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course, was quite understandable. I wrote
to all the people concerned but to my
surprise I received only one reply. It is
a6 remarkable thing, but unless facilities
are provided in these areas, people just
will not live there. I trust, therefore, that
the Government will do all it can to assist
the children in these remote areas.

I listened to Dr. Hislop speak the other
night, and I was Pleased with the remarks
he made regarding compensation for some
of the turned-down miners on the gold-
fields--ompensation in connection with
silicosis. Something should be done to
overcome the small difficulties these people
are putting up with at the present time;
and I hope the Government will take steps
in this direction. I do not think many
men are affected. Perhaps Mr. Heenan
would have some idea, as I think several
of these men have gone to him.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Have you any
idea of the number?

The Hon. G. BENNE'ITS: I do not know
what the number is. I have heard this
matter mentioned by only a few people.
Most have gone to Mr. Heenan; and I
think Mr. Heenan and Dr. Hislop, together
with, perhaps, the secretary of the Aus-
tralian Workers' Union in Kalgoorlie,
would be able to advise the Minister better
on that point.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I wish I could
find out.

The Hon. G. HENNErrTS: At present
these men have to go to the doctor in
charge of the Kalgoorlie laboratory, and
the onus is Placed on one man. That man
has either to refuse or grant the applica-
tion, and it is a pretty big decision for one
man to have to make. I am of the opinion
that there should be a board of three to
consider these cases. If this were done I am
sure it would be appreciated by the doctor
in charge at Kalgoorlie. One person can
always make a mistake: we are not always
right-no-one is. There is always the
chance of our being misled. Therefore, it
would be better to have a board of three.
Perhaps this* board could comprise a doc-
tor, a representative of the Chamber of
Mines, and the secretary of the mining
division of the Australian Workers' Union.
Perhaps. Dr. Hislop, together with some of
our members who are qualified to do so,
could work out something and pass their
opinions on to the Government.

I would like to thank Dr. Hislop for the
help he has given members at various
times when they have taken sick. During
the last session of Parliament I was in a
very bad state of health and Dr. Hislop
was most helpful. He assisted Mr. Davies
the other night; and he has been doing
this for other members over a period of
years. We owe a lot to Dr. Hislop for the
assistance he has given in the House and
his willingness to advise on health matters.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Hear, hear!

The Hon. G. BENNETTS: We expect a
lot from people, and sometimes give them
no thanks. However, that is something I1
like to do. Last year quite a discussion
took Place concerning taxis; and the sooner
the control of taxis is taken away from
the Police Department and placed under a
board, the better. I do not think this
would be expensive. The present system
under which taxis pick up and set down
is very inconvenient. About three weeks
ago a Person in Perth who had broken
two legs at the one time was not feeling
well and hailed a taxi. This taxi did
not stop, but another did. The driver said
he was not allowed to pick up anybody
away from a taxi stand in the main street
unless that person had telephoned for him.

The other day I desired to go to a few
departments and it was necessary for me
to find a taxi rank in order to hire a
taxi. In my opinion, taxis are for the con-
venience of the public of this State, and
they should be able to pick up a person
when necessary. We made a big mistake
when we prevented taxis from picking up
and setting down as required; and the
sooner we get back to that system the
better.

A hostel is being erected at Merredin
and this will be a great help to the district.
I hope it will be possible for similar hostels
to be established throughout my province.
I Support the Address-in-Reply.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. J. M4. Thomson.

House adjourned at 8.6 p'm.
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The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman) took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

SUPPLY BILL, £25,000,000
Assent

Message from the Lieutenant-Governor
and Administrator received and read noti-
tying assent to the Bill.

1.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ROYAL PERTH HOSP ITAL AND
SHENTON PARK ANNEXE

Capital Expenditure

Mr. CROMMELIN asked the Minister
for Health:-
(1) What was the capital expenditure

on Royal Perth Hospital and
Shenton Park Annexe. respec-
tively, for the years ended the
30th June-
(a) 1959;
(b) 1960;
(c) 1961?

