeat that no law was
broken and there was no threat of break-
ing a law. The members of the Liberal
Party are entitled to disagree as vloldntly
as they like-

Mr. Thompson: Provided they do not
do it in the House.

Mr. GRAHAM: -with the executive of
the Labor Party. No bona fide attempt
was made to ascertain the reaction of the
Government. If the Government Is on
trial, then assail the Government.

Sir Charles Court: We only ask you to
react.

Mr. GRAHAM: This was not a decision
of the Government. It was a decision of
a political Party and one which, I repeat.
offends against no law.

Sir Charles Court: It was reasonatle
to ask you to react. Do you agree with
what Chamberlain said? We regard it as
being very dangerous.

Mr. Jamieson; He did not say anything.

Mr. GRAHAM: Is it necessary to regard
the Government of the day as being a
number of dancing dolls?

Mr. O'Connor: You dance to the tune
of the unions.

Mr. GRAHAM: Every time the Opposi-
tion wants to raise an issue, the Govern-
ment Is required to come up with state-
rnents of rebuttal and reiterate what is to
be done. That is completely absurd.

Si Charles Court: The Government has
that responsibility.

Mr. GRAHAM: As I said the other even-
ing by way of interjection, this amend-
ment was Introduced by the back-benchers.

406
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Sir Charles Court: Because I had spoken
and the other two members on the front
bench had spoken. We could not intro-
duce It. The Deputy Leader still has to
speak.

Mr. Hutchinson: You use your men.
Mr. GRAHAM: It appears from what we

have been listening to tonight that this is a
matter concerning a principle so vital to
the freedoms we enjoy that nobody but
the highest members of the Opposition
should be in charge of it; instead of which
it was given to the boys at the back.

Sir Charles Court: So that the front-
benchers could come in, but you denied us
the right.

Mr. GRAHAM: Three of the back-
benchers spoke.

Sir Charles Court: And one on the front
bench.

Mr. GRAHAM: He was the fourth one in.
Sir Charles Court: We were waiting for

you to get up.
Mr. GRAHAM: It was launched by one

of the juniors. If it was a matter of such
high principle, the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, or certainly the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, would immediately have sprung
to his feet in order to support the case.
With so much at stake-

Sir Charles Court: It is normal to give
the Government a chance to rise. One of
the leaders supported the motion, so we
identified ourselves with it to the maximum
extent we were allowed within the Stand-
ing Orders.

Mr. GRAHAM: As no case had been
made out, we would have expected some-
one more responsible in the Opposition to
express the view of the Opposition. After
all, the Leader of the Opposition knows
the forms. He knows perfectly well that
agreement to an amendment is virtually a
vote of no confidence in the Government.
Therefore, if a vote of no confidence in the
Government were to be moved, surely it
would have been proper for one of the
leaders of the Opposition to move it.

Mr. I. W. Manning: Not necessarily.

Mr. GRAHAM: No-one from the Country
Party rose or made any attempt to rise.

Sir Charles Court: They did not get a
chance to do so.

Mr. GRAHAM: Because the situation was
dominated by the back-benchers of the
Liberal Party. The leadership of the Lib-
eral Party and the members of the Country
Party were out of it while the juniors were
having sport.

Sir Charles Court: The deputy leader
spoke on It.

Mr. GRAHAM: But he was the fourth in
line. If there is too much of this, it will
become tedious repetition. I repeat that
this is one of a whole series of incidents.

There have now been four amendments
moved to the Address-In-Reply. This is
the Bunbury circus being enacted by the
Liberal Party, and I suppose the Liberal
Party thinks it is having a telling effect
upon the electorate at that centre. As
there is tomorrow and all next week yet
to come, one would anticipate a whole
series of amendments designed to tickle the
fancy of the electors at Bunbury and to
play up the ego of the Liberal Party, in
the hope that some political advantage will
be gained from it. This, of course, is a
continuation of tactics that have been used
since we became the Government.

Sir Charles Court: We have not ob-
structed you as You used to obstruct us
night after night until early in the morn-
ing.

Mr. Jamieson: Mind your wings don't
catch on fire!

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GRAHAM: On numerous occasions

practically every member of the Opposition
has spoken on Hills which did not contain
cardinal principles of political philosophy.
This course was designed to embarrass the
Government. Of course, that was only
part of the story. The ultimate events took
place at the other end, where Governments
are not made and unmade. It Is a very
handy device for a Liberal Party to use
in an endeavour to defeat the Government.
The will of the People was thwarted in
Western Australia and it will also be
thwarted in Canberra, where a similar situ-
ation obtains.

I will conclude on the note on which I
started; that is, that 17 members of the
Opposition in the Liberal and Country
Parties have not addressed themselves to
the debate on the Address-In-Reply, and
every one of those 1'7 could have spoken up
in turn about this matter which is appar-
ently offensive to them.

Sir Charles Court: The Speaker would
have something to say about that.

Mr. GRAHAM: The great bulk of them
are still in a position to speak tomorrow
and next week and deal with the same
matter again.

Mr. Court: The Speaker would have
something to say about that.

Mr. GRAHAM: Therefore, there has not
been an incursion into their rights. Four
approved spokesmen of the Liberal Party
gave vent to their feelings last night. They
have not done much of a Job. If there is
a case to be made out, surely the Opposi-
tion could do more than that.

Sir Charles Court: You did not give us
a chance to develop It.

Mr. GRAHAM: We can see hew much
substance there is in that statement. I
suppose sooner or later the Opposition
will come up with the futile procedure of
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endeavouring to interfere with, delay, ob-
struct, and as far as it is able make
impossible the Intention of the Government
to have a legislative programme. More
than ever before the programme for the
session has been outlined by the Governor.
It is for that reason we repair to the
Legislative Council Chamber, we are told-
for the purpose of hearing the reasons for
the calling together of the Parliament. We
are not here to listen to a whole lot of
party political propaganda or statistics of
that nature.

