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The DEPUTY SPEAKER took the Chair
at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (2)-AGRICULTURE.

Eviction of Farmers.

Mr. SEWARD asked the Premier: As it
is not the practice of the Govcrnment to
disclose matters of policy in answer to ques-
tions, and as the subject matter of questions
3 anti 4 asked by me yesterday, relating to
the eviction of farmers from their holdings,
are of the utmost importance to the farming
community, when will lie disclose the policy
of his Government onl this outstanding
matter?

The PREMIER replied: As will be seen
fromt a reply given yesterday by the Minis-
ter for Agriculture to a question asked by
the member for Irwin-Moore, this matter is
receiving careful consideration. It will be
dealt with as one of urgency. It is likely
that a conference of financial interests will
shortly be held to discuss the matter further.

Droucght-Stricken Stock.

Mr. WATTS (without notice) asked the
M~inister for Lands: In view of the urgency
of the stock feed question to the agricultural
community, will he lay on the Table of the
Hfouse the letter received fromt the institu-
tion which, as stated by him yesterday, is
withholding a decision?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
As the Premier has already pointed out, this
mnatter is receiving fullest consideration and
it is likely that the Government will, in the
inear future, call together in conference the
persons interested. I would much rather

that the hon. member's question embraced
the tabling of all the papers referring to
the subject.

Mr. WATTS: Would the Minister be good
enough to table the papers to-day or at a
subsequent sitting?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
no objection to tabling all the papers.

LEAVE oF ABSENCE.

On motions by Mr. Wilson, leave of ab-
sence for two weeks ranted to the Speaker
(Ron. J. B. Sleeman) and to Hon. P. Collier
(Boulder) on the round of ill-health.

BILLS (2)-FIRST READING.

1, MeNess Housing Trust Act Amend-
ment.

Introduced by the Premier.

2, Life Assurance Companies Act Amend-
ment.

Introduced by Mr. Watts.

BILL-KALGOORLIE HEALTH
AUTHORITY LOAN.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hon.
A. H. Panton-Lederville) [4.35] in nmov-
ing the second reading said: This is a short
measure relatig to a loan of £34,500 raised
in 1938 by the Kalgoorlie Municipal Council
as a health authority, for the purpose of in-
stalling and constructing sewerage works in
the municipality. The actual cost of the sew-
erage scheme to date, inclusive of an amount
spent on the restoration of lanes, totals
£28,305 14s, lid., the balance on hand being
£6,191 5s.' id. It is estimated, however, that
approximately £200 will be required to re-
store the lanes to their former state, thus.
leaving an unexpended balance of approxi-
mately £6,000. The fact that the actual cost
of the work was £6,000 below the original
estimate was due to several favourable cir-
cumstances, the chief of which was the coun-
cil's great fortune in obtaining the services
of a competent engineer who modified the
original plans and bought all materials in a
particularly good market. Another factor
was, that the council earried out the scheme
by day labour, thus saving the profits that
a contractor would have wade.
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The object of the Bill is to give authority
tQ the municipality to use the £6,000 un-
expended balance for works other than those
for which the original loan was raised. Pro-
vision is mtade in the Bill that before any
such expenditure is incurred it must be ap-
proved by a resolution passed by an absolute
majority of the mnembers of the council, and
the resolution confirmed by a meeting of
ratepayers in the Kalgoorlie municipal dis-
trict. Without the authority given by the
Bill, the council will not be able to use the
£6,000 for any other purpose, and I feel
sure that in view of the safeguards inserted
in the mneasure, the House will ag-ree to its
enactment. I understand the same proce-
dure was adopted with respect to the Nor-
thain and Geraldton municipalities, Bills be-
ing passed to enable the authorities in those
centres to utilise unexpended loan money. I
mlov--

Thait the Bill be now read a second timte.

On mnotion by 'Mr. Samipsoi., debate ad-

journed.

BILL-STATE TRANSPORT CO-
ORDINATION ACT AMENDMENT.

Message.

Mfessange from the Licut.-Governor re-
ceived and read recommending appropria-
tion for the purposes of the Bill.

13ILL-AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumned from the 22nd August.

MR, THORN (Toodyny' ) [4.40): This
Bill proposes to amend the Agricultural
Products Act, 1929, in order to give the
Depar-tment of Agriculture power to enforce
stricter control over the importation of
young fruit trees and vines. That the de-
partment should have such control is, in my
opinion, very ncessary. Often the nurser-
ies suppl)y v-cry disappointing stock, sonmc
,of it suffering from fungus diseases or
stunted in growth. I was rather surprised
to learn from the statement of the Mlinister
in moving the second reading that wre ini-
port ont an average 80,000 fruit trees aih:1-
flyv.

M[r. Warner: Tjilt statemient surprisel1
liost Of as.

Mr. THORN: Many of the imported
trees are undoubtedly rubbish. Seemingly
there is scope in this State for an up-to-
date nursery, and I think our nurserymen
have lacked initiative by not seizing the
opportunity to raise more fruit trees.

Mr. Warner: Somne of the nurserymen
used to import them from the other
state".

Mr. THORN : They still do so. Seeing
tliait sufficient trees are imported annually
to plant 800 acres of orchard, it is time our
nurserymen woke up and Made provision to
meet the State's requirements.

Mr. Warner: ]s the Mini ster's advice
correct that 75 per ent, of our require-
mnents tire imnported?

Mr. THORN: Yes, and the 75 per ceit.
represents 80,000 fruit trees. The Minister
also referred to stunited trees. There is
nothing worse than a stunted plant of any
kind, because of the difficulty) of getting a
s4tuiited tree, vine or plant to pick up and
becomne healthy* and vigorous. Further, the
thorough preparation of the soil for the
planting of ani orchard entails considerable
expense, and when an orchardist -receives
poor stock that will not respond, it is most
disappointing. Even if the orehardist de-
cided to pull out unsatisfactory stock and
re-l)]iit with healthy stock, he must lose a
year's production which, on ain orchard of
average size, wvould represent £,500 on the
first payable crop. As it is evidently neces-
.4ar y to import fruit trees from the other
States, we should ensure that the stock is
of a high stanidard and healthy. Otherwise,
quite a big loss will be incurred by those
engaged in the indlustr'. I thiink every meiin-
her may safely support the Bill, because it
Will rectify a condition of affairs badly iii
need of rectificatioin andi will he of assist-
anice to the fruit-growing industry. I ha1ve
pleasure in supporting the second reading.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [4.45]: I also
spotthe second reading. I am aware

Ihat Rome nurserymen, on finding- that the
bud has failed to take, re-bud in the follow-
ing- year. By that tinie the stock has become
old and is not as vigorous as it would liars
been had the regular practice been ob-
served, That is thv opinion of someo
orchardists, bu( one grower said he consid-
ered that ai tree was all the better for having-
another vein-. I feel sure, however, that
hie is quite wrong in that opinion.
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My. Thorn: Quite wrong.
Mr. SAMPSON: The consensus of opin-

ion certainly favours destruction where the
bud has, failed to take and the usefulness
of the stock is impaired. The old practice
of planting a wide range of trees is now
out of date. Orchardists are rather inclined
to specialise and limit the trees planted to
those varieties for which there is a demand
either locally or by export. Many varieties
of fruit cannot be exported, and thus the
number of export varieties is strictly limi-
ted.

Imported trees are often fumigated to
prevent the introduction of disease. I have
seen what appeared to have been very good
citrus trees practically destroyed and cer-
tainly greatly retarded in their growth as a
rcsult of excessive fumigation. When they
were delivered to the growers, the leaves
were falling off. Such fumigation must
prove a serious shock to a citrus tree. Un-
doubtedly the Bill will serve a good pur-
pose. I do not think the Minister made
any reference to local nurserymen, but I
daresay that locally produced trees are also
subject to examination.

Mr. Warner: There is evidently a good
market awaiting the local nurserymen.

Mr. SAMPSON: Yes; they understand
thc business and should be in a better posi-
tion to supply healthy trees budded on to
good stock than are nurserymen in other
States, seeing that their trees have to be
transported a long distance and subject to
fumigation. Undoubtedly all fruit trees
should be subject to examination. As the
member for Toodyay said, it is a very seri-
ous matter to an orchardist if he is supplied
with trees that arc unsuitable or trees that
have been injured. The principle contained
in the Bill might wvell be extended and, for
the protection of growers, made to cover
locally-growvn as well as imported stock. I
feel sure that the Bill will be passed. The
mninds of growers have long been exercised
by the difficulty arising from the lack of
protection, the difficulty of getting sound,
healthy trees, and the difficulty of getting
them properly described. To these matters
the department might well give greater at-
tention.

MR. HOLMAN (Forrest) [4.50]: 1 also
compliment the Minister upon his introduc-
tion of this measure, one for which there is
great need. One point in the Minister's re-

marks struck me very forcibly, namely, that
75 per cent, of the trees that are used in
our fruit industry come from the other
States. If it were possible to give that
matter enough publicity, our own nursery-
men might be induced to enter the business
themselves on a larger scale. We know that
nurserymen in the Eastern States conduct
extensive operations in this direction, but it
seems to me there is no mason why our
own experts should not supply a greater
proportion of our needs. We pride our-
selves on our fruit-growing capabilities, par-
ticularly in the Swan, Toodyny and Forrest
electorates. We all desire that this indus-
try should continue successfully, and must
agree that it is desirable to protect it in
every way. Seeing that the Western Aus-
tralian Fruitgrowers' Association has en-
dorsed the measure, very little more need
be said by members in support of it. I feel
sure the House will endorse the thanks ex-
pressed by previous speakers to the Minister
for bringing down this Bill, and that it will
have a speedy passage.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment and
the report adopted.

BILL--LICENSED SURVEYORS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 22nd August.

Mr. MANN (Beverley) [4.55]: This Bill
seems to be in order and I have pleasure
in supporting it. I understand that in
Committee the Leader of the Opposition in-
tends to move an amendment.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

7n Committee.

Mr. Withers in the Chair; the 'Minister
for Lands in charge of the Bill

Clauses 1, 2,-agreed to.
Clause 3-Amendment of Section 4 of

the principal Act:
Hon. C. G. LATHAM: According to the

Act, the Surveyor-General has control of the
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Lands and Surveys Department. No pro-
vision is, however, wade for an acting or
deputy Surveyor-General. The clause in
question states that the Surveyor-General
shall be the chairman of the licensing hoard.
Should he be ill, out of the State, or en-
gaged fin other duties such as that of a Royal
Commissioner, the board would be unable
to mecet. Mly desire, therefore, is to provide
for an acting surveyor-general or a deputy
who can take the place of the Surveyor-
General.

The Minister for Lands: The definition
would have to be amended.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do not know that
that would overcome the difficulty. Sur-
veyors may require to be licensed, hut that
cannot happen unless the board meets, it;
1.9 important that such work should not be
held up because of the absence of the Sur-
veyor-General. Again, certain documents
inight have to be signed by the Surveyor-
General, but as a rule his deputy acts for
hiin in that respect. I have endeavourod to
work in an amendment to this clause, but
the only thing I can suggest is that the in-
terpretation he amended to provide that
wherever the Surveyor-G eneral is mentioned
the term shall include also the acting Sur-
veyor-General.

The Minister for Lands: That mnight suit
for this purpose, bitt not generally.

Holl. C. G. LATHAM: The Bill deals
only with the licensing of surveyors. if
later on the Minister found himself without
a Surveyor-General or an acting Surveyor-
General he might have to ask Parliament to
pass anl amendment to overcome the dulli-
culty. It would be better to make that pro-
vision now. Perhaps he would consult with
thle Crown Law Department conicerning the
matter and have the necessary amendment
made in another place.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
prepared to accept thle last sug-gestion of
the Lender of the Opposition by insertiag
in this clause a subparagraph to meet that

p~ositionL, should it arise. I would prefer
that the hou. gentleman did nut resist the
measure at this stage.

Mr. SAMPSON: Under Suhelause (3)
the Governor many, onl a recommendation of
the majority of members of the board, re-
move any member, other than the Surveyor-
General, from the board. That seems
drastie; there should be a right of appeal.
If there was justification for the removal,
probably an appeal would not he lodaed.

fI a small board, however, a member aight
find himself no longer qualified to sit be-
cause a majority of the hoard recommended
his removal. I move an amendment-

Thiat thec following words be added to sub-
clause (3) :-''subject to the right of appeal to
thle IMiniste r. '

Appointees to the Board are deserving of
at least this protection.

The MINISTER? FOR LANDS: 1 have
no intention of agreeing to the aimendment.
If a majority of the board considered that
one of its memibers because of unprofes-
sional conduct or for any other reason
(leenitid sufficient, was not fit to remain on
the board, the majority would recommend
the M1iniister to have him removed.

'Mr. Sampson : That member might have a
complete defence.

The Ml.NISTtR FOR LANJ)S: Surlyl
any reconmndution of that character would
receive thle closest scrutiny and the most
etarfil consideration. I (10 not believe that
ever a case, would arise when it would be
nreessary for a professional man to appeal
2igaginst any decision of his fellow-members
onl the board.

Amiendment put and negatived.

Claniso put and passed.

Clause 4, Title-agreed to.

Bill rejported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

BILLr-ELECTORAL ACT
AMENDMENT.

i12 Committee.

ltesunu'r from the 27th August. Mr.
Withers in thle ('hair; the Premier (for the
Minister for Justice) inl charge of the Bill.

Clause 2-Aruenduient of Sect ion 761
(patrrlYvconsidered):

HON. W,. D. JOHNSON: When tile
clause was tnder discusasioni previously, I
pointed out that under the principal Act
anly person, reardless of whether he -was
fluaiiFietd to he on tihe roll or was macrely
a new arrival from anly other part of Aus-
tralia, could nominate. That circumstanice
often puts the State unnecessarily to the
expense of ain election. I ani not corn-
plaining, but merely trying to avoid un-
necessary expense. There was an instance
in which a man nominated who -was not
entitled to sit in the House, in view- of the-
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time at which lie had left New South Walesi,
or even to be on the roll. Yet that man
caused the expense of an election. I sug-
.gested to the Minister that he should go
into the question whether the word ''per-
son"' might not be altered to "ejector.''
Somne people think the suiggestion is un-
duly restrictive. They raise the point that
possibly a person eligilble to be an elector
.Might, through inadvertence, have his name
removed from the roll. The word "elec-
tor" would disqualify such a person. How-
ever, that is a mere detail. "Elector''
really means an elector on the roll, or a
Demson qualified to be on the roll. The
change would make it clear that a new
arrival. was not eligible for nomination
simply because hie happened to be a per-
son. The matter involves protection of the
State's revenue, and we hear a good deal
about protecting it. The object of the
amendment is to place the matter on a
,conimonasense basis. Another point raised
was that possibly just at the time nomin-
atins closed, a young man -would become
21 years of age. Although he was not
eligible to he enrolled, being under age, his
3iterests, it has been suggested, might be
injured seeing that he may have miade
every attempt to qualify himself to become
a candidate. At the time nominations
closed, it might possibly be a matter of a
few hours only before the young man was
actually of age and entitled to be en-
rolled. Such objections represent merely
det'ails,; they do not affect the principle.

Mr. F. C. L. Smith: -. t does in regard to
the Legislative Council.

l10N. IV. 1). JOHNSON: I am speaking
of the Legislative Assembly. I want to
aol~oishl the Legislative Council altogether.
I have been taling on that subject for 20
odd years.

Mr1% 'Watts: Arid that is as far as you are
likely to get with Ut.

Mr. Doney: At any rate, is that sugges-
tion embodied in the Bill!

HON~. W. 1). JOHNSON: No; it is dis-
tinctly out or order to refer to it. I em-
phasise that in the interest of economy
zand commlon sense, the woard "Person''
should be altered to read "elector."

The Premier: Do you propose to move
an amendmnent I

Rot'. W. DI. JOHNSON: I ami not in a
position to do so at the mnoment; the under-
s-tanding was, that the Minister. would go

into the matter. I suggest that we agree
to the clause as, it stands aiid the Govern-
meat can have the necessary amendment
made in the Legislative Council.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 3-Section 87, repeal and new
section. Withdrawal or death of candi-
date after nonation:

H1on. N. KEENAN: The effect of the
clause in its present form is that if
there were four candidates, one might be
in a hopeless position and certain to lose
his deposit-lie would probably he a
Comninnist-in consequence of which
he might commit suicide or otherwise disap-
pear, and the whole election would have to
he fought over again. I quite admit that
we sheould change the law to meet the situ-
ation where only two candidates are stand-
ing for election and one dies. The mere
fact of the individual's death results in the
other person becoming entitled to he elected.
In such circumstances the law should hd
changed, but if there are three or more
candidates I do not think we should call
upon them all to incur their electioneering
expenses a second time. The death of one
candidate might take place on polling day.
If the whole election had to he fought over
again, not only would the candidates have
to go to the expense of fighting the issue
once more, but the State would he requited
to duplicate expenditure for the same pur-
pose. The alteration in the law should
apply where there were fewer than three
candidates. I think that would meet thle
situationl. For certain reasons I do not
wish to move an amendment, but this is a
matter iii which we can easily go too farv
in our desire to achieve our objective.