Beds Available
(2) How many beds were available at

the Royal Perth Hospital and
Shenton Park Annexe, respec-
tively, at the 30th June-
(a) 1959;
(b) 1960;

(c) 1961?
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
(1) Royal Perth Shenton Park

Hospital Annexe
£ E

1959 260,973 10,559
1960 87,107 7,327
1961 82,007 61,842
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(2) Normal
1959

Bed Capacity:
597

1960 595
1961 595
It is pointed out that the
represent normal bed caj
but because of the dema
beds which must be satisfE
number of patients provid
exceeds these figures. Fc
stance, the highest numi
patients on any day at
Perth Hospital in the years
fled were as under:-

1959..... .... 602
1960..... .... 643
1961..... .... 661

ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL

Staff and Salaries

2. Mr. CROMMELIN asked the Minister
for Health:
(1) How many-

(a) permanent medical staff;
(b) nurses and probationers;
(c) office staff;
(d) all other employees;
were on the staff of Royal Perth
Hospital at the 30th June-
(a) 1959;
(b) 1960;
(c) 1961?

(2) What were the total salaries paid
to-
(a) permanent medical staff;
(b) nurses and probationers;
(c) office staff;
(d) all other employees,
for each of the years mentioned?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
(1)

1959 1960 1961
(a) Permanent n

Cal staff._.
(b) Nurses and

bationers
(c) Office staff

eluding adul
trative, me
records, cas
and ward
etc.)

(d ) Jiii other emj
es _ ... .

(a) Permanent
medical
staff .. .. I

(b) Nurses and
probation-
era ... .. 3

(C) office staff I
(d) All other

employees

Ie... 80 86 100

pro -
819 83 881

dical
iaity
larks

207 224 228

ploy-. 751 793 862

1959 1960 1961

.24,279 142,612 175,992

36.144 360,945 438,801
.59,393 190,229 209,992

532,384 602,684 683.026

All these figures include the Shen-
ton Park Annexe.

Total rev-
enue recei-
ved ,... .. 1,797,349
Govern-
menut sub-

2959 1960 1961
E 1! E

2,005.285 2,260.281

slay -1. 1,300,248 1,355,670 1,489.344
Revenue
excluding
Govern-
ment sub-
sidy .... 497,101 649,615 770.937

All these figures include the Shen-
ton Park Annexe.

UNEM1PLOYED

Traffic Act Breaches: Liability
4. Mr. BRADlY asked the Minister for

Police:
(1) Are unemployed persons who are

fined for breaches of the Traffic
Act, given the opportuntiy to pay
fines after they get employment?

(2) Are unemployed persons who are
unable to pay fines, gaoled?

(3) Are there any persons now in gaol
who could not pay fines?

Mr. PERKINS replied:
(1) to (3) A request for time to pay

a fine may be made through the
Attorney-General. Each case is
considered on its merits and in a
number of instances time has been
granted.

No. 10 NORTH IVHARF
Opening and Closing

5. Mr. FLETCHER asked the Minister
for Works:
(1) When was Fremantle No. 10

north wharf officially opened?
(2) Is this wharf now closed and the

buildings locked?
(3) Why were these facilities closed,

and for how long?

(2)

Maintenance Cost
116 3. Mr. CROMMELIN asked the Minister

116 for Health:
116 (1) What was the total maintenance
figures cost of the Royal Perth Hospital
pacity; for the years ended the 30th
nd forJue199190an16?
ed, thedie199190an16?
ed for Revenue and Government Subsidy
or in- (2) What was the revenue received
her of by the hospital for the years
Royal ended the 30th June, 1959, 1960,
speci- and 1961; and what was the Gov-

ernment subsidy for each of the
Years mentioned?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
(1) 1959-E1,791,802

1960-E,000,242
1961-E,259,1 18.

(2)
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Silt Encroachmfenlt

(4) As silt encroachment from under-
neath this wharf put Out Of com-
mission these facilities for a brief
period, are not similar occurrences.
likely with the installation of new
wharves further upstream?

Mr. WILD3 replied:

(1) The first ship to use this berth was
the Dulvertan on the 26th June,
1959.

(2) The berth is being used by ships.
The transit shed is not being used
for cargo.

(3) The transit shed is not being used
for cargo while repairs to the
wharf are in progress. It is an-
ticipated the transit shed will be
in use in November next.

(4) No.

RAIOLWAY SLEEPERS: SECOND-CLASS

Purchase, Use, and Price

6. Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for
for Railways:

(1) What quantity of second-class
sleepers was purchased by the
W.A.O.R. during each of the
last three years?

(2) What was the quantity of second-
class sleepers used by the W.A.G.R.
for the same years, respectively?

(3) What was the average price paid
for such sleepers purchased each
year?