Mr. Hutchinson: This is an Address-in-
Reply debate.

Mr. GRAHAM: We have a great deal of
important business to get through. Instead
of keeping us here with amendments night
after night, how about giving the Govern-
ment an opportunity to govern? The only
alternative is to sit here for longer hours
and for more days. I do not suppose that
prospect Is particularly pleasant for mem-
bers or staff. However, it is surely neces-
sary for the Government of the day to be
given an opportunity to pass vital legisla-
tion. Of course, I should not really say
.,Pass"~ legislation, I should say to pass
legislation through this Chamber-there is
an obstruction at the other end of the
building.

This Is a gesture for party political pour-
poses. It is time it Is forgotten, and there
may be more in that statement than meets
the eye. I suggest that members of the
Opposition look back into comparatively
recent history In order to make a full
assessment of what they themselves have
been responsible for.

Sir Charles Court: Go back to 1963.

Mr. GRAHA&M: Opposition members will
then see the excesses, the extremes, to
which their party has gone. I mentioned
earlier that Bills have been defeated before
they were even produced. I also mentioned
the case of a Chairman of Committees who
ignored a member on his feet and turned
his head around to give the call to a person
still sitting in his seat in the Chamber. It
is this type of action which the Liberal
Party has been responsible for in the vast,
and yet members of the same political
party have been making the sort of com-
ments which we have had the misfortune
to listen to this evening.

Sir Charles Court: Before you finish-
Mr. GRAHAM: I am completely unim-

pressed by the talk of Infringement of
rights, freedom, civil liberties, and this
type of thing.

Sir Charles Court: Before you finish, do
you intend to tell your newer members
how you stood outside and incited people
In the gallery?

Mr. Jamieson: It was a fellow member
of yours who incited the gallery.

Sir Charles Court: The Deputy Premier
has incited trade unionists to come down
here.

Mr. GRAHAM: That is in complete ac-
cord with the type of remarks wade by
the Leader of the Opposition.

Sir Charles Court: Tell us how you threw
all your papers off the desk.

Mr. GRAHAM:, The Leader of the Oppo-
sition will refer to anything-no matter
how far removed It is from the facts. The
greatest insinuator in Australia.

Sir Charles Court: That is not an in-
sinuation. It is a statement of fact.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir Charles Court: You have not told

us bow you threw them.
Mr. GRAHAM: For the sake of the

newer members, and to put the record
straight, because of very unsatisfactory
behaviour on the part of the Chairman of
Committees on that occasion, all the mem-
bers of the Opposition were most incensed
and walked out of the Chamber. At that
time we were sitting on the other side of
the House and many volumes of books
were immediately in front of us. In my
anxiety to leave the Chamber and the
rotten scene of which I had been a personal
victim, I happened to knock over a num-
ber of books.

Sir Charles Court: Rehearsed to the
second!I

Mr. GRAHAM: I was waiting for that.
We have members here who were not
present at the time.

Mr- O'Neil: That is what you are rely-
ing upon.

Mr. GRAHAM: Are the new members of
the Opposition so politically prejudiced
that they do not wish to hear the facts?
No-one has described the situation to them
and yet they are laughing their heads off.

Mr. O'Neil: You are relying on the fact
that they were not present to get your
story over.

Mr. GRAHAM: The present Deputy
Leader of the Opposition got the call that
night. He rose to his feet and the Oppo-
sition member was ignored.

Mr. O'Neil: You are casting a reflection
on the Chair. The Chair determined the
rights in that matter.

Mr. GRAHAM: I certainly did reflect
upon the Chair.

Mr. O'Neil: You are doing It now.
Mr. GRAHAM: I feel that is a wrong

description. The Chair reflected upon It-
self. The Incident was a gross and flag-
rant breach of the duties and responsibili-
ties of the Chairman.

Several members Interjected.
The SPEAER: order!



[Wednesday, 28 March, 1973] 409

Mr. GRAHAM: For weeks after the inci-
dent I refused to sit in the House under
any circumstances whilst that member was
occupying the Chair. His actions were
completely Irresponsible, and I place this
amendment in the same category.

Sir Charles Court: You set out to in-
timidate him while he was Chairman.

MR. THOMPSON (Darling Range)
(10.05 p.m.]: As one of the three light-
weights who Participated in the debate
last night, I would like to rise to make
a brief contribution to tonight's debate.

It is my opinion that the members of
the Labor Party had made up their minds
before they entered the House last night
to gag the debate in the event of an
amendment being moved. The Govern-
ment got itself into difficulties because of
a Preconceived idea of what was going to
happen.

I have the greatest respect for the
Premier-

Mr. Taylor: Hear, hear!
Mr. THOMPSON: -but I believe the

action he took last night is quite out of
character. I must say I was rather
ashamed-

Sir Charles Court: You would not think
that if You had worked with him as long
as we have.

Mr. THOMPSON: -that he acted in
the way he did.

Mr. Graham: I do not think the Premier
is worried.

Mr. THOMPSON: I believe his decision
to move the gag was wrong in Principle,
even though he may have had the right
of Standing Orders on his side.

The Premier and many other members
of the Labor Party, whilst in Opposition,
worked strenuously for the introduction
of a second session each year for the pur-
pose of drawing the shortcomings of the
Government of the day to the attention
of the Public. It seems strange now that
the then Opposition members are the
Government that they want to inhibit the
actions of the Opposition and suggest to us
that we have no right to raise a matter
which we believe is of Public importance.

The Premier said that the machinery of
an amendment to the Address-In-Reply
has been used in the past by Oppositions
for the purpose of raising issues of great
public importance. That is exactly what
we were doing on that particular occasion.

The Deputy Premier suggested that our
motives were to try to correct the poor
image of our party in Eunbury. I Pounded
the streets of Eunbury for a few days
this week.

Mr. Graham: That would not be of
much help to Your cause.