The PRELIER: Irrespective of whethier
people agree or disagree with the principle,
we must realise that these are the days of
party Governments. In consequence, we
must take cognisance of the fact. Bearing
in mind the latest election for this Chamber,
had the memiber for Nedlands died-God
forbid such a disastrous eventuality 1-his
party would have lost its nominee and thA
result of the election might have affected
the fate of the Governiment. We know that
parties select their candidates to represent
them at elections. In one constituency a
mi-nzii may stand as, ain Independent. No one
knows how hie umay act, and yet thie whelo
fate of Ihe Oloverment or of the prospects
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of the Opposition may be affected by his
election. It may be that in one electorate
the opinion of the electors on a matter of
policy is sought, but, in the circumstances I
have indicated, no such result would be ob-
tained. In these days of small majorities
in Parliaments, it might* be possible that
the whole policy of the country might be
changed for the full term of a Parliament
because of such a happening. Eventualities
such as those referred to, which no one
could foresee, might involve such drastic
changes that it is reasonable and fair to
suggest that, even if such considerations did
enter into an election, while inconvenlencc,
and extra expense might be involved in a fuor-
thet contest, the electors concerned should at
least have an opportunity to vote for the can-
didate wvhom they desired to represent them.
As I say, the electors of a constituency
might find themselves represented by a can-
didate who could not be said to represent
more than one-third of the people on the
roll. It is to overcome such a position that
the Bill is introduced. I agree that much
inconvenience, expense and trouble will be
incurred in conducting an election, but the
result that will be achieved if the Bill passes
is worth all that. An amendment is neces-
sary as the clause refers to a "returning
officer," whereas "presiding officer' is in-
tended. I move an amendment--

That in line 4 of paragraph (c) of Sub-
clause 2 the words ''Deputy Returning'' be
struck out and the word "Presiding'" in-
serted in lieu.

Amendment put and passed.

The PREMIER: Different circumstances
arise in Council elections and Assembly elec-
tions and the Bill deals with the law relating
to both Houses. I move an amendment-

That after the word ''Officer'' in line 7
the words ''or Deputy Returning Officer" be
inserted.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. HOLMAN: I move an amendment-
That the following aubelause be added:-

(3) If, after polling day and before the
counting of the votes in the election has been
completed, a candidate dies, and on the com-
pletion of the count of the votes it is found
that such candidate, if still living, would have
been entitled to be declared and to be re-
turned as elected, no candidate shall be re-
turned as elected at the election and Section
eighty-eight of this Act shall apply.
A candidate is not elected until he is declared
elected. Accordingly, provision should be
made for the intervening period. The only

reference to the point that I can find in the
parent Act is in Section 87, which this Hill
proposes to strike out. There is a possi-
bility of such a position arising, though I
hope it never will. We should, however, be
prepared to meet it. In the previous election,
a certain returning officer did not exactly
understand the position and worked at high
speed to endeavour to get the poll counted.
No wonder. Since then I have discussed
the point with Government officials and with
some members of the legal profession and
find there is a wide divergence of opinion.
Some assert that after the poll has been
counted it is but fair and reasonable that
the candidate who secured the highest num-
her of votes should be elected; but the fact
remains that until he is declared elected he
is not a member of Parliament. We do not
receive our salary until we are declared
elected.

The Premier: Yes. Members get their sal-
ary from election day.

Hon. N. Keenan: The hon. member must
have missed something.

Mr. HOLMAN: I did not count it as
closely as that. Because of the wide diverg-
ence of opinion I have mentioned we should
prepare for the eventuality, otherwise much
legal squabbling might ensue and that should
be avoided, if possible. This amendment
also affects the point raised by the Premier.
One of the most important points, however,
is that if the successful candidate dies and
the other candidate is declared elected he
will not mirror the thought of the major-
ity of the electors. That majority should be
given the opportunity of securing a candi-
date who will fairly represent their views.
I do not think there is need for me to debate
the point further. I trust the Committee
will agree to the amendment.

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

Clauses 4, 5, Title-agreed to.

Hill reported with amendments.

BILL-INSPECTION OF MACHINERY
ACT AMENDMENT (No. 1).

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 29th August.

Mr. PATRICK (Greenough) [5.34]: In
many respects the Bill is similar to that
which had a very smooth passage in this
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House last session hut which was regarded
in another place as being highly contentious
legislation. There is no doubt that some
amendment of the Act is necessary, because
it is obvious that changes have taken place
in machinery, changes that were not con-
templated when the original Act was intro-
duced. The Minister referred to refrigerat-
ing machinery, apart from small domestic
plants from which not much danger need be
feared And which do not come under this
legislation. There is no doubt that in the
larger plants gases are developed and that
those gases are highly poisonous. They are
used under great pressure and consequently
the plants must be in the hands of capable
persons. As the Minister pointed out, they
must also be controlled in the buildings
where they are erected to the extent that
the gases must not be allowed to penetrate
to other parts of the establishment.

The Premier: Or even next door.
Mr. PATRICK: Yes. I can instance

what happened in the town represented by
the Premier, where a refrigerating plant ex-
piloded and the gases might easily have af-
fected everyone iut the vicinity. The Min-
ister also outlined other amendments which
wvere necessary because of the introduction
of new fuels, such as oil and pulverised coal.
An objection raised by members in another
place had reference to engineers' certificates.
I read the debate that took place there, and
it seemed to me that the opposition was in
a general sense; in fact, one member said
that this was highly contentious legislation,
and should not be introduced in war time.
An objection that came from the Minister's
own side on the subject of engineer's certi-
ficates was that many engineers erecting
plants on the goldfields were self-taught men
who did not possess qualifications. Of course
we find that in all walks of life; we find
men who are not certificated quite superior
and more practical than those in possession
of certificates. At the same time we must
follow a standard. Really the objections
raised in another place were such that the
Bill might have been allowed to go through
the second reading and then dealt with in
Committee.

The Premier: It was late in the session,
unfortunately.

Mr. PATRICK: Yes, and there was not
sufficient time to deal with it properly. I
had no serious objection to the Bill as it was
introduced last session, though I do not pre-

tend to know a good deal of matters that
are highly technical. I do not suppose many
of the members of this House do either,
probably not even the Minister who intro-
duced the Hill. We are largely in the hands
of departmental officials. I do not know
whether that is always a good thing and
whether it is always safe to trust to their
judgment. There have been occasions when
we have all owed perfectly innocent-looking
matters to slip through and then later un-
expectedly found to be cropping up difficul-
ties that were not contemplated. A Bill of
this type, as is done in America, should be
referred to a standing committee, and even
though the members of that committee may
not be experts, they are capable of sifting
evidence and obtaining advice from indepen-
dent experts. However, I support the sec-
ond reading.

MRB. McDONALD (Werst Perth) [5.38] 1
said lnst year on a somewhat similar Bill
that I felt quite unable to say whether it
was a good or a bad Bill. I consider it is a
good Bill and, as the previous speaker has
said, it is necessary to amend the Act so as
to bring tho legislation for the inspection of
machinery up to date, having regard to the
great changes that have taken place in many
classes of machinery. I appreciate the Ace-
tion of the Minister for ines in submitting
the Bill to the House but with miany mnem-
bers I agree that we cannot quite judge
the effect of it. I would have liked some
assurance that it is not likely to be too far-
reaching. There arc many mechanical de-
vices driven by electricity or steam or char-
coal gas which under modern conditions are
brought to every home and to farms and
stations where it is now quite usual
for all kinds of machinery to be a nor-
mnal factor of the owner's business. it
will be rather bard if we impose restrictions
onj the use of such machinery. If there had
to be: a preliminary examination of a man's
qualifications to use such machinery, and
annual permits had to be obtained before
those particular contrivances could be used,
the many obligations that are now imposed
by law on the conduct of Almost every clas
of business would thereby be added to. Con-
sequently I would like the Minister to give
the House an assurance that the Bill will
not place any undue restrictions on people
who have occasion to usec various classes of
machinery and mechanical contrivances in
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their homes, on their farms and in their
businesses in such cases where the danger
of ac-cident is not very great. On thle general
principle that the Bill is needed to bring the
Act up to date, I propose to support the
second reading, but would like the MNinister
to inform the House of the extent to which
the Bill goes. I hope that before the mea-
sure is finally agreed to there will be some
expression of expert advice from qualified
people in order that hon. members may be
assured that the measure will not be too
far-reaching.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (11mm. A-
R. Panton-Itedervilje-in reply) [5.43]:
The only assurance I can give to the mnem-
bee for West Perth (Mr. 'McDonald) is that
so far as, I know there is no p)ossibility of
the Bill interfering wiith mechanlical con-
trivances. in the placvs hie mentioned. As I
said before, the Bill deals with refrig-eration.
It contains a definition of "unit system," as
neamiug "a qsstem whichi can be removed.

from thle user's premises without disconnect-
ing any parts. containing refrigerant." In
view of that definition no house refrigerators
wouldl comle under the scope of the Act', that
is to sat', no0 refrikerators that Canl be re-
moved from a house without any parts be-
ing disconnected. I have not had one com-
plaint about the provisions in the Bill.
When I introduce a measure T gene~rally)
hear vem ,y quickly whether anybody is likely
to lie adversely affected bi'y that measure, hut
so far no criticism has reached ine.
Mechanical contrivances on farms are gov-
ernled by the present Act.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Bill passed through Committee without
depbate, reported without amendment, and
the report a(lopted.

BILL-RESERVES (GO VERNMENT
DOMAIN).

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 29th August.

MR. STYANTS (Kalgoorlie) [5.50]: Just
before the adjournment of the House last
Thursday, I had quoted the opinions of three
leading architects of this State to show that

there would he no difficulty as regards the
foundations for a building on this particular
block, or in dealing with the seepage which
is said to exist along the whole front of that
locality. The Town Planning Commnissioner,
Mr. Davidson, gave evidence before the
committee, and his opinion wvas that it would
be anl ideal site for public buildings, pro-
vided, as the Leader of the Opposition said,
the site of the Christian Brothers' College
was acquired. The reason why Mfr. David-
son made the stipulation was that at the
timie the committee had not evolved thle idea
of providing a road along the eastern side
of the site recommended, and I think all the
members of the committee were of opinion
that it would be absolutely essential to have
a roadway onl the eastern side if the block
was to be used for this purpose. Had M1r.
Davidson known that later on the committee
would have recommended a Ofift. road-
way along the eastern alignment of the block,
I feel sure he would not have nmade that
definite qualification about acquiring the
Christian Brothers' College site. Amongst
thle other witnesses were Air. Allingham, rep-
resenting the Perth Chamber of Commerce,
and Inspector Campbell, who is in charge of
traffie in the metropolitan area. Inspector
Campbell expressed the opinion that if the
Government offices were erected on the Gov'-
erment Domain site, no traffic problem
would be create d. He thought it would he
particularly free in that respect as there
would be the Riverside-drive and the
terrace, as well as the new road.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The new road will
have a very steep grade.

Mr. STYANTS: Yes, but there would
really be no need to use it to any great
extent. Thle new road need not necessarily
be carried right through, but could be used
to serve the purpose of giving aecems to the
Government buildings.

Ho . G . Latham: I thought the build-
ings were to have an east-;vest layout.

M1r. STYANTS: Anyhow, to build up the
foundations, so that the grade to the river
frontage could be reduced would] not he nit
insuperable diffiulty. The Leader of the
Qpposition raised the question whether
the whole of the Government departments
would be housed in the new buildingas, and
instaniced the Tourist Bureau. I agree en-
tirelv that it would be inadvisable to move
tile Tourist Bureau to the domain site and
house it in thle proplosed new building-, If
the hon. member looks Fit page 7 of the cvi-

633



[ASSEMBLY.]

denee at the bottom right-hand corner, he
will find that the Principal Architect excluded
quite a number of departments that he con-
sidered could not be suitably housed there.
I should say offhand that one of those de-
partments would be the Child Welfare De-
partment.

Hon. C. G. Latham: The Public Service
Commissioner is the man who decides.

Mr. STYANTS: The plan drawn up by
the Principal Architect does not provide for
the departments set out in the right-hand
bottom corner of page 7. There are nine or
ten of those departments. Another matter
raised by the Leader of the Opposition was
that of a bridge across the river. The infer-
ence to be drawn from his remarks was
that, if Government buildings were erected
on the domain site, the State would be in-
volved in the expense of putting a bridge
across tbe river at that point.

Hon. C. G. Latham: That was to give
-ready access.

Mr. STYANTS: It would not be fair to
burden the proposed Government buildings
with the cost of erecting a bridge over the
river. Everyone realises that sooner or later
some more convenient means than exist at
present must be provided for getting to the
southern suburbs. I think we can all agree
that if some competent authority found this
to be the most suitable position for a bridge
across the river, it would be a gr-eat con-
venience to the people of the southern sub-
urbs to be able to proceed straight across
the bridge to the site of the Governmnent
offices. Another matter raised by the
Leader of the Opposition was; that of finan-
cing the cost of the buildings,. He seemed
to have sonme complaint on the score that
the money was nlready available for the
purpose. The complaint we usually have
is that finance is not available and that we
have to float a loan and bear the conse-
quent interest charges for such proposals.

Hon. C. G. Latham: You will have to
pay interest on the money proposed to be
used.

Mr. STYANTS:- Yes, hut it will be a
matter of one Governmnent department lend-
ing to anotber, which is entirely different
from borrowing from An outside source.

Hon. C_ G. Latham: The same amount of
interest would still have to be paid.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I remind the
member for K~algoorlie that I will not per-
mit any discussion in regard to financing

unless by way of comparing the different
sites. There is no provision in this Bill
for the financing of the buildings.

Mr. STYANTS: One point that greatly
influenced me was that if the proposal is
adopted, of the eight acres to he excised
from tile Government Domain, only about
13/ acres will he used for actual buildings.
The remainder of the area can be converted
into gardens and a breathing space for the
peop~le of the city. This will leave some-
thing in the vicinity of six acres for that
purpose, and one can visualise what an
asset this will lie to (lie people of the city,
not only in the future hut also at present.
If we can have another six acres of garden
comparable with that at Stirling Square,
it will certainly be a distinct advantage.

In my opinion neither the Giovernment
Domain nor the Parliament House area
provides the ideal site. To each of them
there arc certain objections. What im-
pressed me greatly was that no serious ob-
jection was raised by any professional
inan to the domain site. I took particular
care to ask each of them whether he saw
anythinig that was definitely objectionable
in the dominf site, and the most serious
objection adlvanced was that it wounld
necessitate p)eople having- business to trans-
act at the G"overninent offices walking a
little further than they have to walk at
present. The additional distance would be
ab~out 10 chains-somnething like 200 yard-
so I do not consider that to be any seri-
ous objection. Probably it would he henme-
ficial to the health of olice-workers if they
had to walk an extra 200 yards.

Hon. C. G. Lath am: I think it is moe
like 400 yards.

Air. STYANTS: No, it is 14 chains from
Barrack street, but from the site of the
pre~sent Titles Office and the Lands Offiee
the distance is 10 chains. Those are exact
measurements. Tt was the opinion of three
of the four architects called before the Com-
mittee that Parliament House would not be
dwarfed by the erection of suitable build-
ings for public offices. It may fairly be
said that this was the consensus of opinion.
Mr. Glare was definitely Of Opinion, how-
ever, that suchi buildings could not be erected
without dwarfing Parliament House. The
three witnesses wvere certainly agreed that
the buildings could be erected without,
d-warfin1g Parliament House, but it is equally
clear that every one of them was opposed
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to the building of public offices on this site.
They' all said this was a magnificent site
and should be preserved for all time, so that
there might be erected upon it a fine edifice
in the shape of a completed Parliameot
House, to which the people of this State
would look up with respect. Although they
agreed that buildings could be constructed
so that they would not dwarf Parliament
House, they were definitely of opinion that
they should not be erected here.