Mr. COURT replied:

(1)
Second grade
produced at
Banksladale

Mill

1958-59 .- 17,054
1959-60 ... 19,793
1960-61 ... 17,892

(2)

1958-59
1959-S0
1960-61

(3)

1958-59
1959 -6 0
1960-61

Second grade
produced at
Bankrladale

each
s. d.

15 0
* 13 0
* 11 9

Rejects pur-
chased from

Private
Contractors

9,636
8,801
9.035

Second grade
and Rejects

24,608
23,516
23,264

Rejects pur-
chased from

Private
Contractors

each
s.d.

6 0
5 0

TOBACCO FROM MANJIMUP
RESEARCH STATION
Growth and Marketing

7. Mr. ROWBERRY asked the Minister
for Agriculture:
(1) Was any tobacco grown on the

experimental pilots at the Agricul-
tural Department's research sta-
tion at Manjimup this year?

(2) Was this leaf submitted for
auction at the recent sales?

(3) If so, what was-
(a) the percentage of rejection;
(b) the price per lb.?

(4) Is the department satisfied that-
(a) the ground in question is

suitable for growing prime
tobacco leaf; and

(b) every endeavour was made to
produce leaf in conformity
with the manufacturers' re-
quirements;

(c) these requirements were clear-
ly indicated in time for the
requirements to be carried
out?

(5) Was any analysis made of samples
of leaf from the bales presented
by the department on the auction
floor?

(6) If so, what was the result?
(7) If not, why not?

Mr. NAfLDER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes. The leaf submitted was

naturally variable in character as
it was produced from plots receiv-
ing widely different treatment.

(3) (a) 60 per cent.
(b) 52d. per pound.,

(4) (a) Some of the soils at the re-
search station and also at
out-stations are considered
suitable for the growing of
prime tobacco leaf but other
less suitable types are also
being tested experimentally
under the department's re-
search programme.

(b) No area of tobacco was grown
primarily for commnercial pur-
poses last season. The ex-
perimental programme is de-
signed to determine the types
and qualities of tobacco which
result from fertiliser and
dther treatments imposed on
the various soils with a view
to defining the conditions
necessary for the production
of prime tobacco.

(c) Manufacturers' requirements
could only be inferred on the
basis of their purchases at the
1960 tobacco sales. There was
no time to effectively change

414
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cultural treatments to pro-
duce the types of tobacco
which could be considered to
be more in accordance with
their requirements. Manu-
facturers' requirements are
not clearly known in objective
terms.

(5) NO: but over a hundred samples
from the experimental plots were
submitted for analysis prior to
the sales.

(6) Results are not yet to band.
('7) Answered by No. (5).

POLICE STATION AT NORTHAMPTON
Improvements and Renovations

S. Mr. SEWELL asked the Minister for
Police:
(1) Is it the intention of the Govern-

ment to carry cut the much-
needed improvements and reno-
vations to the Northampton
Police Station and quarters this
year?

(2) When can the Northampton
people expect to get proper police
court facilities?

Mr. PERKINS replied:
(1) and (2) Plans and specifications

are being prepared, but the let-
ting of tenders will depend on the
availability of loan funds to the
Police Department.

K.S.M. PTY. LTD.
Insurance of Transferred State Assets

9. Mr. EVANS asked the Treasurer:
With reference to the agreement
for transfer to K.S.M. Pty. Ltd.
of certain State assets--
(1) By what amount of premium

income will the income of the
State Insurance Office be re-
duced owing to this transfer?

(2) To what private company is
the business being trans-
f erred?

(3) Who are the directors, man-
agers, or agents of that com-
pany in Western Australia?

(4) What individual, company, or
firm will receive commission
on the writing of the contract
or contracts?

Mr. BRAND replied:
(1) After the first three months there

will be some reduction on premium
income, but the amount of reduc-
tion cannot be given as it will still
be open to the company to effect
certain classes of insurance with
the State Government Insurance
Office, should it so desire.

(2) to (4) These are matters for de-
termination by the new company.

POLICE STATION AT SHARK BAT

Installation of Electricity

10. Mr. NORTON asked the Minister for
Police:

Is electricity to be connected to
the police station at Shark Bay;
if not, will he explain why this
work is being delayed?

Mr. PERKINS replied:
The connecting of electricity to
the police station from the freez-
ing works was delayed pending de-
cision on the granting of an elec-
tricity concession for Shark Bay.
The district engineer at Carnar-
von is now arranging for the
Shark Bay Police Station to be
connected with the freezing works'
electricity supply.