Mr. THOMPSON: I suggest the Deputy
Premier should hot foot it down to Bun-
bury very smartly because if anyone's im-
age is tarnished, it is the Government's.

Mr. Mclver: We will see.
Mr. Jamieson: You have been down to

the south-west Pub again.
Mr. THOMPSON: This will be reflected

quite clearly when the people of Bunbury
go to the poll on the '7th April.

Mr. O'Neil: The Government is not
game to send the Deputy Premier down
there. It is afraid of the results.

Mr. Graham: I have been there with
very good results.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir Charles Court: We are hoping you

go down there next week.
Mr. THOMPSON: The Government has

accused us of stifling the business of the
House. I would suggest we are mere ama-
teurs by comparison with members on the
other side. I had no experience in this
Chamber when the Government was in
opposition, but I followed the proceedings
of Parliament very closely because of my
interest in politics. I can say, without
any fear of contradiction, we are nowhere
near as obstructive as the Labor Party.
We are mere amateurs.

Mr. Jones: You have only been here
five minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON: That is right.
Mr. Brown: What about the Upper

House?
Mr. THOMPSON: The Upper House has

nothing to do with the question. The
central Point of the whole debate was on
the issue of the intimidation by unionists.
it was on this issue that we put forward
the amendment last night.

I would like again, as I did last night,
to draw members' attention to the article
which appeared in The West Australian
and which gave rise to the particular
amendment. I wish to read one paragraph
only.

The SPEAKER: I feel that you are get-
ting sway from the amendment.

Mr. THOMPSON: With respect, Sir, the
Deputy Premier spoke on this Particular
issue a moment ago, and I am attempting
to answer him. He said we had nothing to
bleat about; no laws had been broken and
nothing was amiss. I would like to mead
that section of the article in The West
Australian which gave rise to the debate.

The SPEAKER: Can you vouch for its
authenticity?

Mr. THOMPSON: Nobody on the other
side of the House has admitted that it is
not authentic. The Paragraph states-

The executive instructed its officers
to confer with the management com-
mittee of the Printing and Kindred
Industries Union on the matter.
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The SPEAKER: That has nothing to do Amendment Put and a division taken
with the amendment.

Mr. THOMPSON: It has something to
do with the remarks of the Deputy Prem-
ier a short time ago and, with respect, Sir,
I believe I have the right to refer to it as
he did.

Mr. Graham: Do you think it is an of -
fence for two organisations to confer?

Mr. THOMPSON: The motion which was
considered by the State Executive of the
A.LP. was presented to it by the Esper-
ance branch, which claimed that the Press
reporting was biased, but gave no examples
of such bias. The branch relied on the
General Secretary (Mr. Chamberlain) to
provide examples, and the example he pro-
vided when questioned by a reporter was
that concerning the matter of the T.W.U.
which was raised in this House.

The SPEAKER: I must rule that you are
right away from the amendment.

Mr. THOMPSON: Very well, Mr.
Speaker; I will return to the Points made
by the Deputy Premier, who said there is
no case to answer. I would challenge the
Minister for Works--who, incidentally, is
also the President of the A.LP.; and I
assume he would have been in the Chair
at that meeting-to tell the House what
that Particular Paragraph-

The SPEAKER: I must rule that the
member for Darling Range Is not conform-
ing to the amendment. If he reads it he
will find that it deals with the gag moved
last night.

Mr. THOMPSON: With respect, Sir, I
would again point out that the Deputy
Premier, who has just resumed his seat-

Mr. H. D. Evans: Are you questioning
the Speaker's ruling?

Mr. THOMPSON: -referred to that
resolution and said no law had been
broken and that nothing untoward oc-
curred. I am trying to clarify that point
because I believe it calls for clarification.
I am sorry the Minister for Works is not
in his seat because I believe that, as the
President of the A.L.P. and a Minister of
the Government, he could elucidate the
position and tell us precisely-

The SPEAKER: That has nothing what-
soever to do with the amendment.

Mr. THOMPSON: I will defer to your
ruling, Sir, and resume my seat.

Mr. Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr. O'Neil: Gagged again.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. H. D. Evans: Are you also reflecting

on the Speaker?
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for

Lands will keep order.

with the following result-

Sir Charles Court
Dr. Dadour
Mr. Gayfer
Mr. Graydon
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. A. A. Lewis
Mr. W. A. Mannin
Mr. MePharlin
Mr. Mfensaros
Mr. Madder

Mr.
Mr.
Mr:
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Batemnan
Brady
Brown
Bryce
Burke
Cook
Davies
H. D. Evans
Fletcher
Graham

Ayes
Sir David Brand
Mr. Rushton
Mr. Coyne
Mr. Blaikie
Mr. R. H. M. Lewvis

Ayes-la
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. O'NeL
Mr. Ridge
Mr. RuncLrnan
Mr. Stephens
Mr. Thompson

g Mr. R. L. Young
Mr. W. G. Young
Mr. 1. W. Manning

(Teller)I

Noes-20
Mr. Hartrey
Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Jones
Air. Lapham
Mr. Mcover
Mr. Molter
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Taylor
Mr. J. T. Tonkin

Mr. Barman
Itelleri

Pails
Noes

Mr. T. D. Evans
Mr. May
Mr. A. R. Tonkin
Mr. Bertram
Mr. Bickerton

Amendment thus negatived.

Dlebate (on motion) Resumed
MR. RIDGE (Kimberley) [10.18 p.m.]:

Regretfully, I find it necessary to refer
once more to the Aboriginal situation in
my electorate. I say "regretfully" because
I would like to discuss many other subjects
which I believe should be discussed; but
unfortunately the situation prevailing in
the north of the State demands urgent
action. I would like to refer to some of
the points I1 consider to be problems.