I ams now going to express my personal
view as to what I visualise for the future.
This may not be the opinion of the mnem-
bers of the committee. Some-thing like 18
to 20 acres of ground are availabl e in the
domain itself. That is not required by Goy-
ernment House. According to the reports
that building is getting old and beginning to
crumble. If it is not nlow costing a good
deal to keep up in repairs, it will do so in
the near future. If we could get some suit-
able site, say three or four acres of the
Observatory ground, we could move Govern-
mnent House to that area. We could then
give, say, three or four acres of the re-
maining portion of that area to the Perth
City Council for civic offices, and have a
chaince of making a deal with the local auth-
ority for the present Town Hall site. Such
an exchange would make the Treasury build-
ing site particularly valuable to thfe Govern-
ment. By this means we could have a civic
and Governmental centre second to none in
Australia. We would have beautiful gar-
dens with a river frontage for the people,
and something that would be a credit to the
residents of thle city, something of which
they would be very proud. The committee
called evidence from witnesses in all walks
of life, and in addition advertised exten-
sively' for any person who was willing Lo
give evidence.

The Minister for Lands: We even invited
the Leader of the Opposition to come along.

Hon. C. 0. Lathamn: You did not.
The Minister for Lands: I mean in a

general sense.
Mr. STYANTS: After li.stening closely

to the evidence I am satisfied that if the
recommendation of the committee is not
correct or not the best one, it is no fault
of members of the committee. All the mem-
hers approached the subject with an open
mind, and we had put before us the
best brains available in the State, that is to
say, the witnesses who gave evidence on this
mantter. We weighed the evidence carefully,

and camne to the conclusion that the weight
of evidence and of opinion was greatly in
favour of the Government Domain site.

HON. W. D. JOHNSON (Uuildford-lilid-
land) [6.5J]: 1 approach this question feel-
ing that any criticism I may offer is offered
out of a sense of public duty rather than
with any idea onl my part of gaining suff-
cient support for the plea that this import-
aint question should be deferred for further
consideration. It has been suggested to me,
not by the Government or by members of
the Opposition, that I should allow this mnat-
ter to go onl. I have been reminded that a
Parliamentary committee, representative of
both Houses, has gone into the question, has
investigated it from different angles, and
submitted a unanimous report. That report
involves the support of representatives of
the direct Opposition, the support of the
National Party, and the support of the niema-
beni onl the Government side of the House
who usually endorse any action of this kind.

MrY. Warner: The commnittee had no stand-
ing, anyhow.

l. W. D). JOHNSON: T appreciate
that in going into this question fully I ain
doing something tha t a member could only
do out of a sense of public duty. I take
this course because I am convinced that a
%-cry grave wrong- would he dlone to the city
and the State if the Hill became law. So
strongly do I feel that 1 intend to oppose
the mleasure. It is my intention to review the
position nmore or less in detail, aind to qunote
the evidence which I maintain does not sup-
port the report. The reasons outlined in the
evidence for the construction of public
offeps ait this juncture are 111rst, the need for
better accommnodation for the Titles branch
of the Government service, and because
of a similar need for the Agricultural
Department, whose premfises are not a credit
to the State and( are not convenient for good
administration. 'lhe second point is a desire
onl the part of the Government to improve
the general administration of the affairs of'
Stlate by providing better offl ieommnoda-
tion as compared with that provided to-day.
The third point is to dispose of existing
buildings wvhich could be put to more profit-
able use, the position being that we as a
State are occupying highly valuable land in
the business portion of the city and that
from a Government point of view it would
lie more economical to dispose of the present
Treasury building and expiend the proceds
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on the Government Domain site. The fourth
point is that the work involved is desirable
in order to provide employment for those in
the building trade, and especially that sec-
tion which is not fually employed now, and,
further, to afford an outlet for investment
of £400,000 which is available to the Govern-
mieat, the amount mentioned in the evidence
which 1 shall quote rather extensively. The
fifth point is to ensure that the position
selected for the new building, is central.

As regards the first point, I agree, and
have urged for some time, that there should
he new accomumodation for the Titles Office
and that the Agricultural Department should
he better housed. I submit that those two
needs could have been supplied many years
ago. To do so would not involve the removal
of Government offices generally, because on
the old police court site, where the Industrial
Development officials are now housed to-
gether with the Minister for Employment,
there is aecoinplodation suitable for the
Titles Office, and the public would not be
appreciably inconvenienced by its transfer
from Cathedral avenue to Barrack-street.
Therefore, if the outstanding need is to pro-
vide new accommodation for the Titles Office,
that can be d]one in a simple and compara-
tively inexpensive way. Then, as re gards
the Agricultural Departinent, the suitable
site is there, with room for extension. In
point of fact, there is room on the existing

sie, is11 the site of the building now occu-
pied by the Returned Soldiers' League,
which does not now require the building-

Abr. Patrick: Has not the League a lease
of the building?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: That site could
hie incorporated in the area available to the
Agricultural Department, and] thus there
would be a fairly large block of land cap-
able of providing ample accommodation for
the Agricultural Department and the Titles
Office.

Mr Lambert: Those departments could
have used the Observatory building, -with
certain additions.

H~on. IV. D. JOHNKSON: I question the
wisdom-as I have done right through--of
scrapping at the present juncture the exist-
ing Treasury building. I know it occu-
pies a valuable part of the city; and
I believe that if things were normal,
arrangements could be made to raise a
huge sumi of money by the sale of the area
or by letting it on a long-term building

lease. Thus the State could secure a con-
siderable amount of revenue by the disposal
of that and the surrounding buildings.
Nevertheless, the question arises whether the
central situation is not of value from the
Government point of view. It is central and
convenient for the general population. The
business people surround it, and transport
radiates from it. Therefore my conviction
is that at the present juncture we should
not move from the Treasury building. We
should add to it, on the lines I have sug-
gested, to meet the outstanding needs of the-
two departments mentioned.

I have read through the evidence taken by
the committee, and I shall comment a good.
deal on the absence of evidence. I would
like the Minister to put me rig'ht if I err,
hut I believe there is not, throughout the,
evidence, anything that deals with the possi-
bility of making the present Treasury build-
ing suitable for requirements of State.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I was dealing
with the absence of any intimation regard-
ing the continued use of the Treasury build-
ing on a remodelled or- reformed basis, and
I sugge~sted that thme Minister should devote
some attention to that phase when replying
to the debate. The Bill, if passed, will
definitely involve -Parliament in the disposal,
in one way or another, of the Treasury
building. If the House approves of the
Bill, then the Government offices are to be
cenralised elsewhere, and to that extent,
seeing that the Treasury building will be-
come vaeant, the disposal of the premises is
involved. I merely mention that in passing
because, most definitely and distinctly, one
proposition involves the other. With regard
to the site to he selected for the new build-
ing we must ensure that it is centrally situ-
ated and conveniently placed for the citizens
of the metropolitan area;, I shall therefore
confine my speech to twvo suggested sites. I
propose to examine the evidence to ascer-
tain if the report faithfully reflects the in-
formation regarding those particular sites.
In my opinion-I wTill leave the House to
jndge after I have dealt -with the evidence--
tile report, as submitted, is not based on the
evidence presented to Parl *iament. It is truet
that the Bill is not actually a reflex of the
evidence contained in the report, because the
measure seeks to provide a right-of-way on
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the eastern side of the Government Domain,
and by that means create an island at the
corner of Victoria avenue and St. George's
terrace. That will be a separate unit. I
propose to read evidence regarding the ef-
fect that proposal may have.

At this stage I wish to make it clear that
I1 am definitely opposed to the Bill, and I
shall end(eavour during the Committee stage,
should the measure pass the second reading,
to have the provision for the roadway
erased. If we are to do the proper thing, I
am firmly of the opinion that that course
could be adopted. I agree with the view of
those whose evidence showed that we must
acquire the area at the corner of Victoria
avenue and St. George's terrace. I mention
tbat roadway as a striking point respecting
which there is no evidence of any import-
ance. True, in the plan displayed by Mr.
Clare, the Government Architect, provision
is made for the roadway, but even he is not
definite regarding it, nor did any other wit-
ness, so far as I have noticed, advance that
idea.

In my opinion, there was a good deal that
influenced the opinions of members of the
Joint Committee in formulating their recom-
mendations apart from the evidence that
was submitted. I believe that the Minister
for Lands played a major part in the fram-
ing of the report. I believe the document
is a monument to his persistency, his appli-
cation and his personality. He set himself
to the task of securing approval for this
proposition after it had been defeated by
Parliament; and to date he has succeeded.
The question arises as to whether Parlia-
ment will now endorse the report which,
in my opinion, is largely that of the Minis-
ter and is; not hased upon the evidence.
There must have been a good deal of dis-
cussion between the members of the Joint
Committee and the Minister, and an under-
standing must have been arrived at when
making the inspections that were no doubt
carried out. I think th3, discussions in
committee arid during the inspections con-
tributed to the unanimity that was made
evident in the signing of the report by the
members of the Joint Committee.

I support the utilisation of Parliament
House grounds. I have been convinced of
their suitability' for the purpose for many
years past. I was associated with the com-
pletion (-f Parliament House building. 1
wvas Minister for Works at the time of its

completion, and I was the first to conceive
the idea of using the Old Barracks as Gov-
ernment offices. That course was adopted
at the time with the distinct intention of,
just as we then collected all the various
branches of the Public Works Department
which were then scattered throughout the
city and domiciled them in what is now
known as the Public Works Building, later
on gradually but surely providing further
accommodation there for other depart-
ments that were not housed in the Treasury
building. The intention then was to have
two centres. One would be the Treasury
building-there was certainly no thought
then of disposing of the premises-and the
other was to be the Public Works Depart-
ment. I admired the Parliament House
site in those days, and I have admired
it ever since. I believe we have in
the Parliament House reserve all that is
essential for the purposes of a site for
Government offices. I think the evidence
will support my claim that it is an out-
standing and naturally beautifully situated
site for central administrative offices. I
shall not say any more tin that point be-
cause the evidence helps me in my con-
tention.

I admit I have not read all the evidence
that was tendered to the Joint Committee,
because certain of the witnesses hardly
impressed me. I do not think they possess
special qualifications enabling them to in-
struct members of Parliament on the points
at issue. I hjave selected those who I he-
liove were the principal witnesses of whom
Parliament should take cognisance in an
inquiry of this description. I know Mr.
Allinghiam slightly, and while he is quite a
capable business man, I do not think that
his evidence could be regarded as of any
great value on a question of this de~crip-
Lion. Therefore I do not take his views
seriously, and I admit I have nlot read his
evidence carefully. I have not rend the
evidence of Inspector Campbell of the
Traffic Department, the Commissioner of
Railways (Mr. Ellis), Sir John Kirwan,
the Chairman of the Transport Board (Mr.
iMillen), nor yet of the Public Service
Commissioner (Mr. G. W. Simpson). I
did not read their evidence carefully,
but merely glanced through it. I do not
regard their statements as of value, from
my point of view, and I do not think that
their views will help Parliament to
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arrive at a decision on this question.
I shall quote from the evidence given by
Mr. Armstrong, the City Valuer; Mr. Boas as
an architect and later as representative of
the Institute of Architects; Mr. Clare, the
Principal Architect; Mr. Davidson, the
Town Planning Commissioner; Mr. Fyfe,
the Surveyor-General; Mir. Hall, who for
many years was associated with the Land
Resumption Office; Mr. Parry, the Vice-
President of the Institute of Architects; and
Mr. Sunimerhayes, a Perth architect who
has been prominent in matters of this kind.
The evidence of those gentlemen does not
justify the discarding of the Parliament
House site as a site for Government offices.
I shall begin with Mr. Davidson's evidence.
In answer to Question 236, Mir. Davidson
said-

Apart from the inconvenience to the Pub-lic Service, the travelling public andl tho busi-
ness and professional community, T strongly
urge that it would be unfair to parliament
House to erect any buildings on this site. I
.also make thuis point. We could not control
what might go on in the vicinity of the site.
Already there is a hospital adjacent to the
site, as well as a large brewery chimney, the
smoke from which eaters the hospital and the
private office of the Minister for Works. If
public buildings to accommodate public ser-
vants arc erected on the two flanks, there is
nothing at the present time to stop saly per-
son from starting a imnaufactory adjacent to
the site, and this could be prevented only by
costly resumption.

In his answer to Qnestion 239 Mr. Davidson
said-

Even if this State became only a province
as Alberta is a province of Canada or Natal
a province of United South Africa, we should
still need provincial halls. Even if Parliament
became transformed into a county council
there would still be need for a building of
this type and we would wvant to finish it. Tme
building must be finished and if it is finished
as approved by previous Parliaments, you can-
not afford to have any flanking buildings on
the site, otherwise you will detract from this
building. We cannot afford to put up th istypo of structure; we have to adopt the
modern type.

Parliament has been using this buildimtg
sin1ce it was completed in 1904, 36 years ago.
The State then controlled a tremendous num-
ber of activities which it no longer controls,
nor has it any responsibility for the admin-
istration of such activities. Parliament's
powers, Parliament's ramifications and Par-
liamnent's responsibilities have decreased
enormously during the past 36 years. How
then can it be said that the Parliament House
building must be completed? The desire no

doubt is laudable. I have tried to influence
Governments to complete the building not
on the original plans-not on such a com-
prehensive basis-but nevertheless to com-
plete it in such a way that it would repre-
sent a finished appearance instead of the
patchke appearance it now presents. The
fact remains we must appreciate that the
need for Parliament House has declined in
the last 36 years, and that therefore we have
to examine closel 'y whether we can, with jns-
tier, to the State, anticipate expenditure on
the extension of Parliament House building
to any great extent. Mr. Holmes asked Mr.
Davidson (Question 241)-

You said this area is undoubtedly a won-
derful site for Parliament House, unique in
the State and one of the finest sites in the
Commonwealth?

Mr. Davidson replied, "Definitely." Mi.
Davidson confirms the high opinion I formed
of this site, nor has my opinion been modi-
fied by the little travelling I have done. I
have never seen a site more suited to a Par-
liamnent House.

Mr. Sampson: Mr. Davidson made a close
study of this question.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON. By Question
244, Mr. Davidson was asked-

You have stressed the point that the city
must extend east?
I will return to this phase of the matter, as
I (10 not wish to mix it up with the question
of Parliament House site. I will deal ex-
haustively with it later. I shall now quote
Question 260-

By Mr. Patrick: Then you do not agree
with the Principal Architect, who said that
the Parliamnent House was the niost ruagniti-
cent of all for public buildings?

Mr. Davidson replied-
Foundations do not worry architects to-day.

You could put up a building in the middle of
Perth Water for that matter. That has been
(lone in Stockholm. The Rural Palace there
is on an island.

Icould not quite connect that answer
with the question.

The Minister for Lands: It would be
awvkward for the public to get to an island.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Yes. I do not
think Mr. Davidson would evade a question,
he is not built that way; but it seems clear
when he answered in that way that he did
not understand -Mr. Patrick's question.

Mr. Patrick: Possibly Mr. Patrick did
not understand it.
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Hon. W. DA JOHNSON: It is quite clear
to mec. In reply to Question 267 by Mr.
:Holnmes, Mr. Davidson said-

To house public servants on the Parliament
'Rouse block would be to render a disservice
to the general public and mere especially to
the members of the legal profession and others
who hare frequently to use the Government
offices.

I will leave Mr. Davidson's evidence at that
point, but will return to it later. I propose
now to consider the evidence of Mr. Sumn-
merhayes, and to quote the following ques-
tion and answer 331:-

From an idealistic point of view you uoaild
like to see the whole of Government Domain
regarded as an area for future development,
but if that cannot be achieved, you still ad-
'here to your view that the site shown on the
plan before you is the best of all those that
are available 1-Yes, the best of these mna-
tioned, except that the question of the Treas-
ury Buildings, together with the Stirling
Square site is still against your point that no
further progress could be made westward. The
Treasury buildings site alone is not advisablc
on account of the limited accommodation
available. As to bringing in Stirling Square,
I think public opinion would be a factor to
'be considered. As an alternative to that, there
is the Parliament House site, the objection to
-which is mainly based upon Parliament House
and its surroundings.

On the same page appearsi the following
(Question 335)-

You stated that one of your objections to
the Parliament House site was that it would
be too far away from the commercial life of
the city 1-Yes.