HOUSING COMMISSION HOMES AND
PENSIONERS' COTTAGES

Increased Rentals

11. Mr. HALL asked the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Housing:
(1) Will there be an increase in rent

to people occupying State Hous-
ing Commission homes and pen-
sioners' cottages as a result of in-
creased social services and re-
patriation payments announced
in the Federal Budget?

(2) If the answer is "Yes," what will
be the increase to the following
occupants of State Housing Com-
mission homes and pensioner's
cottages-
(a) age pensioners--single and

married:
(b) invalid pensioners--single and

married;
(C)

(d)

(e)

civilian widows--widows with
children of school age;
war widows-war widows with
children of school age;
married persons in receipt of
unemployment benefit;
married persons in receipt of
sickness benefit;

(g) married persons receiving
tuberculosis allowance;

(h) single persons in receipt of
tuberculosis allowance?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
(1) Rents on all houses built under

the Commonwealth-State Hous-
ing Agreement Act are assessed in
accordance with the agreement,
and an increase in family income
(which includes pensions) does
affect the rental assessment.
(Family income does not include
child endowment).
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(2) The following increases will occur
when the foreshadowed benefits
in social service payments by the
Commonwealth Government be-
come effective -
(a) Aged pensioners-

Per Week
s, d.

Single .... ... 1 6
married .. .... 2 6

(b) invalid pensioners-
Single........... .1 6
Married .... ... 2 6

(c) Civilian widows-
If in receipt of child
welfare assistance
for one child .. 1 0
If more than one
child from .. 1 6

(d) War widows-
With one child
(this varies if
widow is in receipt
of other allow-
ances) ... 1 6
With two or more
children from __ 2 0

(e) Married persons in
receipt of unemploy-
ment benefit-

With no children .... 4 0
With one child .... 4 6
With two or more
children .... 1 4 6

(f) Married person in re-
ceipt of sickness
beneft-As for (e).

(g) Tuberculosis allow-
ance-

Married with no
children .... .... 2 6
Married with one
child ... . 4 0
Married, with two
or more children.
from .... ... 4 0
Single persons .- 1 6

Note: The Act provides for the
housing of families, and the re-
ference to single persons is only
applicable in the case of death
of one of the parties. The com-
mission allows the surviving Part-
ner to remain in the house, and
the rent is then determined
according to income, as provided
for in the Act.

BUILDING TRADESMEN
Use of PP/fl. 97mployces on

Guowangerup School
12. Mr. HALL asked the Minister for

Works:
(1) Is it a fact that Public Works De-

partment carpenters, bricklayers.
and labourers were transferred
from the regional hospital, Albany.
to Onowangerup School to effect
corrective measures and complete

the school building because the
contractor had failed to carry out
the terms of the contract?

(2) If the answer is "Yes," were the-
costs charged to the contractor, or
met by the P.W.D.?

(3) If the costs were borne by the
P.W.D., were they separated from-
regional hospital costs?

Mr. WILD replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The contract was completed by

the Public Works Department at
the expense of the contractor.

(3) Answered by No. (2).

FILMS AND TELEVISION SHOWS
Classifications

13. Mr. HALL asked the Chief Secretary:
(1) As there is some confusion

amongst parents, guardians, ma-
trons, and masters of school hos-
tels in respect of film classifica-
tion, can he advise what the film
classifications are, who makes
them, and when they were last
reviewed?

(2) Are television films and perform-
ances classified, and what body
does the classification?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:*
(1) Film classifications are:-

"A" Adults only.
"G" General Exhibition.
"H" Horror films.

Films are classified by the Com-
monwealth Film Censor. They are
constantly under review.,

(2) Yes-(a) films by the Commnon-
wealth Film Censor; (bi perform-
ances, i.e., actuality telecasts.
must conform to television pro-
gramme standards determined by
the Broadcasting Control Board.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION

Hospital Ward Rate Allowed by Act
14. Mr. MOIR asked the Minister for

Labour:
(1) Is he aware that the ward bed

rate of 70s. per day allowed under
the provisions of the Workers'
Compensation Act is inadequate in
the case of the seriously injured
workers who require treatment in
other than a public ward?

(2) Is he prepared to take appropriate
action to ensure that injured
workers requiring treatment in
wards or rooms other than public
wards are not called on to meet
the costs arising from the differ-
ence in the daily rate aulowed
under the Act, and the rate
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charged for the accommodation
required owing to the nature of
their injury?