I have always been hopeful that we
would arrive at a point when we would
see some commonsense applied In relation
to these very real problems. I have been
hopeful that we would be able to accept
that the interests of the white people and
the black people were being well served
by Governments and their administrators;
but that is far from the case at present.
Both the blacks and the whites are equally
guilty of resentment and inflexibility. On
the other hand, it can be reasonably
claimed that there Is justification for these
people showing such resentment. The
most disappointing feature of the whole
situation is that the State and Federal
Governments appear to be oblivious to
what is going on in the north.

A few weeks ago I visited Camballin, a
settlement about 74 miles from Derby. I
was rather disturbed to find that about
100 People were living under hopeless con-
ditions almost in the centre of the town-
ship, and about '75 yards from the Cam-
balmi Primary School. Very few If any of
those people had work; they had no houses
apart from what they had been able to
construct from materials salvaged from



[Wednesday, 28 March, 1973] 411

the rubbish tiP; they had no wash
troughs or toilets; and their source of
water was a half -inch plastic hose running
from the school grounds.

The European People in the township
expressed concern over the possibility of an
outbreak of disease as a result of the
Aboriginal people defecating around the
area in general. However there was some
justification for this because these people
have no toilets, no wash basins, no troughs,
or anything else. When I returned to
Perth I wrote to the Director for Com-
munity Welfare advising him of the situa-
tion, and I asked him if he could advise me
what plans his department had to remedy
the situation and to give some relief to
these people both In the short and the
long term.

I was under the impression that these
Aboriginal people had not been living in
this area for very long, so therefore I was
surprised when I received the reply to my
letter from the Department for Community
Welfare under the signature of the acting
director, because he wrote in the following
terms-

My officer advises there are about 60
Aboriginals camped on what is thought
to be the boundary between Shire land
and land owned by the Australian
Land & Cattle Co. This group of
people shifted there some 18 months
ago from Liveringa in order that their
children could attend the school at
Camballin.

Those people shifted there 18 monthis ago
and today they still have no facilities
whatsoever. They are living under de-
plorable conditions. They could not be de-
scribed in any other way. It Is no wonder
that the European community is appre-
hensive about some sort of disease breaking
out in the area. The Acting Director for
Community Welfare went on to say-

We have concern for the hygiene at
the camp and my officers in conjunc-
tion with representatives of the Abo-
riginal Affairs Planning Authority, the
local Shire and the Public Health De-
partment are making regular visits to
the area. As a temporary measure,
arrangements are being made for
showers and toilets to be erected.

That Is only a temporary measure. Eight-
een months after their having shifted to
that area no action had been taken until
representations were made on a parlia-
mentary level. It stinks! I continue to
quote from the acting director's letter-

Negotiations will continue in con-
junction with other statutory authori-
ties for excise to suitable land within
the area. Suggestions have been made
regarding relocation of .Tigida and
Caniballin camps to an area of land
called Looma, as part of a long-term
plan. An alternative site, however, will
be dependent on a number of factors

including feasibility study of under-
ground water, distance from school
and, of course, agreement of the Abo-
riginal group.

So 18 months after those people shifted to
that area we are now talking in terms of
conducting a feasibility study. This news
in itself was disturbing enough, but within
the last two or three days I have been
advised by a person living within the area
-and I have every reason to believe that
this advice is correct and that the matter
was discussed at a meeting of the West
Kimberley Shire-that the firm associated
with the Camballin irrigation project had
closed its store to other than company
personnel.

In other words, the Aboriginal people
who are living there have been deprived of
the opportunity to enter the store to buy
their requisites. As a result of this the De-
partment for Community Welfare has
arranged for a businessman from Derby to
visit the area with stores on a truck so that
these people can purchase their require-
ments from him. It is also claimed that
the office personnel at Camballin have been
Instructed to return to Derby any mal
addressed to nonworkers and that the
letters are to be marked, "Address un-
known". Such mail probably contains the
pension cheques that have been forwarded
to those people and they are therefore
subjected to some inconvenience, apart
from being obliged to buy their stores from
the truck sent from Derby.

Such action raises the question as to
whether they will have access to the
company's radio In the event of emer-
gency. If they are not Permitted to have
such access there could be some dire con-
sequences.

It Is so easy for us to be critical of the
company concerned over Its decision to
close the store against the Aboriginal
people and for any of Its other actions.
but I believe that before we lay the blame
at the feet of the company we should
study the situation to see where the blame
does lie.

The fact of the matter Is that the situ-
ation has probably arisen as a result of
the company's concern for its employees
in view of the unsanitary conditions under
which the Aborigines are living, Only one
group of people can be blamed for the
existing state of affairs and that is the
Government.

After 18 months, during which no action
has been taken, there is now a possibility
that an ugly situation could develop. It
Is a bit late now to talk of a feasibility
study or any other stupid move such as
that.

Fork Creek is an Aboriginal settle-
ment of about 35 to 40 people. They have
been living there for as long as I can
remember. About 21 Years ago I saw the
necessity to refer to their situation as a
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result of the District Medical Officer at
Wyndham condemning the water supplies
drawn from the creek, because he con-
sidered that the water was unfit for human
consumption. Alter this happened I asked
some questions in the House. and the
Native Welfare Department, as It was
known at that time, arranged for some
small tanks to be placed alongside the
road so that the shire could ff1l them with
water each week. These tanks containing
water for the Aborigines stood out in the
sun for 12 or 14 months. I visited the
area with the Minister, and some months
later I drew his attention to the situation
once again and asked, as a matter of
urgency, if something could be done to
give these people the opportunity to die
with a little dignity.

As a result of that representation a
5,000-gallon tank was delivered there and
water is carted to It whenever it becomes
necessary. Thirty or 40 miserable Souls
are living at this spot and after all this
time they still do not have a toilet, a wash
trough, or a shower. They have nothing.
They are forgotten people, and I can lay
the blame squarely on the shoulders of the
State Government, because the matter has
been raised with it on at least two occas-
ions to my knowledge. Those people are
out of sight and out of mind, and I am sick
and tired of representing an area which, so
far as the Government is concerned, does
not exist. These people have been re-
ferred to as nondescript, nonentities, or
whatever else comes to mind. They deserve
some facilities such as a toilet and some-
where where they can wash themselves
on occasions.