Then we read Question 344 and the answer--
By Ron. J. S, Holmes: I gather that your

-objection to the Parliament Rouse site is the
dwarfing of Parliament House itself?-And
accessibility. If you are in business in the
centre of the Terrace it seems a long way to
bare to walk to the Public Works Department.

lion. mjembers, wvill perceive that Mir. Sum-
merhayes was not strongly opposed to the
Parliament House site and they can weigh
the evidenet for themselves and determine
-whether it is sufficient for them to assume
that he favoured the Government Domain
site-. The next witness; to whose evidence 1
shall refer is 'Mr. Boas. At the bottom right
band corner of page 27 M1r. Boss is re-
ported~ as having said-

As to the possible sites, there are the re-
commendations of the Commission upon which
I have touched. I shall not put these sugges-
tions in thle order oif respective merits. No.
2 is the Public Works site at the head of St.
George's-terrace forming the apex of the block
upon which Parliament House stands. I am
inclined to think that would be about the next

best site for Government offices. I envisage
there a block of buildings that archi tecturally
would be the crowning point to the head of
St. George 's-terrace and the city. The site
would meet some of the conditions that I have
already laid down. It is owned by the State;
it is large enough, and it would form an ef-
fective part of the development of Parliament
House grounds. It is not necessary to see the
front of Parliament House to make it a pala-
tial Parliament House. I cai envisage u
Treasury Building at the head of St. George's-
terrace that would be the spearpoint of this
Governmental group with Parliament House in
the distance behind it.

On page 39 appears the following question
(by the Chairman) and answer-

In looking through some documents while
preparing my case for the site which was the
subject of a Bill, I noticed that in 1934 the
Council of the City of Perth bad a deputa-
tion to the thea Premier (Mr. Collier) and re-
commended three alternative sites for a Town
Hull. No. I of those recommendations was
a portion of Government House reserve, ap-
proximately from the lodge enft to the Chris-
tian Brothers' College, and the deputation
asked that the Government nmake that site
availablet-Yes.

That is the first intimation I have gained
from all the discussion as to how the Chris-
tiani Brothers' College came tinder public
notice, why it was singled out. T find that it
was actually singled out in the first place by
the city fathers as a site for a town hall. I
cannot say that it was a very wise selection
for that purpose, but the fact. remains that
die first occasion on which the site was
brought under public notice appears to have
been as a result of a discussion by the Perth
City Council. Question 484 and the answer
aire as follows:

Subsequently to that again, in 1938 you
pressed very strongly that the Perth Council,
because of the inability to close the railway
and with a view to getting the bigger scheme
you had envisaged, should go to the Govern-
ment unanimously declaring that it supported
the Esplanade site?-Ycs.

f quote that to show that Mr. Boas was not
strongly in favour of the, Government
Domain site because he stated that subs-,P
EIHCILII3 the Esplanade site was selected.
WuP need not worry about that, however, he-
cause it does not coma into consideration as
a site for Government offices. The following
questions and answers are worth quoting-

491. You consider that for a group of Coy-
erment buildings 10 acres should be the mnini-
mum11 area ?-Yes.

492, How does that dovetail in with your
suggestion regarding the site on the Parlia-
mieat House reserve which comprises an urea
of approximately 12 acresl I distinctly re-
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member that in your Commission's report you
urged the retention of this site and the com-
pletion of Parliament House. Is that Dot so?
-Yes.

493. You considered it a serious matter
that Parliament House, standing onl the best
site in the city, was not completed 7-Yes.

So Mr. Boas says it is the best site in the
city. On the same page are the following
questions and answers-

502. By Hon. .1. J. H-olmues: You referred
to a suggestion that the eommnittee should
delegate its authority to a commiittee of ex-
perts f-Yes.

503. We cannot do that because the coma-
uilttee was appointed by Parliament aid has
to report to the Governor, so that answers that
question. Then you referred to 10 acres as the
mini area required for public buildings.
How does that fit in with your idea as to re-
duced State Pnrlinmentary activities?-I
think that when that time conies, if it ever
does, our local responsibilities will be greater.
Local government in its largest sphere wvill be-
come more important.

What he was saying was that after all we
should not vnvisage a huge palatial build-
ing for Parliament House ii' view of the
reason I have already given, namely that
Parliament in 'Western Australia is not
growing, but declining.

Question 535 was asked by Mr. Patrick
and answered as follows-

Do you think it would be possible to group
the Government buildings onl Parliament
House site without dwarfing Parliament
House?-I am sure of it. It is only a ques-
tion of architectural treatment.

Mr. Boas was very definite, and I think we
must accept him as a man qualified to ex-
press an opinion. Question 539a was asked
by Mr. Baxter-

At the comnmenceenent of your evidence you
were definite on the point that, if the com-
mission's recommendation was not adopted,
the Public Works site was No. 1 site. Now
you say that No. I. site is the Government
Doiaint-Not the Government Donlain. I
said the Esplanade.

As the evidence is reported, it is quite clear
that Mr. Roas was somewhat confused in
regard to the questions. On meeting him I
said, "It seemed to me that you started very
definitely and then qualified your remarks
before you got through." He replied that
the whole thing had been mixed up because
of his advocacy of the Esplanade site. I
have a letter from Air. Boss on the point
and will probably read it later. Questions

545-0 are the next to which 1 direct atten-
tion-

Do you think it would be wvise to erect pub-
lic, buildings oil Parliament House site and
so dwarf Parliament Houset-The Houses of
Parliament in other countries cannot be
dwarfed. It is a question of design. They ore
niagnificent structures.

What would our Parliament House look like
if it was finished and had a ten-storey build-
ing in front of it 7-This building was de-
signied 40 years ago. If you called for a de-
sign f or Parliament House to-day, you would
probably get an entirely different design.

But it would be desirable to complete Par-
liament House as designed 7 Yes, I suppose
so.

If the building is finished as designed, it
will be possible to treat the grounds in such
a wvay that Pa rimwent lHouse would not be
dwarfed?-I am sure thot could be dlone.

Before you came here, -you had not had the
suggestion put up to you whicht itas submit-
ted to us by a witness and outlined to you
by inc (Afr. Styants), that is, for the shift-
ing of Government House to the Observatory
site. Assuming that Governmnt House could
be shifted anl thle 30 acres on wvhich it stands
could be made avrailable for a governmental
and civic site, would you then think that this
ground should rank as the third site in pre-
ference? That is to say, would you favour the
erection of a governmnental centre only on the
Parliamnent House site, or a governmental and
civic centre on the Government Doniaiu-I
would say that would be the second prefer-
enee.

Members will see the leading questions that
were suhmitted and the desire to side-track
the witness; and not to denl with the Govern-
muent Domain site as part of the Government
policy. It was submitted to Mr. IBoas that,
if the whole lot was banded over for govern-
mnental and civic offices and Gonvernment
House was transferred to the Observatory
site, w.ould he he favourable to the site. Now
I turn to Question 712, after Mr. Boss had
been recalled by the committee. Mr. Roas,
in reply to Mr. Patrick, said-

Promn a practical point of viewv there are two
considerations against the Parliament House
site. Thp, first is that the group of Govern-
ment buildings would overshadow Parliament
Rouse and, secondly, time nature of both the
ground and the surrounsing streets -would
make it unsuitable for traffic and parking
plurposes.

Mr. Patrick: That was not Mr. Boan's own
opinionI

Hon. W. D, JOHNS ON: No, that was
wvhen he was expressing the views of the
Institute of Architects. Questions 719 and
722 were asked by Mr. Holmes-

You said that one of the principal objec.-
tions to Parliament House site was that the
proposed buildings wrould dwarf Parliament
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House. I think every architect who has givern
evidence before the commtittee, including the
Chief Architect (Mr. Clare) and you yourself,
said that that difficulty could he overcomcY
'-I think so.

I think Mr. Clare dlid, but we can deal with
that point later?-I am of opinion that a
suitable group of Government buildings could
be erected onl Parliamnent House site, a group
of buildings that would harmonis with Par-
liament House without subordinating it. That,
however, is just may personal view.

Mr. Boas was not authorised to include that
as the opinion of the Institute of Architects.
I will deal with the Institute of Architects
later. Question 738 reads-

You are very enthusiastic about this particu-
lar sitc?-Yes. I think that buildings could
be erected on the Parliament House site to
harnionise with the existing building.

That emplhasises his previous statement.
Now I propose to quote Mr. Parry on the
same matter, Question 410. Mr. Parry is
an architect of standing, Vice-President of
the Royal Institute of Architects of Western
Australia, and a man very highly respected
as a citizen.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Will
the bon. member resume his seatl I think
the House should know that I can hardly
hear the remarks being made by the hon.
member. Far too many private conversa-
tions are being carried on while the speaker
is addressing the Chair. I would also re-
mind members that when they enter the
Chamber they must take their seats', and
that they must not stand around conversing
with each other. It is only fair that those
who are interested in the disoussion and are
occupying their seats, should be able to hear
what is being said. I call members to task
for this sort of thing, because it is definitely
out of order. I hope that members will give
speakers a patient hearing so that other
members who are interested may obtain a
full digest of what is being properly put be-
fore the Chair.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I thank you,
Mr. Deputy Speaker. I was just going to
quote Question 410-and several others.

Do you consider that the putting of build-
ings on different levels would interfere with
the architectural symmetry, say, onl the Mal-
colm-street frontage-I do not think there
would be any insuperable difficulty.

411. I am referring to the attractiveness
of the buildings?-No, quite the contrary,
especially if You had Parliament House as the
dominating structure and the accessory build-

ings arranged around it on a lowver level. I
think these buildings would make a very good
group.

412. Would not ally scheme of buildings
oil Parliament House gronds tend to dwarf
Parliament Honsed-I think not.

413. Such buildings would have to be car-
ried much higher than Parliament Housell-
I do not think so. Making allowance for the
difficulties presented by the site, I think the
buildings could be erected in the form of a
huge quadrangle, onl the Malcolm-street,
George-street and Hay-street frontages below
Parliament House.

414. Do you think it would be wise, when
other sites are available, to crowd the Par-
liament House site with Government build-
ingst-My opinion on this point would be only
comparative as to what the other sites had to
offer. I should like to know more about them.

416. Do you think the fact of haying ninme-
storey buildings around Parliament House,
which is only two storeys, would dwarf the
appearance of Parliament House?-I do not
know what the plan indicates, -but I think that
is an instance that when a scheme of huge pub.
lie buildings is being considered you should
not be satisfied with the opinion of one de-
partment, but should take advantage of comn-
petition of brains outside the department.

419. The plan before you shows one sug-
gested treatment of the Parliament House site
to meet immediate requirements and provide
for an increase of 25 per cent1-I should
think this plan could be improved upon. It
gives the appearance of having Parliament
House fenced in with tall buildings, which is
the wrong way of treating the scheme.

420. The Principal Architect told us that
this scheme could be altered to give a view
of Parliament House from the Terracef-That
is obviously what is wrong with this plan.

This was the definite opinion of Mr. Parry.
I will now deal with Mr. Clare's evidence.
Air. Holmes asked Questions 135 and 137.
Mr. Clare said-

This plan, marked ''M,"' provides for the
completion of Parliament House to enable it
to be seen from the Terrace, but seven-storey
buildings would have to be erected onl the two
flanks of Parliament House, and there would
be another lot of four-storey buildings here
(indicated). That plan would carry us on for
about 80 years, and Parliament House would
be surrounded by these great buildings and
would be robbed of all dignity. This is a won-
derful site, one of the best in Australia. It
is axial on the Terrace and is elevated, and
Parliament House could be completed and
made into a beautiful building in a delight-
ful setting.

In my opinion, in less than 50 years Par-
liament House will be a glorified municipal
counilf-That; may occur, but if it did the
site would be available for some other pur-
pose.
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'One of the members of the committee ex-
pressed the opinion that we were degenerat-
ing into a glorified municipal council. I do
not know that he was far out. He is as
nearly right as are many of those who can
:see a palatial Parliament House. If we
were able to strike a happy medium we
would get somewhere nearer the truth. In
Answer to Question 138 the witness said-

It is well situated for the buses passing this
building, but passengers on the buses from
Victoria Park, South Perth and North Perth
have to break their journey at the centre of
the city and transfer to other vehicles in order
to get here. The main objection, however, is
the effect the erection of buildings here would
have on Parliament House. Consequently we
set aside that particular site.

I shall revert to that point. Mr. Clare said
z lot about people at the east end of the
-city, but he said nothing about those on the
west, the south or the north-west. He was
-extraordinarily silent on that question, and
I propose to devote special attention to it
before sitting down. The next question I
wish to refer to is 168-

You consider that Parliament House ground
would be an idea] site, lbut for the fact that
buildings there would overshadow Parliament
Housel-The site is a beautiful one, but
'buildings erected there would detrimentally
affect Parliament House, and furthermore
would be too far out of the city. As the city
develops, I think it will do so in an easterly
direction.

170. Leaving out the Christian Brothers'
-College, could you erect a good set of build-
ings on Government Rouse Domain, plus the
-other piece you had in mind ?-I think that
would spoil Government Rouse at present.

I now turn to the evidence of Mr. Hall, the
Land Resumption Officer, and will take, first,
-Question 189-

Of the sites you have mentioned, which did
the committee discard, and which did they con-
eider favourable?

Air. Hall was giving evidence with regard
to the departmental committee that gave
-consideration to the erection of public build-
ings some 'years ago. His answer was-

To read again from the committee's report
.oTA that point:-

Reviewing carefully all the circumstance;,
-existing and probable, as they appear to the
committee, we place the sites in -order of our
aininuous preference as follows:-

First, the Mount-street--St. George's-ter-
race corner.

Second, the Irwin-street expansion (old
University site as the nucleus).-

Third, Bishop's grove.

Fourth, Mill-street (St. George 's-terrace
corner).

We arc of the opinion that there is little
to choose between the two first-placed sites.

I think he was referring to Parliament
House site and the University land in Irwin-
street.

The Minister for Lands: Not the Parlia-
ment House grounds. That was the area be-
tween Mount-street and Malcolm-street.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The witness re-
ferred to the Mount-street - St. George's-
terrace corner. To continue-

221. You said that the first committee
fully considered 11 different site;, and made
a selection of the first, second, third and
fourth. I notice that from that list was ox-
eluded Parliament House grounds, which in-
clude the Public Works Department site?-
The consideration of that site was ecluded
from our deliberations, according to instruc-
tions.

So that while the committee recommended
the St. George's-terrace and Mount-street
block, it was instructed not to go into the

qusion of the suitability of Parliament
House grounds.

The Minister for Lands: You are refer-
ring to two different reports-in the first
place to the 1928 report, and then to the
1932 report.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The fact re-
mains that from the second report Parlia-
ment House site was excluded, and I assume
that it was excluded in the first place as well.
It would be an extraordinary thing to have
it in one and taken out of the other. How-
ever,' I cannot say from the evidence whether
that is so or not. The Minister will be able
to explain that. Possibly the information is
contained in the next question and answer,
(222)-

1 %n referring to the deliberations of the
first committee. The second committee dealt
with the Government Domain sitef-The Corl-
sideration of Parliament House site was ex
eluded from the deliberations of the 1928 com-
mittee. The choice of sites was further limited
inasmuch as Parliament House grounds-that
included the Barracks-Government House
land and the remaining portion of Stirling
Square, at the corner of Barrack-street and
St. George's-terrace, were to remain undis-
tnrbed for the people's use and enjoyment.

So evidently that committee was narrowly
circumscribed at the time of working on th IS
problem to which Mr. Hall refers. Now I
come to Question 224, asked by Mr. Mc-
Donald-

Do you consider that the Government House
site together with the Christian Brothers' Col-
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loge site is the best for the public buildings?
-It is the Only site for a Government Centre
os contemplated; that is, if you are not going
to have only utilitarian buildings as envisaged
by the 1928 committee. Otherwise 1 would
say there are sites that are better.

Next I quote Question 226, asked by Mr.
Styants-

What objection do you see to Parliament
House grounds being used for a Government
building eentre?-I hope you will excuse me
if I do not answer that question directly. One
of the matters that influenced the 1928 Com-.
mittee in selecting the Mount-street site was
its nearness to Parliament House. That com-
mittee was then impressed by the evidence it
took from the Commonwealth property officer,
who happened to be in Perth at about that
timie. He said that all Governments in the
Eastern States and at Canberra had found it
a great convenience for the departments to be
close to the Parliamentary buildings, and
especially was it convenient for Ministers and
heads of departments. In that connection I
might quote again from the 1928 report:-
''It is close to Parliament House and of ad-
vantage to Ministers and members and also
to departmental officials when the House is
sitting.'' T should also like to read this para-
graph from the same report:-"It was inter-
esting to note the experience of the Under
Secretary (Mr. C. A. Munt was Under Sece-
tary at that time) spread over many years
regarding the locating of the Public Works
Department at the western summit of St.
George 's-terrace bill, and later the removal of
the Water Supply Department to George-street.
Notwithstanding a measure of outcry at the
time, results have shown that the disadvantage
prophesied has been more apparent than real;
there has never been any serious complaint
of pnblic inconvenience. There has, however,
been serious departmental disability, but that
has arisen from the distance separating the
Public Works Department from the other de-
partments of the State.''