Mr. PERKINS replied:
(1) It is understood that in practice

the major hospitals charge the
daily rate fixed under the Act for
all compensation cases regardless
of where the patient has to be
Placed for treatment.

(2) No complaints have been received
by the Workers' Compensation
Hoard to date, but any that are
made will be considered and any
action deemed appropriate will be
taken.

GASCOYNE RIVER

Pilot Water Scheme

15. Mr. NORTON asked the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) Will he advise the House on the

pilot water scheme on the Gas-
coyne River:
(a) Is it intended to supply water

to planters on both sides of
* the river;

(b) how many planters will be
supplied?

(2) Can the engineers give a guaran-
* tee that drawing on the water re-

serves east of the bridge will in
no way affect the water supplies

* in other parts of the river bed?
(3) Is it intended, eventually, to carry

out the full recommendations
made in the Furphy report on the
Gascoyne River, as set out on
pages 33, 34, and 35 of the report?

(4) Is it intended to place the wells
to be used in the pilot scheme on
the river bank as set out in the
recommendations on page 34,

* paragraph (iv) (a)?
(5) Will each plantation supplied by

the pilot scheme receive the same
allocation of water? If not, on
what basis will the water be allo-
cated?

(6) Should a planter have adequate
water supplies dn his own property,
will he be bound to accept water
from the scheme and cease to
draw from his own wells?

* Mr. WILD replied:
(1) (a) No.

(b) Twenty.
(2) No guarantee can be given, but it

is the opinion of departmental en-
gineers that drawing on the water
reserves east of the bridge will
not have an appreciable effect on
supplies In other parts of the river
bed.

-(3) Further investigations are neces-
sary before decisions to carry out
the full recommendations of the
Furphy report are made.

(4) No. Bores will be placed in the
bed sands of the river.

(5) Water will be supplied within the
limits of the controlled allocation
applying to the entire district.

(6) A planter will not be bound in the
Pilot scheme unless continued
draw on his own wells is likely to
have an adverse effect on the
quality of the water in the area
adjacent to his wells.

HOUSING FOR NATIVES
Provision at Pinlarra

16. Sir ROSS McLARTY asked the
Minister for Native Welfare:
(1) What amount of money is being

provided for houses and other ac-
commodation for native welfare at
Pinjarra?

(2) Is it the intention to provide ad-
ditional houses?

Mr. PERKINS replied:
(1) £6,949.
(2) No.

POLICE STATION FOR ROCKINGHAM
Calling of Tenders

17. Sir ROSS McLARTY asked the
Minister for Police:

When is it proposed to call ten-
ders for a police station to serve
the Rockingham Shire Council
district?

Mr. PERKINS replied:
Plans and specifications are being
prepared, but the letting of ten-
ders will depend on the availabil-
ity of loan funds to the Police
Department.

WATER SUPPLIES
Reticulated Scheme to MUndiloIng,

Mandurah, Yunderu", and Furnissdale
18. Sir ROSS MeLARTY asked the

Minister for Water Supplies:
Would he please advise the House
of the progress being made to
supply a reticulated water scheme
to the following towns:-
(a) Mundijong;
(b) Mandurah;
(c) ,Yunderup;
(d) Furnissdale?

Mr. WILD replied:
(a) Mundijong: Loan funds have

been allocated this financial Year
for the construction of a feeder
main from Serpentine pipeline to
Mundijong. Pipes are on order
and it is anticipated that work
will commence early in 1962.
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(b) Mandurali: The sinking of an
exploratory bore to investigate the
potential of underground water
is under active consideration.

(c) and (d) Yunderup and Furniss-
dale: An examination of the
Yunderup-Furnissdale district by
the Mines Department indicated
that there was no possibility of
obtaining shallow groundwater
supplies suitable for domestic use
in that area.
This problem is being considered
in conjunction with that of
Mandurah where the action taken
is as shown in answer to para-
graph (b).

PETROL MARKET IN WESTERN
AUSTRALIA

Entry of New Wholesalers
19. Mr. KELLY asked the Premier:

Is it the Government's intention
to introduce legislation during the
current session of Parliament, de-
signed to prevent the entry of new
petrol wholesalers into this State's
retail market?