Mr. Graham: At one time I thought you
protested that too much was being done
for the Aborigines measured against the
whites.

Mr. RIDGE: That just shows how small
Is the mind of the Minister. I protested
about the Inequalities between the blacks
and the whites; I did not protest at what
was being done for the Aborigines. At all
times I have tried to be constructive in
regard to the criticism of the Aborigines.

Mr. Graham: Did you not claim at some
stage that more has been done for the
black people, in certain Circumstances,
than for the white people?

Mr. RIDGE: I claimed that there were
inequalities, and I will refer to a couple
of these in a short while. I try to be fair
in my assessment of the position by
raising constructive criticism, but I am
sick and tired of making constructive
criticism because nobody takes any notice
and, if necessary, I will stir and stir like
hell until I get some action. If I were
closer to the Press, the radio stations and
the television cameras these situations
would not be tolerated.

Mr. Graham: You were not much con-
cerned when your mob was In Govern-
ment.

Mr. RIDGE: The Minister can ask the
ex-Minister for Native Welfare in the pre-
vious Government about that, because I
can recall, on many occasions, getting up
and criticising him and the officers of the
Native Welfare Department.

Mr. Graham: But not speaking as ex-
tremely as you are now.

Mr. RIDGE: The Minister would not
have a clue; he is talking from the top of
his head.

Mr. Graham: From where else would
one talk? You are getting your anatomy
mixed up.

Mr. RIDGE: As I said when I first raised
this question, these people were living in
humpies. After questions were asked in
this House they graduated from these
little humples to marquee type tents, and I
was very Pleased about this at the time.
They found that after a while these tents
deteriorated very quickly from the effects
of the sun, the heat, and the humidity.
After buying several tents In which to live.
they decided to graduate from those and
take a great leap forward. At a cost of
$179 each, 13 of those people have ordered
tin sheds measuring eight feet by eight
feet-the type of shed which we erect
in our back gardens to house our tools.
The Department of Community Welfare is
obviously aware of the fact that these
people are subjected to living in eight feet
by eight feet shacks but it is doing nothing
about the matter. It should be prepared
to help people who are prepared to help
themselves.

The Government has a wonderful oppor-
tunity to give these people encouragement
by saying, "You are doing something to
help yourselves, so we will help you." It
could help by paying the freight on these
tin sheds.

I would now like to progress to Fitzroy
Crossing. On a recent visit there I was dis-
gusted with what I saw. I could not better
describe the situation which prevailed
there. As a result I made some comments
to the Press. I said-

In some Kimberley towns dozens of
men were squandering their entire
cheques on alcohol.

That was the understatement of the year,
and I erred on the wrong side because
there were virtually hundreds of these
people.

This is the greatest bonanza the pub-
licans have ever known, and they are hav-
Ing their pockets lined at the expense of
the Australian taxpayers because these
people are living off social service benefits.
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Fitzroy Crossing has a white population
of between 30 and 40, but this is an area.
wvhere many Aboriginal people have been
forced out of the pastoral industry. As a
result of that or of the seasonal conditions
many of them move into the town for sev-
eral months of the year. Several hundred
of these people have squandered every cent
of their social service cheques on booze,
but nothing has been done about the mat-
ter. Some of these people have refused
work, but unfortunately the prospective
employers have not taken any action to re-
port them to the Commonwealth Employ-
ment Bureau or the Department of Social
Services; so, these people continue to col-
lect their social service cheques.

I was told that some Aborigines received
cheques in two different namnes; and of
some instances where these people were
working on pastoral properties but were
still collecting social service cheques. No-
thing has been done about this, and to my
knowledge no investigation has been made.

Mr. Davies: What did you do about it?

Mr. RIDGE: I reported the matter in the
Press.

Mr. Graham: Only in the Press?

Mr. RIDGE: What is wrong with that?
Mr. Graham:. You are more concerned

with your Political advancement than with
the welfare of these people.

Mr. RIDGE: Perhaps I was wrong in
not taking more constructive action, but
let the Deputy Premier do something about
the matter now that it has been aired in
Parliament.

Mr. Graham: You are the one who is
making all the noise.

Mr. RIDGE: In the Fitzroy Crossing
police court last year slightly in excess
of 300 charges were heard, There are
about 30 European People and two police-
men in that town. The number of police
officers is totally inadequate, and the two
officers are at their wits end to cope with
the situation.

I arrived at the police station when the
police officers were bringing in five prison-
ers In their wagon; the prisoners Were
wanting to fight the Police. TWO police
officers were adequate to put those prison-
ers into the cells, but what would happen
if one of them had to go out on patrol
or had to take the vehicle to be serviced?
I would wager that on such a day the
remaining police officer would say to the
hotelkeeper, "if you have any trouble
handle it yourself." That could be the
attitude adopted by the Police in the
north, because one man should not be
expected to front up to the ugly situations
that crop up in the hotels.

I have been told of Instances where
Aboriginal children have not attended
school because they had no clothes to wear

as their parents had squandered all their
money on liquor. In speaking of schools I
came across the most disgusting situation
I have ever witnessed. About a week after
the school had started I discovered that
two classes were conducted on the veran-
dab, but the department said it was a
breeze-way. This was despite the fact that
one class had been held in a bough shed
since last October. The flies were very bad,
and the teachers had to buy insect repel-
lants with money out of their own pockets
to spray on the children; that is, when
they were not helping the children to blow
their noses! What a place to send young
teachers to! At least three teachers
straight from training college were sent
there.

Ten months ago a contract was let for
the completion of this school, but at the
commencement of the school year it was
nowhere near completed. This arose from
the lack of supervision by the Public
Works Department. Had that school been
somewhere near Perth I am sure it would
have been completed. Apart from all this
a great deal of hammering was going on
while the school was In session. At the
same time repairs and renovations were
being carried out. Surely this work could
be done when school was out.