I remember that at the time there was some
argument and public discussion that the
Works Department was not conveniently sit-
uated, and that there was some objection to
putting lip the Water Supply Department
building which is now on the site. However,
as Mr-. Munt pointed oat, the disability was
more imaginary than real. Now I come to
Mr. Fyfe, who in the course of a long state-
ment in reply to Questioa. 35( said-

As regards the spoiling of Parliament House,
by the erection of buildings on this site, I
would stress the necessity for the establish-
ment of a Parliament House worthy of this
city of Perth, one that will compare with par-
liamientary buildings in other cities of the
world. My opinion is that it would be atragedy to do anything to prevent such a de-
velopment from taking place.

As I have said, the time is past for talking
of palatial buildings for housing a State Par-
liamnent in its decline. In answer to Ques-
tion 352 Mr. Fyfe said, "The tendency is to,
drift this way." However, I will deal with
that aspect at another stage. In answer to-
a question by Mr. Mann (356), Mr. Fyfe
said-

My opinion is that the present site between
Cathedral-avenue, Barrack-street, Hay-street,
and St. George 's-terrace is far too small. Con-
sequently I favour the proposal approved by
the legislative Assembly to place buildings
on the Government Domain site.

The witness showed wvise discretion in get-
ting behind the Government, seeing that he
was closely associated with it.

Mr. Patrick: And the Assembly.
Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Yes.

Mr. Styants - That is very cheap.
Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: In reply to Mr.

Baxter's question 359, Mr. Fyfe said-
If some aetioh. is taken to make possible the

movement of development in an easterly direc-
tion, it will check for a time the rather rapid
tendency of the last 10 years for the city to
extend westerly.

I think I am overlapping again. I do not
wish to read the same extract twice, and
therefore T will leave that aspect to a later
stage. I think I have extracted from the
evidence everything worth while in regard
to the Parliament House site. Those wit-
nesses wvho qualified in the first place to
give evidence helpful to Parliament have
been quoted, and their references to Parlia-
ment House rounds have been read, so
that I shall have on record in "Hansard"?
the whole of the statements regarding those
grounds.

Now I return to Governmlent Domain,
and firstly I propose to quote the evi-
dence of Mr. Davidson, the Town Plan-
ning Commissioner. Mr. Davidson further
expressed his opinion on this point in answer
to Question 274 as follows:-

Are you satisfied with the proposed site at
the eastern end of Government House Domain,
or do you think there is any alternative site
we would consider as challenging it either for
suitability or prefereneet-I can find no rival
to it on actual facts, provided we acquire the
ar-ea held by the Christian Brothers.
Therefore, the Town Planning Commissioner
agrees that the site, from his point of view,
qhould include the Christian Brothers' Col-
lege.

Mr. Patrick: But his proposal was not
to go as far west as we suggest.
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Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I am quoting
what Mr. Da~vidson stated. Then we have
the evidence of Mr. Suuimerhayes. The
vommittec was discussing the various Bites
and, in Question 327 which was put to him
by Mr. McDonald, Mr. Summerhayes re-
Plied-I

You suggested that the whole of Govern-
ment House Domain and Stirling Square should
be regarded as a site available for a general
-scheme in connection with the erectionl of Gov-
-erment buildings. Assuming that the areas
mentioned, apart from those shown on the
plan, will not become available because pub-
lic opinion would not allow the increased areas
to be taken from their present uses, would
you still support the provision of a Govern-
ment administrative centre on the eastern area
,of Government House Domaini-That is
rather dividing up the scheme as a whole. Un-
less the whole of Government House Domain,
from Victoria-avenue to Barrack-street, is con-
sidered as a complete entity, then the build-
lags may be getting rather far away from the
business area.

Then we have the evidence tendered by Mr.
Baa. The Minister for Lands, as Chairman,
was questioning the witness whose evidence,
Question 479 contains the following:-

In looking through some documents while
preparing my ease for the site which was the
isubject of a Bill, I noticed that in 1934 the
council of the City of Perth had a deputation
to the then Premier, Mr. Collier, and recom-
mended three alternative sites for a Town
Hall. No. 1 of those recommendations was a
portion of the Government House reserve, ap-
proximately from the Lodge end to Christin
'Brothers' College, and asked that the Govern-
ment make that site availnble?-Yes.

That is when I stated it first came into the
realm of practical politics. Then there is the
ievidence of the Government Architect, Mr.
Glare. I may remark, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
that what I am attempting to do is to link
up all the evidence regarding the particula-r
sites to stress the points T am endeavouring
to make in my criticism of the rcport. In
'Mr. Glare's evidence (Question 148) there is
the following-

By 'Mr. Styants: Does not the plan show an
'area of eight acres without including the
'Christiani Brothers' College site'l-No, includ-
ing the Christian Brothers' College site.

Mr. Clare again returned to the Christian
Brothers' site as being what he had in mind
and w-c find the following in his evidence:-

149. By Hon. W. TI. Mann: The Christian
Brothers' College buildings would have to be
demolised-Not for a long time.

150. By Mr. Styants: What is the area
of the college site I-About three acres. I was
pointing out that under the present proposal

Government House would not he interfered
with and the gardens would be retained. If
we acquired the Christian Brothers' College
buildings, we would not pull them down until
this became necessary. We would use them
for Government offices. It might not be neces-
sary to pull them down for 25 or 30 years.

157. By Mr. McDonald: What is the ap-
proximate usable floor space in the Christian
Brothers' College Buildingl-About 25,000
square feet.

158. You could use that building for varl-
one departments for 25 or 30 years?-Yes.

When Mr. Clare appeared before the Com-
mittee on the second occasion, we find his
evidence included the following:-

743. By the Chairman: In connection with
the second likely structure, I realise that from
the Government's point of view, the beginning
of that would not depend solely on the need
for accommodation for the service, hut also
on the amount of money available to proceed
with the work, Have you any ideas for a
site for the second building 9-There are two
possibilities. We might complete the other
building facing St. George'Is-terrace; that is
the one to occupy the site of the Christian
Brothers' College. If the College is utilised
for Government purposes, it might not be eco-
nomical or desirable to interfere with that
building for the time being; in which ease I
suggest that we start on the first half of the
centre block, that is, the western half of the
centre block.

746. Would the extension into the Govern-
ment Domain of at. area equivalent to the
frontage of the Christian Brothers' College
be sufficient to carry out the plans you have
visualised, or would you need a roadway in
addition, ibetween tole (Jhristinn Brothers'
area, and the area that would be developed?
-Without having given the matter a great
deal of consideration I should say offhand that
it would be essential to have a road on one
side.

That represents the first time in the evidence
that I could find any -reference made to the
road. The report of his evidence also con-
tained the following:-

747. 1 amn visualisiug the grouping of five
buildings onl part of Government Domain and
the Christian Brothers'I College site; what are
the objections to having a roadway or, alter-
natively, buildings abutting on the Christian
Brothers' bouudary?-You would require a
roadway oil one side to give access to the
buildings.

762. Can you give a rough estimate, say
within £50,000, of the cost of the 320,000 feet
required?--

That has reference to the floor space require-
ments for p~ublic offices-

-I should think that to house, the depart-
mnts proposed to he transferred to this site
would cost about £1,000,000.

4644
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791. By Mr. Patrick: The University is a
nice job 1-Yes. In speaking on the pro osal
to extend westwards into Government House
grounds 14a1~~r than resume the Christian
Brothers'I College, I omitted to mention one
important point. If you do not acquire Chris-
tian Brothers' College, you have always the
possibility that someone will erect there a
large building-

I want hon. members to listen specially
this part of Mr. Clare's evidence-
-flats or offices-and that you will have the
rear of that building facing right on to your
Governmental group. You would thea have a
rear like the western side of Shell HouseI or
some of the big insurance offices--windows
without any order, and covered with pipes.
That is a distinct possibility, and I feel it
to be highly desirable that you should have
the control Of the whole block right from Vic-
toria-avenue up to Barrack-street, whether it
is ntilised for Government offices or whatever
is done with it. You should have control of
it to prevent that undesirable development
which I have mentioned, and which, I am
sure, would occur.

I too believe that it would be wrong to
erect public offices on this site and leave
an area to be utilised for other purposes
that might seriously interfere with Gov-
ermnent offices. I shall now quote Ques-
tion 354 and the answer:-

With regard to distances,' I understand
there is only four chains difference in the dis-
tance between the Parliament House site and
William-street and between the Government
Domain site and William-street 1-That would
be about right, but I would rather walk from
a central point between Wifliam-street and
Barrack-street to-day down to the Christian
Brothers' College than walk up to Parliament
House.

I wish members specially to bear that in
mind, because I propose to return to it
later. In his reply to Question 356, Mr.
Fyfe said-

My opinion is that the Present Rite between
Cathedral-avenue, Barrack-street, Hay-street
and St. George'Is-terrace is too small.

There the witness is- supporting the Gov-
ernment 's viewpoint. I shall now deal
with the matters of public convenience and
the trend of the city; I have almost fin-
ished quoting from the report. In reply
to Question 267 by Mr. Holmes, Mr. David-
son said-

To house public servants on the Parliament
House block would be to render a disservice to
the general public and more especially to mem-
bers of the legal profession and ethers who
litre frequently to use the Government offices.

I shall now quote Question 352--
The tendency is to drift this way thent-
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That is, towards Parliament House. Mr.
Fyfe 'a reply was-

During the past five years that has been
so. It has been caused to some extent by the
fact that the city could not expand as it nor-
mally should in an easterly direction because
of theo presence of Government buildings and
D. & W. Murray's building.

I cannot follow the reasoning in that
answer. I. do not think it sound. D. & W.
Murray's building may have caused some
difficulty in Barrack-street; but one would
think that it helped rather than retarded
the progress of Murray-street.

Mr. Patrick: The witness was looking
at the matter f ront a retail shop point of
view.

HON. W. D. JOHNSON: In his answer
to Question 359, Mr. Fyfe said-

If some action is taken to make possible
the movement of development in an easterly
direction, it will cheek for a time the rather
rapid tendency of the last ten years for the
city to extend westerly.

Why on earth should we desire to cheek
the city's development in the most desir-
able part of the metropolitan areal The
witness con tinned-

Assuming that those obstacles are not re-
moved and within, say, 20 years we have all
the larid comparatively fully developedi be-
tween. the west end of the Terrace and Wil-
liam-street, what then will happen regarding
the commercial and retail interests of the city?
Behind Parliament House is a big hill with
a residential area, and thle strip between Wel-
lington-street and King's Park-road is very,
narrow, and so expansion eastward will be
forced on the people, assuming of course that
the populationl increases.

The evidence continues-
360. The only expansion to date has been

i n the form of small factories, which do not
tend to carry the city eastward; can you see
any possibility of a change taking place that
will cause the city to extend eastward?-

The reply is interesting~
If th~e Present Government area bounded by

Hay-street, St. George's-terrace, Barrack-
street and Cathedral -avenue were developed
for first-class shops and offices-shops on the
Hlay-street and Barrack-street frontages and
offices on the Terrace and Cathedral-avenue
frontages-if public offices housing tbe de-
partments were constructed to the east of the
present site thus drawing all the patronage
in that direction, and if another contemplated
building is ultimately constructed between the
two sites, I think there is a definite prospect
of development eastward in the Terrace, and
that Hay-street would follow, though perhaps
more slowly.
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What an extraordinary argument!1 We
must force the city to develop in an easterly
direction because we propose to place Gov-
ernment buildings there! Continuing-

361. You said that only a limited amount
of space was available for development in the
western part of the city. Would not you be
limited in arty eastern extension by the river?
-But take the distance from the south side
of St. George'Is-terrace, at the foot of Mal-
calm-street, in a southerly direction to the
river, and compare it with the distance be-
tween the south side of the Terrace at Chris-
tian Brothers' College to the river, There is
at big difference. We have to allow of course
in the latter case that a substantial area coni-
sists of newly reclaimed land, which is a per-
manent reserve. The commercial and retail
expansion easterly would be along the Terrace
and Hay-street, while iadustrial expansion
would be more in the direction of the Power
Station. All this will have an effect in caus-
ing the city to expand in an easterly direction.

365. You said that the presence of govern-
mental buildings tends to retard the values
in the retail and commercial areas in the Vicin-
ity. Would the erection of an administrative
block on the Government flomain sits ad-
vorsely affect the values of buildings in the
vicinity Y-Ini my opinion it would deofinitely
enhance values in that locality, and that en-
hancement would continue until such time as
the area became developed for intense retail
and commercial purposes.

It is extraordinary reasoning that build-
ingsi in the city used for flovernment offices
retard and reduce values, but that if Gov-
ernment offices are built on Government
Domain values will be enhanced. I cannot
see how he reconciles those two state-
men ts.

Mr. Patrick- One is a residential area
and the other a retail business area.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: He does not
make that clear. Then we get the foi-
lowing-

369. Cart you suggest any unsuitable
features iW connection with the use of the
Government Domain site for officest-The most
imiportant disadvantage of that site is that for
a considerable time it will cause a certain
amount of inconvenience to solicitors and others
who visit Government offices on business,
through their having to travel a greater die-
tance than at present, but that disadvantage
will decrease as the years go by.

On this question of public convenience
Mr. Glare said (Question 125)-

The Terrace is the main business and pro-
fessional axis of the city. So much money has
been invested in the Terrace that the business
centre will not be removed. So far as I can
see the city will develop westward until it
reaches the foot of Malcolm-street; it may
even reach the top of Malcolm-street, when

progress will be arrested in that direction by
King's Park. I feel that what will happen
if we are wise, is that the northern boundary
of Adelaide- terrace will be set back to coin-
cide with the northern bounary of St.
George'Is-terrace. The city will then have a
thoroughfare through to the Causeway about
125 feet wide-a magnificent roadway. The
business and professional axis of the city will
then progress towards the Causeway. If that
happens, the centre of the city will then be
close to Government House, that is, the centre
of the mainl business axis.

The extraordinary thing is that portions
of the city other than the eastern end are
not dealt withi, but I will deal with them
before I resume my seat. 3Mr. Holmes
asked the witness (Question 127) whether
be considered the river would prevent the
city from expanding eastward or south-
ward, and he replied-

I do not say the city will expand south-
wards; but to develop the city from Malcolm-
street along St. George's terrace to the Cause-
way would probably occupy 75 years, or even
longer. When that centre is fully developed
the group of proposed buildings will be right
in the centre of the main axis.

Question 128 and the answer were as fol-
lows-

By Hon. W. J. Mann: What reasons do
you advance against the progress of the city
northward ?-I think the city will expand
northward, hut the expansion in that direction
will be retarded by the railway. I am not so
much concerned about the growth of the city
northward; we should make use of our water-
front. That is the first item. It is a wonder-
ful opportunity that should not he lost. The
second item is that we should locate our pub-
lic buildings on the main professional and
business axis of the city, because that is where
mnost of the people are located who have deal-
ings with Government departments. Those de-
partments should be convenient to the various
termini of transport, which would be the case
if the buildings are erected at or near the pro-
posed site.

Question 129 and the answer were-
By lRon. C. F. Baxter:- Do you consider that

of more importance than to have the Govern-
ment buildings close to Parliament ERouse?-
Yes, but I recognise there is a certain amount
of importance attaching to the proximity of
Government departments to Parliament House;
that would be the ease, however, only during
the period Parliament is in session.

In answer to Question 130, the witness
said-

The area of the proposed site near Govern-
ment House-

Mr. Paltrick: Whom are you quoting nowI
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ion. W. D. JOHNSON: Mr..Glare, lie
said-

The areat of the proposed site near Govern-
mernt Mouse is 8 acres and 1 perch, including
the land upon which the Christian Brothers'
College is erected. The site onl the Esplan-
ad-

I Will not r-ead the remainder of the
answer, which deals with other sites in
which we are not interested.

The 'Minister for Lsands: htut which were
all considered.

Hon. W. 1), JOHNSON: I suppose they
ivr;I i interestedi iii only two. The

Chairman asrkedl the witness. (Question
138), '"What about parkiing facilities?"
To that the witness replied-

Thiere is not inch space available for that
purpose.

lie was reforring to, 11irliament House
grounds, arid continued-

As ati architect I am certain that the erec-
tion of prublic buildings hero would ruin Par-
iairot House. Plans "G-' rind ('F'' pro-
v-ide alternative suggestions, but the erection
of buildings that will ultimately dwarf Par-
liamnrt Hfouse cannot be avoided. That is
tire main objection to this site. .Another Ob-
jection is that in the course of time this placee
will not be, in tbe centre of thc city. it will
he at one end of the business centre instead
of beig in thre middle Of til- Main aXisl. It
is not particularly welil located in respect to
tire terauiai of the various mourns of transport,
It is wvell. situated for the bust's passing this
building, but passengers on tire buses fronm
Victoria Park, South Perth and North Perth
have to break their journey at the centre of
the city and transqfer to othier vehicles in order
to get here. The min objection however is
the effect the ereetion of h~uilrlings here would
have on Parliament House.

In Question 168 the witness was asked
wvhether the tendency was for the city to
develop west and north, and he replied,
"It will go -vest until it reaches the bottom
of the bill." Question 170 and the answer
wiere-

li1v Mr. Pantrick: Leaving out the Christiant
B1rothers' College, could you erect a good set
of buildings onl Government House Domain,
plus tire other piece you had in mnind--I think
that would spoil Government House at present.

I have already referred to the fact that
Mr. Glare considered that the erection of
buildings would cost £1,000,000. That is
dealt with in Question 762. I now propose
to turn to 'Mr. Armstrong's evidence.

669, fly Ron. J. J. Holmes: You mean the
north side of Adelaide-terrace from Victoria-
avenue to Adelaide -street ?-Yes. Adelaide-

street is a small thoroughfare. At that spot
Adelaide-terrace widens out to meet the Cause-
wvay, and I do net think it wouldI be necessary
to go beyond that street in any widening
operations. There are several two-storcy build-
ings nod. a weatherboard tobacco shop, and
the trolley bus barn in that section, which
could be left,

670. By Mr. McDonald: What you have in
miindi is the resumption of all tire allotmnmts
onl the north side of Adelaide- terrace ?-Yes.
The balance of the land, at the back of the
resumed portions would then be availrable for
re-sale or ose in somne direction. Tire sale
would bring in a fair amount.

I ami quotin g this to shiow that the City
Council is involved in the purchasing of
land. Let me quote Questions; 680 and
681-

You think thle City Council is unlikely to go
on withL a general widening scheme, partiru-
larly owing to the fact thant Adelaide-terrace
has now bean relieved of sro much traffic by
Rivorsicte-drive?--. sin nlot riuthorised to put
that forward as the view of the City Council.

You think that beause of approvals that
have been given for thre construction of flats
and other buildinrgs, it is uinlikely that the
council will proceed with any policy for the
widening of Adolaide-trraci-1 thinkl thart is
the position.

There are difficulties in the way of widen-
ing thle teri-ace iii tire v-k-inity of G1overn-
ment. Domain. In reply to Question 095,
Mr. Arm strong said-

I think that tire big consideration is the
cost. First of ill there is the cost, then thre
great possibility of the proposal being turned
down by the ratepnyers. I ami of the opinion
that -we arc not warranted in doing the work,
more especially in view of the relief given to
Adelaide- terrace by the opening of Rtiverside-
drive.

This concludes the quotations I wish to
mnake. from tho evidence, but I had to get
them on recordl in order to prove may con-
tention that the evidence is not against the
Parliament House site and in favour of
Government Domain site. Anyone taking
the evidence as printed and submitted to
Parliament must adniit that the weight of
testimony is in favour of Parliament House
site. In considering Parliament House re-
serve, we must bear in mind that Parlia-
ment House is not likely to be extended on
any big scale. IEwery member knows per-
fectly wvelI that the work of the State
Parliament has been reduced enormously.
I have raised this point on more than one
occasion. The last 36 years have been the
period of greatest development in this
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'State and Parliament House has been suffi-
dient for all needs under the extended
powers that the State then exercised, and
it would he ludicrous to suggest that we
can at this stage contemplate Parliament
House being extended upon any palatial
basis. It is interesting to compare the
situation of our Parliament House and
General Post Office with that of the Par-
liamnent House and General Post Office in
Sydney. A most extraordinary fact is tl.at
the distaiwe, so far as I can remember-and
I hare been there recently-is abont the
samle.

Tme Premier: Oh, no.
H1on. W. D. JOHNSON: Yes, the dis-

tance from. the G.P.O. in Martin place to
Parlinnment House in Macquarie street is
about the game as the distance from our
G.P.O. to Parliament House. The Premnier
might say that our Parliament Horse is
straight Lip MNurray street froni the post

Thei DEPUTY SPE~AKER: I see no con-
nection between Sydney's roads ndi hig-
wars, and this Bill.

Hon. W. ID. JOHNSON: I am drawing
a comparison.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I hope the
hon. member proposes to link uip his re-
marks with the Bil.,

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Yes. We are
about the gamie 'iistance from the Perth
'I.P.O. as the Parlianient House in MAae-
(manre street is from the Sydney G.P.O.
The grade is just as steep; as a matter of
fact, the grade from Martin place to
Macquarie street is steeper. Then it is
stated in opposition to the Parliament
Hlouse site that there Would be parking
,diffieitieh. Let rne ]raw a comparison
with the Houise of Commons in Whitehall.
The House of Coninons, is situated right
on the route of the thickest traffic. Roads
coice in from all directions, andi the area
set aside at the House of Common,_ . where,
there are 600 members and all the other
officers associated with Parliament, is not
much greater than that available here, or,
if we inelude the bowling green, the areas
would be about equal. I went over the
House of Commons area two or three times,
and there is just about the same area iet
aside for parking space there as is avail-
able hero, If traffic congestion does iot
interfere with the House of Comnions-and
there the traffic is enormous-how can

anyone argue that it is going to interfere
with this site when the population of the
State is only about 470,0007 Therefore
there is no danger of congestion in regird
to traffic and there is niot likely to he any
difficulty in the matter of parking space,
bearing in mind the area availale at. the
House of Commons.

There is strong evidence in support of
using- Parliament House grounds, and the
evidence against Parliament hlouse grounds
is not convineing-. Turning to thoecity trade
-and thtls is important becausi' murh was
made of the trend of the cit 'y eastward to
justify the building of Government offices
on the dornain-there has been an extra-
ordinary silence about the continued use of
the Treasury building. No attention hasj
been given to the possibility of utilising
that building, remodelling it on modern
lines, piece by piece, which could he done on
an economic basis.

Mr. Patrick: In any event, it will be re-
quired for 25 years.

[The Deputy Speaker (M1r. Withers) took
the Chair.]

Hon. W. D. JOH'NSON:\- There is no evi-
dence regarding the trend of the city south-
West, north-west and West. The whole of the
evidence has been in favouir of dragging the
city eastward to justify the erection of Gov-
ernment offices on the domain. Notwith-
standing all the disabilities, stressed about
expansion in a westerly direction, T ask
members to visualise where. the trend of the
city has been and where the city is develop-
ing. We hear about Victoria Park and the
inconvenience to people through having to
change trains in order to come to Parliament
House, bunt not a word is said about Ned-
lands, not a word about Hollywood, nothing
about West Subiaeo.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Mft. Hawthorn is ex-
panding.

Mr. Sampson: And so is Inglewood.
Hon. W. D3. JOHNSON: The trend of

expansion is quite definite. There are Subi-
aco in the west, Nediands and Hollywood in
the south-west, and there are North Perth,
Leederville, Mt. Hawthorn, Wembley and
Scarborough. If members visited those
parts, they would be astonished at the de-
velopment. Consider the development at
Nedlands and Hollywood. Cannot members
see that business, in addition to residential
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population, is increasing! Is it not a fact
that business to a large extent follows popu-
lation ! Therefore it would be -wrong to say
we are going- to put offices in a remote part
of the city because we can force the city to
stop growing as it has been growing-that
was the argument used by Mr. Pyfe-and
force it to expand eastwards.

lion. C. G. Latham: The river is the
limit to the east.

Hon. WV. RX JOHNSON: The reason why
the city developed so much to the north and
north-west was because of the facilities for
getting over the railway line The maximum
stress is laid upon the difficulty of extending
the city northward, taking into consideration
the numerous lines of railway that are built
betwee-n M,%elbourne road and East Perth.
A definite bar excists there. Until that is
lifted, it does constitute an interference.
Throughl West Perth, however, there is
amplel room to get either under or over die
railway. It is remarkable howv the railway
lends itself to city developmnent in that
direction. The Parliament House site is
definitely assisted by the fact that it can be
made accessible because of the ease with
which the railway can be bridged both to
and from; and not only that, but it would
le economical for this work to he done.
2lenlheiM, may not be aware that there is a
hank known as the Subiaco bank. Some
25 years ago the mnanagemenit of the rail-
ways decided to lower that bank, and by
that means iinerease the load per train that
could be carried over it. An argument, how-
ever, developed as to whether the work
should be done by the A.W.U. or the rail-
way employees. Because of that, the Gov-
ernment said, "If there is goiing to be an
argumient about industrial standard;, con-
ditions and control, -we had better allow the
work to stand over for the time being." A
Labour Governmcnt was in office at the time
and I think I was a member of it; at any
rate, I was associated with Parliament.
That bank has remained ever since. I say
to the Premier that one of the most repro-
ductive works he could undertake in the
nwtrolbolitan area is the cutting away of the
Subiaco bank. That work would make an
enormous difference to the carrying capaeity
of trains between Perth and Fremantle.
The country on either side of the railway at
that point could readily be utilised after a
roof had been put over the cutting, and in
that way a tunnel could be constructed in a

very i nexjpdnsiv-, manner for the passage of
trains. The foundations are ideal. The
dropping of the line by the deepening of the
cutting would provide the necessary walls.
All that would be necessary would be the
erection of an archway or roof over the rail-
wvay, which at that point would be sunk to
a much lower level. The city could then ex-
tend in that direction without any inconvpni-
ence whatever. Apparently that point has
not been thought of. People realise that
the trend of the city is in that direction. The
area could be ]nade accessible to the Parlia-
ment House site, which would thus become
central as the city developed in the way it
will naturally develop. For mivn years the
city will not develop in an easterly direction,
if ever it does.

Mr. Styants: That bank was cut about 40
years ago.

lon. C. G. Latham: It was not cut down
then,

Mr. Styants: It was cut down about 40
years ago.

Hon. W. fl. JOHNSON: The hon. nmem-
her May be a better authority on that point
than I am, but I do remember the work be-
ing stopped.

Hon. C. G. Latham: So do L.
Ron. W. D. JOHNSON: And I have been

as,;oeiated ever since with industrial condi-
tions, and do not remember the decision then
arrived ait being altered. If the hank baa
been cut down, then the work has been done.
It would be possible to pass over that cut-
tiag for a considerable distance by dropping
a roof over it and making the adjoining
country level with the crossing. It is wrong
to disregard the direction in which the city
is growing. The best part of the metro-
politan area lieS in the direction towards
wvhich the city is now trending. Take Holly-
wood, Dalkeith, Ncdlands, and the area con-
trolled by the University, which is another

part awaiting development, In Sub iaco there
is an enormous business area, and at great
aniount of business is done that never comes
out of Subiaco. The natural trend of the
city is towards the sea. We are blessed with
most attractive residential areas in that
direction. Let me instance Wembley, Scar-
borough, and Mt. Hawthorn.

Mr. Cross: And South Perth. Those dis-
tricts cannot be compared with South Perth.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: South Perth has
its attractions, but also its disabilities. The
area towards the sea has no disabilities. It
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is attractive from any point of view. The
subsoil is good and the undulations provide
splendid sites for residences and businesses.
In an easterly direction wve come to low-
lying, foggy country. East Perth is low-
lying, although it is said the city is going
to develop in that direction. Portions of
East Perth are on high ground, but at the
top of Murray-street development is inter-
ferced with by the Cathedral on the one
part and the educational institutions ad-
joining it. That area is very suitble, but it
is already wisely occupied for purposes that
are under the control of the church authori-
ties. The East Perth railway yards also oc-
cupy a large area. The Railway Depart-
mnent resumed certain land in anticipation of
the Great Western line coming into Perth.'
It is endleavouring to lease portion of
that land, which it is now realised will not
be required for railway purposes. The idea
is to lease those sites for factory purposes.
To enudeavour to force the city in that dirce-
tion is to do a grave wrong, and Parliament
should not tolerate it. People in the better
areas, where the larger populations are
domiciled, should raise their voices against
the proposal to transfer the public offices
from what experts declare is thre best site
in Australia. It would he the best site as
the city grew, and would become more cen-
trat and still more convenient for the big
areas of population.

I ame opposed to the Bill. I have stated
my reasons. I think the measure is against
the weight of evidence. I~ do not think we
aire in possession of all the reasons which
the committee had for coming to its de-
cision. If the second reading- is passed, I
shall strenuously op~pose the idea of build-
ing a road onl the eastern end of 'Govern-
meat Domain. That would place the
building at a disadvantage-would make it
possible, as Mr. Clare pointed out, for
building-s to bep erected adjoining it which,
compared with the Government offices,
would be of anl undesirable type and would
make the corner an island where there
would] he a very short frontage from the
road that it is proposed to put in on the
east side of Government Domain and Vic-
toria-avenue. I trust the House will not
pass the Bill. The very least I hope is that
membhers will, at all events, disagree to the
putting-through of that road. If this As-
sembly passes the measure, then I shall be
whole-heartedly in support of, and will ad-

vocate, the acquiring of the Christian Bro-
thers' College. If we adopt the Government
Domain site, we shiall have to purchase the
site of the college. Unless we purchase it,
there is no argument in favour of the Gov-
ernment Domain site. It is the acquiring
of the college site that will give it its at-
traction, if it has ally attraction at all. If
we delete the college site from the attrac-
tiveness of the Government Domain site,
that site should never be considered, let
alone recommended by a Paraliamentary
committee.

In conclusion let me quote a letter apl-
pearing onl pag :0 of the evidence. The
chairman is there reported as follows:-

I have a letter which I desire to read to the
Lotunittee. It is addressed to me as chairman
of the Parliamentary Joint Committee on Pub-
lic Buildings, from the Pett Chamber of
Comm~erce. It is dated the 14th December,
and reads as follows:-

Dear Sir,-Site for Government offices-I
have to advise that the Chamber of Coin-
mores convened a meeting of representa-
tivcs from the Royal Automobile Club of
W.A.' the Institution of Engineers (W.A.),
Perth Chamber of Commerce, W.A. Chamber
of Mainufactures, Perth City Council, Cen-
tral Ratepayers' Association, Royal Insti-
tute of Archtitects, Ratepayers' Association,
Local Government Association, Road Boards
Association, and tbe Town Planning Com-
missioner, in connection with time site for
Government buildings. Members considered
that a suitable site for the Government
offices was a matter of scientific study of tile
present position in respect to transport and
traffic and the future growth of the city.
Triey consi dered that a site should be selected
that is centrally and geographically situated
not only in relation to Perth, ilut also in
relation to thme suburbs and time country
generally. After a full discussion on this
matter, the following resolution was carried
(Mr. Davidson dissenting)-

Mr. Davidson's was the only dissentient
voice.

Hon. C, V1. Latham: H1e was merely a
Government official there.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I continue the
reading of the letter of the Perth Chamber
of Commerce.

-and I ha~ve been askced to Convey Same
to you for your committee's consideration:
''That this conference recommends to the
Parliamentary Committee thnt the question
of the site for tbe Government offices, hav-
ing regard to the future town planning nod
development of the city, should be referred
to a technical commission, representative of
govermnmental and general communal inter-
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csts, for the final recommendation to the
Government.''-Yours faithfully, E. S. Saw,
Secretary.

Resolved: That, in reply to the communica-
liou. received through the Perth Chamber of
Commerce, the conference be informed that the
committee bas been appointed by Parliament
and is chiarged wvith like duty of inquiring
into the question of sites for public buildings
and reporting thereon to the Governor. The
committee will be glad to hear the evidence of
any gentleman "'born the conference may sug-
gest for that puirpose.