One young teacher up there lived in a
12-foot caravan in temperatures in excess
of 40* Celsius. I described this as being
deplorable, and suggested the department
should do something to provide a trans-
portable house to satisfy this teacher. Mr.
Barton commented that it was a neatly
furnished caravan, and the teacher seemed
quite happy. I would point out that the
power is cut off at 10.00 p.m., there is no
fan, and there is a lack of facilities. The
result was that the teacher applied for a
transfer, and to my knowledge he was
transferred.

As though that is not enough, we find
that at the Fitzroy Crossing School there
is an enrolment of 200 pupils, but of those
only one happens to be a white child. A
few weeks ago I made representations to
the Minister for Education on behalf of
parents who happen to be placed in a
situation like this. I referred to the situa-
tion at Halls Creek where the ratio of white
children to Aboriginal children Is about 10
to 240.

I asked a question as to whether parents
of children in special Aboriginal schools
who are not satisfied with the standard of
education available should be given the
opportunity to send their children away
for their education and be eligible for a
living-away-from-home allowance. That
is a fair enough proposition.

Mr. Hartrey: It seems so.
Mr. RIDGE: There are probably some-

thing like 12 children involved in the whole
of the Kimberley, with six being at Halls
Creek, one at Fitzroy Crossing, and the
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remainder somewhere else. A reasonable
proposition was put up to the Minister. I
shall read his reply which Is as follows-

Dear Mr. Ridge,
I refer to your letter of the 9th

January. 1973 requesting that a living
away from home allowance be ap-
proved for white children attending
the Halls Creek Primary School. The
basis for your request is the belief
that the educational needs of the white
children are being Jeopardised by
attending a school which has a pre-
dominantly aboriginal enrolment.

The Education Department does not
feel there is any justification for the
parents' worry on this account. The
scholastic ability of all children in any
school varies and techniques are used
by teachers today to cope with this
situation.

I have never heard anything so infantile.
It is obvious the person who drafted this
letter for the minister has not tried to
educate children in the north. I myself
took the first opportunity to get my child-
ren out of there as quickly as possible. To
continue with the letter-

The Education Regulations Provide
for a boarding allowance when it is
necessary for a child to live away from
home to receive an education at his
appropriate level. An adequate level of
education is being provided at Halls
Creek for any primary school child.

For this reason I cannot approve of
any exception to the existing provisions
being made for primary children at-
tending Halls Creek Primary School or
any other primary school In the Kinm-
berleys.

That, of course, refers to the Fitzroy Cross-
ing School where there is die white child
among 200 Aboriginal children.

When the Labor Government first came
Into power the Minister for Community
Welfare was kind enough to Invite me on
a tour of my electorate. While at Fitzroy
Crossing we visited a man of about 5O by
the name of Friday Mullen, who had fenced
off an area in which he desired to establish
a market garden. He asked whether the
department could assist him by providing
some equipment to enable him to water the
garden which was adjacent to the river,
He required a small pump, some piping,
and a hose to pull the water out of the
permanent pool.

Six months elapsed and nothing happen-
ed so I prevailed upon the department to
do something about the request. This man
had genuine intentions. He desired to
grow same vegetables to sell to the towns-
people and to those on the reserve.
Eventually the department agreed to the
request and a small pumpt was installed,
piping was put down to the river, and a
hose was supplied, despite the fact that it
was too late in the season then.

The other day I went back to Fitzroy
Crossing and found to my surprise that
the department had done even more than
requested. It had installed a bore at good-
ness only knows what cost, a very sophisti-
cated diesel engine and pump, and a very
elaborate tank and stand, all extravagant
in the extreme because If it cost less than
$10,000 I would be surprised. The crazy
feature Is that this person probably has not
a dlue about establishing a garden. He
needs help and guidance. Surely we have
enough people with common sense to pro-
vide him with the necessary help and
guidance.

We cannot leave these people to their
own devices. They must be led by the
hand, as I have said on many occasions.
If we adopt this attitude we might succeed
with some of our schemes. Having pro-
vided all the expensive equipment the de-
partment would be justified in taking a
more realistic stand in relation to the
person under discussion.

The situation was not much different at
Hails Creek. One disturbing feature Is
that whereas Fitzroy Crossing has had 360-
odd convictions in Its police court over the
last 12 months, Halls Creek has had 605.
The other day I asked a question as to the
number of cases heard in the police court
during the last three years and the answer
was that in 1970, 245 charges were heard,
while in 1971, 372 cases were heard. I
believe that was the first year in which
drinking rights had been granted to the
Aborigines and that only half the year
was affected. In 1072 there were 605
cases. I would be very surprised if 98 per
cent, of that number were not associated
with drink.

I must confess that I noticed that at
Halls Creek a little more common sense
prevailed because the Community Welfare
Department officers were not registering
Aborigines for unemployment unless they
were absolutely satisfied that no work was
available. The local authority applied to
the State and Commnonwealth authorities
for a special unemployment relief grant,
and $10,000 was made available for the
purpose. Every day the Aborigines were
given work and it was explained to them
that a fair day's work was expected for
the pay they would receive, which was
quite right. It was also explained that no
advance would be made to them on their
wages.

However, the shire council was prepared
to authorise the stores to issue commodit-
ies to the value of the money earned. As
a result, of the $10,000 made available for
unemployment relief, $3,083.95 was paid to
the stores for fruit, meat, groceries, etc. on
behalf of the employees. I submit that
this is a realistic attitude to the problem.
Goodness gracious me, it is crazy to go on
handing people money without expect-
ing them to work for it.
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Any local authority in the north could
arrange a similar scheme and give the
Aborigines an opportunity to work on pro-
jects which the local authority probably
could not otherwise afford. At the same
time it would mean the Aboriginal people
would have to work for the money and in
the eight hours it took them to earn it
they would not be in the hotel spending
it.