Now I have done my part as I think it
my duty. I hold that from the aspect of
public policy we must inquire further into
the subject. Otherwise a wvrong wvill he
done to the city. The Bill is against the
best interests of the city. To pass it wvill
not hell) the city in its growth in the areas
in which Perth can be made great and
beautiful. To go down to the low-lying
parts of the city and reclaim land from the
river for the purpose of using it in connec-
tion with city development is utterly wrong.
The city is developing to-day, and the
Parliament House grounds are the natural
site for public buildings and for the limited
Parliament House that is now required.
Therefore I doa trust that this Assemblyv will
not be stampeded, but will give the subject
very careful consideration. This, I believe,
is the third time the subject has been before
us; and I bold that even now, at the third
time of asking, we should give it further
consideration. Again, I submit that the
need for going on with the proposal is not
as great to-day as it was when this commit-
tee was appointed. The world has changed
since, and conditions to-day nre greatly' dif-
ferent from what they were. Conditions are
extremely unsettled, and we cannot deter-
mine what is going to happen. To pass the
Bill under such conditions would he decid-
edly wrong. I hope the measure will not be
passed.

MR. PATRICK (Greenough) [9.27]: 1
intend to speak but briefly on the question,
and certainly shall not wade through the
mass of evidence as has been done by lieo
pevious speaker. At the same time I am)
rather surprised at the attitude the honi.
memiber has adopted, because when the re-
port of the committee was presented, there
appeared in one of our daily papers 'Lau)-
our Notes,' which took certain members of
that committee severely to task for the "ol,-
stiructionist tactics" they had adopted tu-

wards the Bill. There was also a statement
that those members evidently had not enough
intelligence to act on the evidence then ye-
fore Parliament. However, we have be~n
forced by the weight of evidence to come to
the conclusion that there was only one site
in it.

Hon. IV. D. Johnson: There were worso
statements made.

Mr. PATRICK: The member for Guild-
ford-Midland is now in the same category.
I have voted against this proposal previ-
ously, but without speaking on the subject. .1
wvas not one of those who regarde~d it from
the sentimental point of view that the Gov-
ermnent Domain must not be touched.
My own personal opinion at the tine was,
and now is, that better sites could be
acquired. However, when it caine to a quen-
tion of making a decision, I was not going
to be one to hold up the matter possibly as
the Perth Town Hal] question has been held
up-for 30 or 40 years simply because I was
in a minority, possibly in a minority of one,
as to the site selected. The committee took
evidence regarding numerous sites, but that
evidence eventually narrowed our selection
down to two sites-Parliamient House grounds
and Government Domain. The evidence
was definite at least in that one respect. The
other sites examined were impossible proposi-
tions because they would have involved enor-
mous expenditure for land resumption. One
point upon which all members of the commit-
tee were in special agreement was that they
were not in favour of spending money on
resuming land. I favoured one particular
site-Parliament House, to which the meni-
ber for Guildiord-TAidland (Hon. W. D.
Johnson) has referred extensively. At the
same time I was not prepared to hold up a
decision on that ground.

As regards the evidence, I say quit can-
didly that I was not impressed by that ten-
dered by the public servants. In my view
their evidence was designed to fit in with one
particular proposal. In fact, some of the
evidence was rather absurd. For instance,
there was the testimony of the Government
Architect. Mr. Clare, concerning the dwarfing-
of Parliament House. He submitted plans
which, in my opinion, were absolutely ridieu-
lous, aind my contention "'as confirmned by
other architects who ridiculed them iromn
that point of view. With the member for
Cuildford-Midland, I regard the Pairliament
House reserve as a magnificent site for pub-
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lie offices. Alter listening to the various wit-
ness I wondered what was really required
for Government offices. For instance, we were
told of the necessity for a parking area. On,
witness particularly complained about the
noise of traffic interfering with wvork in the
present Treasury building. While that com-
plaint was made, we now find that the new
Taxation office has been located at what is
probably the busiest corner in the city. Un-
der the new arrangements, probably more
People wvill visit that office than any other :u
Perth, and yet there arc absolutely no park-
ing facilities there. The Taxation office is
situated at probably the noisiest portion of
the city with trains running on two sides of
the location. All the witnesses agreed upon
the advisability of the new Government
offices being placed in a garden setting. That
is very desirable where possible, but one
thing that surprised me in that regard was
that while it was considered necessary to
p~lace Government offices in a garden setting
-the employees are only engaged in tho--e
offices for at certain number of hours
each day-when it came to a question
of erecting a~ new hospital where sick
people have to remain in bed for th-
full] 24. bours of each day, the building
is being erected on a site that pro-
vides no parking area at all, and is in one
of the most undesirable portions of the city
from the standpoint of noise. I do not know
what the ideas of the Towvn Planning Corn-
migsioner (Air. Davidson) are on that ques-
tion, or- whether he gave evidence regarding
the matter when consideration was given to
the erection of the new hospital building.

Hon. C. G. Latbam: He probably sele-
ted the site.

Mr. PATRICK: I am speaking in this
strain in order to give members my candid
opinion of some of the evidence, and to in-
dicate that I was not greatly impressed by
it. As I stated earlier, I have always pre-
ferred high ground for buildings, and have
always considered that an ideal site for Gov-
ernment offices would be Parliament House
reserve. At the same time, I consider tho
Treasury building should be retained for the
accommodation of those departments with
which the public arc in close contact. I still
think that even though the new offices are
erected on Government Domain, depart-
ments such as the Metropolitan Water Sup-
ply and Sewerage Department, in connec-
tion with which such a large volume of rates

must be paid, the Workers' Homes Board,
the State Government Insurance Office, the
State Sawmills Department, and so on, all
departments with which the public are in
close contact, should be housed in a centre
such as the Treasury building. That is what
obtains in Melbourne, where all the adminis-
trative buildings are grouped around Par-
lient House, whereas other Governmental
offices, such as the State Insurance Office,
are located in the business part of the city.
While that was my opinion regarding the
site, I found I could not get much support
for it front the other members of the
committee, nor yet, despite the remarks of
the member for Gluildford-M1idland, from
the weight of evidence. In fact, I consider
the weight of evidence was decidedly in far-
oury of the Government Domain site recomn-
mended by the committee. As I mentioned
before, I was not prepared to hold up what
I regarded as an urgent requirement. I
realised that a definite decision was des.ir-
able, otherwise the question might drag on
year after year, like that of the Town Hall
site. I therefore accepted the weight of
evidence.

Ample opportunity was afforded outsid-
ers to tender evidence. I was rather disap-
pointed at the evidence available, apart
from that of the public officers. The mem-
ber for Guildford-Midland referred to the
letter received from the Chamber of Comn-
mnerce, but that did not embody much of a
suggestion at all. If the commercial com-
munity was interested in the question of
Government offices, surely witnesses could
have been available to furnish evidence of
some value. Realising the urgent need for
accommodation for the public service, I was
prepared to agree to the decision arrived at
by the committee, provided certain con-
ditions were laid down. Those conditions
included a realisation that the purchase of
private land was not justified, that there
should be no land resumption, and that an
area shiould be reserved for a roadway at
the eastern end of the site. In my opinion,
the reservation of a roadway as I have in-
dicated puts the chosen site in exactly the
same position as if it extended to Victoria-
avenue. Mr. Clame's contention was that if
the buildings were to abut on the Christian
Brothers' College, any sort of a building
might be erected there that would interfere
wvith the requirements of the new Govern-
niont offices. With the provision of a road-
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way the buildings will be in exactly the same
position as if the site extended to Victoria.
avenue, because buildings could be erected
on the other side of the existing street which
might cause interference as suggested by
the member for Guildford-Midland.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Victoria-avenue is
a pretty wide street.

Mr. PATRICK: It is not wide.
Mr. Cross: In fact, it is a narrow street.
Mr. PATRICK: I do not think it is more

than a chain in width?
Hion. W. D. Johnson: Is not that the street

where so many trees are growing?
Mr. PATRICK: Yes, and the buses pro-

ceed down that thoroughfare. It is, in fact,
a very narrow street. Even after making
provision for a street a chain wide, a suffi-
ent area is left that places the whole site
in just as good a situation as if it reached
to Victoria-avenue itself. Another condition
was that the first building should be erected
at the western end of the St. George's-
terrace frontage, which is the nearest to the
city. Those conditions cannot very wvell be
specified in the Bill, but I presume the
Government intends to carry out the recom-
mendations of the committee. I intend
to support the Bill if an undertaking is
forthcoming to that effect.

To summarise my opinion on this matter,
I say that extra accommodation is urgently
required for certain departments, notably
the Titles Office and the Department of
Agriculture. The committee aimed at
settling a question that otherwise might have
hung fire for years. The committee has
provided a large site without the expense of
the resumption of private property. The
buildings, when completed, will be an orna-
mient to the city and have a garden setting
that wvill he unique in the Commonwealth.
After making an allowance of two acres for
the purpoqe of the proposed buildings, six
acres of at present unattractive land will be
converted into gardens that will be avail-
able to the public. That is all I have to
say on this question. I do not think any
good purpose can be served by wading
through the evidence. Most members have
already read it, or have grasped its purport.
Subject to the reservations I have made, I
support the second reading of the Bill.

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [9.491]: 1
desire to make a few remarks in support of
the Bill. I compliment the member for

Guildford-Midland (Hon. W. D. Johnson)
on the case he put up; it was a worthy
effort, of course in support of his conten-
tions. What agitates me is whether this
Assembly really desires the centralisation of
public departments. Long before and ever
since I have been a member, we have con-
stantly heard a call from first one member
and then another for the centralization of
Government offices. It has been an almost
continuous call. But as soon as a definite
and concrete attempt is made to do what all
members for years past have been calling
upon the Government to do, then members
become full of hesitancy and actually over-
flow with protests on some ground or other.
All through the years I was wedded to the
Treasury site. I believed this to be the most
central and was under the impression that
the building could be reconstructed and made
suitable for the housing of Government de-
partments. The longer I have listened to
discussions on a suitable site, however, the
Stronger have I become convinced that I was
wrong. I was prepared to change my
opinion and I thought the Leader of the
Opposition would change his, so that what
we all desire might be put into effect.
Strange to say, the land the subject of the
Bill has always remained partly in its nat-
ural state, and it has been used for years,
without complaint, as a dumping ground for
refuse. It has practically been an eyesore
and no attempt has been mode to beautify
it. But when the Government desires to use
the site as a first step to the centralisation
of Government offices and in doing so also
to beautify the site, objection is taken, as
though there was something subtle and
wrong in the Government's proposal.

Another remarkable aspect is that, not-
withstanding that Government offices are
spread throughout the city, the city has ex-
Jpanded in all directions during the last 20
years. I suggest the expansion has been 110

greater westward than eastwvard. It may
havec been a little greater in a northerly'
direction than in a southerly direction, but
that can be accounted for. Nevertheless,
South Perth has developed rapidly and is
still developing. Although the residents of
that suburb suffer some inconvenience in
their transport to the city, yet no more
appropriate site to serve their interest,; can
be found than the spot chosen by the Gov-
crumniet. Practically all transport from the
south side of the river has its terminus close
to that site. I emphasise that if we hesitate
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about centralising Government offices and
wait until we canl finally ascertain in which
direction the city wvill ultimately expand,
then we ought not to proceed with the Bill,
because that point possibly will never be set-
tied.

Mr. Patrick: It was considered by the
comimittee.

Air. MARSHALL: While this young
State continues to increase in population-
as we all hope( it will-who can say in what
direction the city will ultimately expand? T
put it to the House that while it is impos-
sible for the city to extend more than a few
miles westward, we have an unlimited area
eastward; as the member for Yilgam-CooI-
gardie would say, "We have countless mil-
lions of square miles." No matter where
the offices are situated, some people will have
to travel further than others in order to
trausniet business with the Glovernment. If
I thought the present proposal was not the
commencement of a definite scheme of cen-
tralisation of departmental offices, I Wvould
vote against the measure. In my opinion, it
would be most objectionable to provide a
building for one or two dlepartments, such
as the Agricultural Department and the
Land Titles Office, and then erect another
buildingr in a different locality for other Gov-
ernment offices. To that extent I am in
agreement with the member on my right; hi s
argument on the point was sound. I would
even go so far as to say that all Government
offices should be erected onl the proposed
site, even the Tourist Bureau, the State Saw-
mills, and all other departments of a com-
mercial character. Why should not they be
placed there? People who now wish to do
business with those departments do not find
it inconvenient to go to Murray-street for
one and to Carlisle for another. Notwith-
standing that some of these offices are situ-
ated in the suburbs they still maintain their
quota of business. Yet it is suggested that
to entralise the offices on the proposed site
would be unwise, inconvenient and unprofit-
able. We have heard much talk about archi-
tectural beauty. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion said that if the buildings were placed
on the proposed site, then in the course of
years-even, if to-day they were architec-
turally beautiful-they would become un-
sightly. Would they be less beautiful in 50
years if they were erected onl Parliament
House round than if erected on the Domain
site 9 What an argument to advance!

Air. Patrick: It is a question of eleva-
tion, is it not?

Mr. MARSHALL: The elevation makes
the site more ghastly. The cramped appear-
ance of the building would be more notice-
able because of the elevation.

Air. Doiiey: Age does not mean unsight-
liness.

Mr. MARSHALL: Notwithstanding what
has been said about Parliament House
site, I have never favoured it. Ifodern
trends are along the lines of open spaces
and natural beauty embellished by artificial
atid scientific means. The idea is to pro-
vide beautiful parks, lawns and open spaces
which tend to beautify a city. I am not
arguing that buildings erected hero would
dwarf Parliament House, but I would not
care very much if they did. That aspect
of the matter does not interest me. But let
us suppose a building to house all the de-
partmnemital offices wvere erected here, cover-
ing an area fronting St. George's-place on
the one side and Malcolm-street on the other
probably up to the highest point at the inter-
section of Malcolm-street and Harvest-ter-
race. Could a more magnificent view of
nature be obtained and yet would not build-
ings onl these grounds appear from that
viewpoint cramped and ugly through lack
of space?9 Would not the rear portion of
those buildings mar all the natural beauty
of what little ground we have got? In my
humble judgment it would. With the pass-
ing of the years the buildings would look
crampe)d and out of place. Contrast that
with the site desired by the Government.
There at least is ample space and the build-
ings wvould be surrounded by gardens.
Would that not be a more pleasing
spectacle than to have buildings with
a cramped appearance due to an ex-
cessive quantity of bricks and niortar and
a limited number of lawns and gardens such
as would be the ease if Government offices
wvere established on the Parliamnti House
site?7 I suggest it would.

Then as to the question of people doing
business with Government departments, my'
contention is that provided we do not go
too far out of reach of what might he said
to be the central portion of the city, no one
would be much more inconvenienced than
people have been ever since the inception
of Government departments. As a matter
of fact, nearly all the transport termini-
including those of the railways, tramnway
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arid oninibtises-are at a reasonable distance
from the Government Domain site, which
would serve almost all the suburbs except
the wecstern end of the city. I suggest that
people do not make special visits to do busi-
ness with Government departments except
on rare occasions. They come to the city
for the dual purpose of doing business both
with Government departments and other
establishments. If Government offices were
erected on Parliament House grounds, many
people would first go into Perth and trans-
net the business they had to do there and
would then return to this end of the city
to transact business with the Government
officesq. If we are to endeavour to centralise
Government offices, we can do nothing bet-
ter than to have the various departments
housed together as close as possible to the
city, and that end will be achieved by the
use of the site suggested in the Bill. As
far as the present Treasury site is con-
cerned, all bon. members who transact much
business there-and most lion. members
visit the Treasury building frequently-
know that it is most difficult to have a con-
versation with a Minister or an Under Se-
rotary without being interrupted by the
infernal and confounded noise of motor cars
and trains. If departmental offices are to
have plenty of sunshine and light those
noises cannot be obviated in that locality.
Another objection to the utilisation of that
site is that the offies would be extremely
cramped. I do riot agree with the conten-
tion of the member for Guildford-Midland
(Hon. W. D. Johnson) that the Govern-
inent will sell that block. I remember that
the Government received a very severe
thrashing for endeavouring to sell blocks of
muich less value.

'Mr. Patrick: That block was included in
the Bill, I think.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, but it was riot the
only piece of land to the sale of which ex-
ception was taken. The Government, how-
ever, could lease that block for a long period
of years just as another block has been
leased by the Federal Government in the
city and the leasing of the site would prob-
ably bring an excellent return. If buildings
are erected on the site prop~osed by the Gov-
erment, lawns, shady spots and resting
p'laces% will he provided for people visiting
Government departments and for others who
wish to have sonic relaxation and enjoy soli-
tude and quietness. Those are conveniiences
that cannot be obtained on that block to-day.