Mr. E. H. M, Lewis: Their so-called
leaders profess to have all the answers.

Mr. RIDGE: I would like to say some-
thing about the so-called leaders because
the people in my electorate do not accept
them as persons qualified to lead them.

I sat under a gum tree in Derby and had
a talk with the elders of Mowanjum about
some of their problems and the Aborigines
expressed concern about the fact that their
young men were being sent to prison, but
were not experiencing any form of regret
or shame for their misdemeanours. One
of the elders said to me that the young
men are regarding the gaol as a holiday
camp because they can sleep in a soft bed,
participate in sports in the town, get good
meals, and so on. Fair enough; let them
participate in sport, but make them do
something during the day instead of weed-
ing the front garden of the courthouse.
They could be made to do many tasks
which would be useful to them in their life
after they are released from prison.

One of the elders said to me, "When
you plant a tree, it bends over when the
winds come, so what do we do? We get a
stick and drive it into, the ground beside
the tree and then tie the tree to it. The
tree then grows tall and straight and
strong- What is wrong with our young men
today is that they are not getting the
support they need like the support that
the tree gets from that stake. They need
a staff to lean on." That is exactly right.
These young people are turned out of the
schools and told that the world is their
oyster, but they do not have a clue what
to do. They need guidance, help, and sup-
port from the general community, but
nothing is being done to encourage the
general community to give this guidance.
help, and support.

I know of several schemes we could adopt
under which the Aborigines could improve
their way of life and the people in the
community could be encouraged to partici-
pate in helping. However, once again
mny representations in this regard to the
Government have been completely unsuc-
cessful.

For some time in the Northern Ter-
ritory a scheme has been operating which
aims at encouraging people on pastoral
properties to assist the Aborigines. It Is
designed to help the Aborigines and at the
same time recompense the white People
who are, in fact, devoting a great amount
of their time and energy to this project.

I will read a letter because it explains the
situation. It was written to Mr. Davies,
the Minister for Health, on the 17th April,
1972, and reads--

I understand that in the Northern
Territory, the Commonwealth Govern-
ment wakes a Payment to trained
nursing sisters who live on pastoral
properties and who devote some time
to caring for the health and welfare
of resident aborigines.

The payments are assessed according
to the number of people living on the
stations and the scheme has been ex-
tended to also recompense the wives
of property managers who undertake
nursing duties, even in the event of
their being untrained.

On many of the remote properties
in my electorate there is a compara-
tively large native population, and Yon
would be well aware that in such in-
stances there are considerable demands
made Upon the time and energies of
the womenfolk involved.

By way of illustration I would point
out that on Gordon Downs Station
there is a native population in excess
of one hundred people and the wife
of the manager, Mrs. M. Hayes. who
is the mother of three small children
herself, makes a particular point of
seeing the sick people three times each
day.

Coupled with this, she treats emer-
gencies at any time of the day or
night, and when the monthly medical
plane calls, sick people and pensioners
are taken by her to the aerodrome for
check-ups and the children for im-
munisations, etc.

Being a trained nursing sister, she
is able to cope with most medical
problems, and In the event of extreme
emergencies she has contact through
the R.F.D.S. to specialised advice.

To Mrs. Hayes and many other
women like her, medical treatment
forms only part of her involvement
with the aboriginal people. She has
20 pre-school children on the property
and the number doubles during vaca-
tion periods when the schoolgoers re-
turn from Balgo Hills Mission. Mrs.
Hayes cooks for the children, dishes
out the food and then supervises
feeding.

This procedure may sound cumber-
some and appear unnecessary, but It
is a simple fact that some of the
aboriginal mothers are too lazy to care
for the welfare of their children and
strict supervision is an absolute essen-
tial.

As a person with some authority on
the station she accepts responsibility
for maintaining reasonable standards
of hygiene and cleanliness amongst the
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people and in their homes, and of
course she has the ever-present task
of advising and guiding them on their
personal, family and community prob-
lems.

The letter goes on further but I think
members have now got the gist of it. I
sent a copy of the letter to the Minister
for Community Welfare also, and asked
him if he was considering a scheme similar
to that for Western Australia. Mr. Davies
replied on the 28th June, as follows-

I refer to Your letter dated 19th
April, 1972, a copy of which you for-
warded to the Hon. Mr. Willesee,
Minister for Community Welfare, who
has sent me a copy of his reply to
you dated 4th May. 1972.

In addition to the detail provided
by Mr. Willesee, I wish to advise that
Part-time employment of married
nurses is already a feature of the
Community Health Service'and there
is no objection to the part-time em-
ployment of the women you mention
Provided the service Is considered
necessary, the applicant is suitable
and the Department has the money
available.

As a result of that letter I wrote to Mrs.
Hayes and Pointed out the situation. I
suggested that as there was already pro-
vision for the employment of such people
she should apply for the Job. Unfor-
tunately, I did not see the Minister's reply
to Mrs. Hayes because her house was
burned down and the letter was destroyed.
However, she later ,wrote to me and ex-
pressed her disgust over the Minister's
reply. The letter reads as follows--

Dear Mr. Ridge,
Thank you for Your help and letters.

I recently received a reply from the
Minister for Health, Mr. Davies, and
was disappointed to find he did not
seem to have grasped the situation at
all.

He stated they would be putting on)
another Public Health Sister for this
area shortly. Most Station people find
the Medical Plane once a month to
do immunizations, ante natal checks,
leprosy checks etc. is sufficient to
cover that side of It. The Public
Health Sisters cannot be here to do
everyday nursing and in fact they
cannot get in for 6 months of the
year anyhow owing to our "wet"
season and the roads being impassable.