I support the measure principally because
it wvill result in the beginning of the ccon-
tralisation of departmental activities and the
removal of that objectionable feature of our
public life, namely, the scattering of Mlin-
isters and offices all over the city. We can-
not definitely fix the exact centre of the city
or accurately estimate what its exact centre
will be in time to come. As far as we can
gather from past experience the city will
spread in all directions and consequently the
site selected is the most central one. It is
the most convenient site for buildings of
this sort. Air, sunshine and beauty will
prevail there, and we can expect to receive
efficiency from our officers and render
efficient service to the public.

MRt. J. H. SMITH (Nelson) [10.0] : I in-
tend to oppose the second r-eading, not that
I do not think the offievs are necessary but
because I believe the site reconmmended is the
wrong one. For many years I have advo-
catbd flint the administrative offies of the
Government should lie built on Parliament
House site. The offices of the Government
should bie concentrafted, and I believe Par-
liajuent House site is the one that should
be selected. The committee was not unani-
ious.

The Minister for Lands: Yes, it was.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: But to-night a dis-
cor-danit note was sounded by the member
for ('reenough (NMr. Patrick), wdio said that
possibly Government Domain was not the
best site hut that for the sake of unanimity
he had agrevd to it. I believe that the coin-
iuittNe was influened by public officers.

Mr. Patrick: No.
Mr. J. 11. SM1IH: Members should have

a good dleal to say in this matter. We have
the last word, and our duty to our electors
necessitates our interviewing- the officials of
various dep artiments. The member for
Guildford-Midland (Hon. W. D. Johnson)
said the chief of one of thre departments
stated that although there would be only
thrce or four chains difference in the dis-
tance, hie preferred to see the offices built
on Government Dlomain because it would
save some walking. But what about memibers
of Parliament? We shiall have to wvalk
down there and then hack to P arl iament
House to our work. Parliament House re.
serve is practically the most elevated site in
the city, and the buildings constructed here
would] enhance the city not only architectur-
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ally but also from other points of view. It
is certainly one of the finest sites to be found
in any city of Australia.

Mr. lPatrick: Th'ie Joint House Committee
gave evidence against building the offices on
l'arlialn~nt House reserve.

Mr. J. H. SMTITH: Perhaps the members
of the committee were jealous of the grounds
in their charge and wished to retain them.
Surel 'y the at lpresent unused area to the
sotilli of Parliament House affords ample
room for the proposed Government offices.
Then, is Rio need to build them so far away
as at the Government Domain. If buildings
of three or four storeys were constructed at
the Barracks site, Parliament House would
not be obscured from view in the terrace.
In my opinion Parliament House site would
eventually prove to be much more central
than would the Government Domain site.
This i., the direction in which the city is ex-
tending and where the population is to be
found. The talk about there being at ten-
dency for the city to expand eastward is
quite wrong. Even, if the trend wvas in that
direction, it could not continue beyond the
Causewvay, wvhereas there is scope for almost
unlimited expansion in a westerly direction.
The inember for Canning (Mr. Cross) re-
ferred to the growth of South Perth, but
it will be a matter of only a little time before
a, bridge must be built to South Perth and
then the people of that district would best be
served by offices oil the most central site-
Parliament House grounds. I am very
anxious to see the whole of our Government
offices concentrated on one area. The mem-
her for Murchison (Mr. Marshall) spoke of
the Treasury site. That site must be re-
tained, because it will be needed for some
of the purposes mentioned by the member
for Greenough (Mr. Patrick). The member
for M1urebison spoke of the possibility of
leasing the Treasury building. Of what use
would the internal fittings be to anybody?
What- purpose could the building serve?

Mr. Patrick: It wvill be required by the
Government for the next 25 Years. The new
offlees will not be completed in one year.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The Treasury build-
ing should certainly be retained by the Gov-
erment. However, I for one am opposed to
the Government Domain site and shall vote
against the second reading of the Bill.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
F. J. S. Wise-Gascoyne-in reply) [10.5]:
This debate has aftorded a very interest-

ing instance of how much discussion a very
small Bill can provoke, particularly when
all the aspects ventilated hove previously
been thoroughly examined and commented
upon, even without as much evidence before
the House as there is this evening. The
joint committee was constituted of mem-
bers holding very divergent views on the
subject. Of the eight members, five or six
had previously voted against the proposal
to use portion of the land included in the
present Bill. Members of the committee
worked with great thoroughness. They had
a background of information and docm-
inentary evidence that does not appear in
the evidence before the Rouse. Although
the member for Guildford-Midland sug-
gests that, onl the evidence, the committee
could not come to that conclusion, he has
heard a member who at one stage was not
wvhole-heartcdly a supporter of the proposal
say that in his viewv the weight of evidence
was in favour of the site mentioned in the
Bill. Quite apart from that, the committee
was not constituted as is a court of law. Its
function was not to bear evidence, examine
that evidence only and base a decision on
only that evidence. The conunittee was
charged with a very grave and important
responsibility-to endeavour to select the
best site nowv available, not necessarily the
ideal site, but the best site now available
for the purposes of Government buildings.

The committee was charged with the re-
sponsibility of examining all possible sites,
and I say very definitely that it executed
this function in a most painstaking man-
imer. Every possibility was explored; every
opportunity was taken to obtain expert
evidence. Everybody whose opinion was
considered to be worth while was invited
to attend in person; contributions from
others were invited by advertisement. It
is quite idle for those whose have spoken
in opposition to the measure to say that
the d1ecision was reached simply because
those who gave evidence were preponder-
antly Government servants. If we were to
get the opinions of those whose evidence was
worth having, the first we would call would
be those capable of giving expert advice. I
assure the House that the committee gave
great consideration to the question of those
persons it would call if they would not vol-
unteer to give evidence. Although a cer-
tamn slur has been cast upon and slighting
remarks have been made against the civil
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servants who gave evidence, if members
who made those remarks had read all
the evidence or had themselves been
members of the committee, their eon-
elusion would have been no different
f rom that which has been reached.
I was surprised to learn that on the commit-
tee were very unsophisticated persons whos3e
minds could be warped and twisted at the
will of the Chairman. Amongst them were
persons who 40 years ago were members of
.a Government, two of them being ex-Cahinet
Ministers. Nothwithstanding that, we are
nxpected to believe that the minds of those
members were easily swvayed. Imagine tha
personnel! Take the member for the North
Province, the Hon. J. J. Holmes, not very
malleable, unless a very substantial argu-
ment is presented to him!

Mr. Patrick: He was very reasonable.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Most

reasonable. I would say that all members
of the committee were actuated by one de-
sire--in spite of their preconceived notions
-to make an honest examination of every
site and a close study of all the evidence
suabmitted.

Mr. Patrick: And achieve finality.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS; Ye. '1'ak

the Hon. C. F. Baxter! One would hardly
charge him with being easily swayed by spe-
cious arguments. Yet we are expected, by
one member who spoke this evening, to be-
lieve that. If any of those members who
have spoken against the Bill had been mem-
bens of the committee, there would Bore'
have been any other conclusion. To one re-
mark of the member for Guildfird-Midland
(Hon. W. D. Johnson) I desire particularlyv
to refer, naelyrt,, the extraordinary silence-
that is what he, terms it-in connection with
the Treasury site. He said he could find
no reference to the Treasury building or to a
suggestion for the utilisation of that site.
The remark showed how much his speech wa;
worth. If lie had read the evidence com-
pletely, even the evidence that he quoted, he
could never have iuade that accusation. He
would get a start in that direction If he re-
ferred to questions 140, 300, 301, 848, 3493,
and 468. Those are amongst a few questions
dealing with the subject. He will find in
Question 140 even a suggestion of how the
buildings should be treated as such, whether
the foundations would stand the additional
storeys, and whether the framework would
have to be built inside the present structure
to enable the present buildings to be used

effectively for any public buildings scheme.
If he took the evidence of Mr. Summerhayes,
which he quoted in part, he would find refe-
ences of a like nature. It was very obvio' s
that the member for Guildford-Midland d1,d
not desire to quote some of the evidence. fl'-
criticised very bitterly the "uncentral" posi-
tion of this site. That phase is not dealt
with to any 'great extent in the report, but he
admitted that he had not read Mr. Mle'
evidence. Who but those associated with
transp~ort would be expected to give such evi-
dence? The hon. member ignored it!

During the course of the examination yE
these proposals, the committee went to thie
trouble of finding out how many passengers
dismounted from trains, buses, trains and
trolley buses within half-a-mile of every site
under consideration, it had a plan prepared
showing the Observatory site, Parliament
House site, the site north of the railway, the
existing rublie buildings, the Esplanade, and
every site which is now with any degree C
possibility available even in spite of resumip-
tions. We knew how many passengers dis-
mounted from every type of vehicle. It mnav
surprise the hon. member to know that the
site represented in this Bill is the mno4i
central for the majority of passengers dis-
mounting from all types of vehicles within
a half-mile radius. There is no other site
near which so many people alight from pub-
lic vehicles, as our traffic is constituted to-
day.

Mr. Doney: Not even in the case of the
present public buildings?

The MINISTER FORl LANDS: No. Ilam
referring to public vehicles of all sorts in-
cluding tramns, trains and trolley buses.

The Premier, And ferries.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes, they

were all included. I repeat that notwvith-
standing the evidence printed and submitted.
which has again been quoted to be printcd
again, this was not all that was consider-ed
by the committee. The committee spent hours
for many days, not merely in considering
the evidence, but the evidence of former comn-
mittees, considering plans of all sorts in i--

gard to all sites and locations. I say with-
out fear of its being successfully Contra-
dicted, that no greater thoroughness nor more
earnestness could have been displayed thao
was shown by that committee in an endeavour
to reach a solution of this great problem.
The member for Guildford-Midland also said
that if the Christian Brothers' site had beon
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included hie would have been disposed lo
admit some merit in the proposal. I remind
him that he had that opportunity last year
but turned it down.

Hon. IV. D, Johnson: I did not say there
was any merit in it, but I said that you had
removed what little merit there was in it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Had the
hon. member read all the evidence and
weighed the pros and eons of what was con-
tributed by way of evidence given in this
Chamber, he would have found that the bal-
ance was in favour of the proposed site.
Had he possessed the privilege of being on
the committee, end of having access to all
the information available, undoubtedly he
would have been converted. I would say
the same of the Leader of the Opposition.
Without doubt it is as well the public should
know the mood that hon. member was in
when he delivered his speech, one of the
most ineffective of his speeches, if I may say
so. He spoke with great levity and facetious-
ness, and could hardly contain his mirth
dluring one period of half-an-hour of the two
hours that he was on his feet. In cold print
the speech roads in all seriousness, asi if it
had been a well-considered effort.

Mr. Doney: I recall that he made refer-
ences to his own feelings in the matter.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He made
no pretence that he was in a serious mood
when hie made that speech. He was obviously
highly amused at something.

Mr. Daney: That may have been so.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He made
the speech in a facetious mood, and T sug-
gest it should be regarded as a facetious
speech. Obviously, too, the hon. member had
not read the report. He was not quite sure
when beginning to quote some of the ques-
tions and answers whether he should finish
his quotations, because they did not reach
the conclusions he desired. That was very
obvious. The speech either disclosed care-
lessness in the hon. member's attitude to-
wards this matter, or it disclosed that he did
not wish in any circumstances to support
the area referred to in the Bill. In spite of
that, in spite of his easy criticism and his
playful manner, I submit that the report of
the committee, as made available, is of great
value. It was an investigation held with
every desire to meet the circumstances of
to-day, and it is of great value to the corn-
munity. As the member for Murehison (Mr.

Marshall) pointed out, we hove now
dwindled to two or three possible sites. In
1928 cloven sites -were available.

Mr. Patrick: There are really oniy two.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Some of

those sites could not be resumed to-day under
£200,000. If the number has dwindled to
two, should we not consider ourselves
lucky to have twvo in this year of 1940?
Aud it we still have two, should not we
desire to avavil ourselves of the best of
them? Therefore I do uot wish the House
to get any mistaken idea that the com-
mittee, or any member of it, thinks that
the site chosen is the ideal site. The com-
mittee members, think it i ; the best situ
offering; and because they think that it
does conform to the major- number of re-
qaireinents for pulblic buildings, they think
we should take advantage of the oppor-
tunity and secure that site for the future
of the State. The Leader of the Opposition
stated there was sufficient land for Govern-
ment offices where the Agricultural Do-
partment now is. Obviously the honl. gen-
tleman has not rend the evidence of what
is required and the floor space necessary
for the two departments in most urgent
need of accommodation, because they alone-
could not be accommodated on that site
unless ire went up to 10 or 12 storeys. So
that although the hon. gentleman also sug-
gested purchasing the Hale School site be
even compromised in the finish of his
speech by saying that the Christian
Brothers' site would be all right.

Mr. Patrick: Did hie?
The MITNISTER FOR LANDS: The

Leader of the Opposition said that. If the
hon. member wishes to refer to it, he will
find it in the last sentence of the speech.

Mr. Patrick: I did not hear his speech.
The IlNISTER FOR LANDS: The

hon. member mafy read it. The Deputy
Speaker might see me reading it.

M1r. Doney: If you say the statement is
there, that is good enough.

The M1INISTER FOR LANDS: The
Leader of the Opposition said that it this
site was added to the Christian Brothers'
College site, there would be sonic merit
in it. The observation appears on pagre 4519
of this session's "'Hansard"' No. 6. So that
it is obvious the Leader of the Opposition
was not very serious either inl his proposals,
or in his criticisms. What a difference,
then, we find in his present Opposition a9
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compared with his attitude last year to-
wards the site which included the Christian
Brothers' College area!

There is only one other matter to which 1
desire to refer, and that is the unfair con-
clusions drawn by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion from the evidence of the Under Trea-
surer. I should say that, although the
Leader of the Opposition went so far as to
state that even temporary buildings would
be better than this proposal, his antagonism
to the State Government Insurance Office
"-as really the gem of his speech. He said
that the State Government Insurance Office
was; evidently brought into existence for the
purpose of finding money for these pro-
posed buildings. Was there ever anything
more ridiculous? The hon. member knows
full well the history of the State, Govern-
ment Insurance Office. He even went so far
as to say that the Government must have
been Ileecing the community to build up re-
serves in this manner. The hon. gentleman
was a responsible member of a Government,
and he knew full well that it was necessary
to build up reserves for the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office. Because those re-
serves were awaiting other investment and
the opportunity arose to select an area for
public buildings, and therefore an oppor-
tunity to invest that money in a manner
provided and within the Act, those funds
were allowed temporarily to accumulate. The
rLeadler of the Opposition knew full well
that that is what was meant; that the fund
was deliberately built up at that stage to
serve this purpose. I will quote what was
said on that aspect, so that there shall be no
doubt about it. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion read part of that evidence-the part
that it suited him to pick out in order to
east some aspersions against the Government
and the State Government Insurance Office.
The Under Treasurer stated -

if the State Insurance Office funds are used
to meet the cost of Government offices under
the authority of either the Public Buildings
Act, 1937, or the State Insurance Act, 1938,
the State's loan programme as approved by
the Loan Council will not be reduced. The
State Insurance Office funds are not loan
moneys within the meaning of the Financial
Agreement.
That answvers the point raised by the mem-
ber foi- West Perth (Mr. McDonald).

On the other hand if the funds of the In-
suranec Office were invested i Commonwealth
loans, no addition to our loan programme
would result.
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To sum up the position, the Government has
the money available now for the erection of
the first section of the new offices. It is most
probable that the use of this money wvill not
impose any burden on the Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund. The money could not be used for
ordinary governmental loan undertakings, and
its use for the erection of Government
offices wvill not in any way interfere with our
approved loan programme.

So that if one will read the Under Trea-
surer's statement, there is a direct answer to
the question raised by the member for West
Perth in regard to the availability of the
money and its effect on the loan programme,
ead also to the allegations of the Leader of
the Opposition.

It is not my desire to prolong this de-
bate. We have had very many extracts
quoted from the report of the committee. 1
propose to quote no other than that part of
the Under Treasurer's utatement. I think
that if the House will concede to the men-
hers of the committee even a little of what
is due to them, it will say that on the eni-
dene as submitted, and on all the evidence
available, it presented a true and faithful
report.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 10.29 p-nm.