He also stated he thought I took
too much Into my own hands, so to
speak, which was very annoying as it
is a lot of hard work and I'm sure
if he was sick on a station he'd like
Drs. orders Per air radio carried out
-injections and what have you in-
stead of waiting for the Medical Plane
In 3 weeks time or the Public Health

Sister in 4 months time. Of course if
it is an emergency the Medical plane
comes out but in the 2-3 hours it takes
to reach here first aid has to be ad-
ministered. Mr. Davies would prob-
ably have a better understanding of
the situation if he would fly up and
take a look or better still, live uinder
these conditions.

However, as he's a dead loss (I
thought his letter quite rude) I have
applied to Public Health ( I hope he
doesn't receive the applications) for
position of Public Health Sister on
Gordon Downs. One of the Nuns at
the Balgo Mission applied for same,
and was accepted.

I don't know that there is anything
you can do to help me and others
like me now but I will let You know
the results.

As a result, Mrs. Hayes applied for appoint-
ment as a public health sister. The reply
she received from the Commissioner of
Health was ridiculous in the extreme. Dr.
Davidson wrote as follows--

Dear Mrs. Hayes.
In reply to your letter of the 21st

November, 1972.
The Minister for Health wrote to

you on the 13th October of this year
and explained the position regarding
employment of Public Health Sisters
in the Kimberley area.

The situation has not altered. How-
ever, if you would be interested in a
hospital position there is a vacancy at
Kununurra Hospital.

Yours faithfully,
W. S. Davidson.

How stupid can one get? This woman is a
very responsible person and has a res-
ponsible position on a pastoral Property,
She has three children and looks after
100 Aboriginal people. She has no wish to
leave her husband and go to Kununurra.
She simply wants some recompense for
the work she does. However, her application
was thrown out of the window in a rather
stupid wanner by the Government.

This was an instance where we could
have got a person interested in helping
the Aborigines. She was already Involved
and I am sure she has a great respect
for those people. She would be receiving
some form of recompense, but the Gov-
ernment has no respect for the views of the
people in the north.

Mr. Brady: Are not the white people
complaining that the Aborigines are getting
a great deal more than the white people?

Mr. RIDGE: The white people in the
north are not complaining that the
Aborigines are getting a great deal more.
They are complaining that the white people
should be entitled to the same benefits
as the Aborigines. Take, for instance,
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the Commonwealth secondary education
grant scheme. I have already told mem-
bers about the one white child at Fitzroy
Crossing who receives no assistance from
the Government whereas the Aboriginal
children can come to the metropolitan
area and attend Guildford Grammar
School or Scotch College, and have all
their lees and otter expenses paid for
them. All that the white people are asking
for is equality with those concessions.

What are we to do about the large
Aboriginal population living in the econ-
omically depressed Fitzroy Crossing and
Halls Creek areas? They have nothing to
do and are living on the State social service
benefits. Surely to goodness we can do
something to provide employment and
give them something to do with their
hands.

I saw a situation in Canada in a place
which could be compared with our econ-
omically depressed areas where people have
been displaced from the cattle industry
as a result of the introduction of the
pastoral industry award. The authorities
in Canada have shifted them into the
towns where they are comparatively large
communities. They have taught the
Indians some of the arts of their fore-
fathers: how to make tomahawks, moc-
casins, and Peace Pipes. The younge r
people did not know how to make those
articles.

The SPEAKER: The member has five
minutes.

Mr. RIDGE: Those people graduated
from making the simple articles and learned
how to carve wood, bones, and bullock
horns. The women were taught how to
thread beads, and how to make a multitude
of things. The articles they made did
not have to be objects particularly as-
sociated with the Indian way of life. They
were taught how to make brooches and
ornaments.

When those people had finished the
training course the organisers; offered to
buy all the objects they could make, pro-
vided they were of a reasonably high
standard. Prices were established which
fairly recompensed the Indians for the
time and effort put into the articles which
they made.

By placing a fair price on the articles
those who had been taking advantage of
the Indians were forced out of business.
They had been buying the articles for $1
and sellng them for $10. However, the
Government controlled the marketing
system which will eventually be handed
over to the Indians themselves. The field
officers purchased the items. and paid for
them on the spot. The Indian people
would not consider selling to anybody else;
The articles were then sent to a central
warehouse in Ottawa, from which point
they were sold. The Prices of the articles
ranged from 75c to In excess of $1,000 for
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a four foot totem pole. It was amazing
that not enough of the articles could be
obtained to supply the local market.

The scheme has been operating for
something like three years, and during
that period it has returned $4,000,000 to
the Indian people. I think there are only
about 250,000 of them in Canada.

It seems to me this Is the type of scheme
which could easily be applied to the Abor-
iginal people in the north if we showed
them some leadership. It would not be
difficult to find people prepared to organize
the scheme and I believe this would be
one method of gainfully employing those
people.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Jones.

Rouse adjourned at 10.59 p.

Thursday, the 2Mt March, 1973

The PRESIDENT (The HoD. L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 2.30 p.m., and read
prayers.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY DEBATE
Ministerial Statement

THE HON. J. DOLAN (South-East Met-
ropolitan-Leader of the House) [2.35
p.m.]: I seek the permission of the House
to make a ministerial statement.

The PRESIDENT: Leave granted.
The Hon. J. DOLAN: This is a comment

on the statements made by Mr. Ferry
and-

Point of order
The Hon. A. F. GRIFITH: On a point

of order, is the Minister entitled to take
advantage of the position by making a
ministerial statement now on the Address-
rn-Reply, or should he not do this when
he replies to the speeches which have been
made in that debate?

The PRESIDENT: I think it would be
preferable for the Minister to incorporate
this statement in his contribution to the
Address-in-Reply debate.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: If that is your
wish, Mr. President, I will do so.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SEVENTH DAY
Motion, as Amended

Debate resumed, from the 27th March,
on the following motion by The Hon. R. F.
Claughton, as amended-

That the following address be pre-
sented to His Excellency-

May It Please Your Excellency-
We, the members of the Legis-
lative Council of the Parliament
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