Mr. BRAND replied:
No, quite apart from the doubtful
constitutional validity of such
legislation,

OXIDISED COPPER FOR
AGRICULTURE

Investigations and Development of
Deposits

20. Mr. KELLY asked the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Mines:
(1) What steps has the Govern-

ment taken to explore the
potential of oxidised copper,
suitable for agricultural Purposes,
being recovered in the Yilgarn.
Ravensthorpe, and Meekatharra
districts?

(2) As quantities of low-grade copper
ore are known to exist in these
areas, has he any plan for de-
velopment?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
(1) The Government constantly con-

ducts geological survey investiga-
tions in the State In order to
Provide the fullest information
Possible to prospectors and min-
ing operators generally.
It also assists financially any min-
ing project warranting aid.
Financial assistance has recently
been rendered to copper projects
in the Murchison, north-west, and
Phillips River areas.

(2) The actual development of de-
posits is a matter for producers
themselves.
Any information the Mines De-
partment has is available to in-
terested parties.

CHEVRON-HILTON HOTEL PTY.
Instalments on Land

21. Mr. JAMIESON askced the Premier:
(1) Has the Chevron-Hilton Hotel

Pty. paid any instalments on the
land made available to it?

(2) If not, when can the first instal-
ment be expected to be paid?

Mr. BRAND replied:
(1) and (2) The deposit was paid.

Under the provisions of the agree-
mnent and the ratifying Act passed
last session, the first instalment
is not due until the 6th October,
1961.

MILLARS' TIMBER AND TRADING CO.
Electricity Supplies for Jarrahdale and

Palparup Mills
22. Mr. JAMIESON asked the Minister for

Electricity:
(1) Has the State Electricity Commis-

sion received requests from Mill-
ars' Timber and Trading Co. for
the supply of electricity for their
Jarrahdale and Palgarup mills?

(2) If so, is it the intention to supply
electricity to these mills?

Mr. WATTS replied:
(1) Jarrahdale, yes.

Falgarup, yes, but only for supply
to one small addition to the mill,
and houses.

(2) Jarrabdale is supplied.
Palgarup-a request to supply the
whole mill load would be wel-
comed. The houses are supplied.

STATE BUILDING SUPPLIES
Disposal of Timber Stocks on H-and

23. Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for
Industrial Development:

Will he admit that the timber
stocks on band at the date of the
take-over of the State Building
Supplies by Hawker Siddeley may
be sold by the company and paid
for by the purchasers (the pub-
lic), in its first year or so in
business; but that any such pro-
ceeds Payable to the Govern-
ment will be paid in instalments
only, commencing in 1965 and
finalised in 1982?

Mr. COURT replied:
Subject to amendment of the date
1965 to 1966, yes.
This is in accordance with the
agreement and is not an unrea-
sonable or an unusual provision.
In many cases of sale, a lump
sum is agreed for stock and it
forms part of the purchase price
and is payable over a period. in
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this case and to meet the Gov-
ernment's wishes, the main
stocks were handled on a con-
signmient basis.
The figure at which they are
eventually acquired by the com-
pany becomes part of the com-
pany's indebtedness to the Gov-
ernment.
It should be realised that the
company has the responsibility of
providing not only £500,000 of its
own funds in the development of
the business under clause 21, but
it also has the responsibility to
provide adequate working capi-
tal for book debts, current stocks,
and the like as from date of take-
over.
The Government will be well
satisfied if Hawker Siddeley
Group Ltd. is able to dispose of
all timber stocks on hand at date
of take-aver within the period
laid down by clause 5.

STATE SAW MILLS

Affiliation with Associated Sawmiilers

24A. Mr. CROMMELIN asked the Minis-
ter for Industrial Development:
(1) When did the State Saw Mills

first join the sawmillers' associa-
tion?

(2) Did it at any time withdraw
from this association?

(3) If the answer to No. (2) is "Yes,"
did it observe the price list
agreed upon by the Associated
Sawmillers after it had with-
drawn?

(4) In the event of its withdrawal
from the association, when did it
rejoin, and why?

Mr.
(1)

(2)

(3)

COURT replied:
State Saw Mills was a founda-
tion member of Associated Tim-
ber Industries, the predecessor of
Associated Sawmillers and Timber
merchants, from its formation in
January, 1948.
Yes, from the 1st July, 1950, to
the 20th October, 1952.
The timber industry operated on
a common price list approved by
the Prices Control Commnissioner
up to the 31st October, 1951. For
at least 12 months following that
date any Price variations were
strictly in accordance with a for-
mula previously approved by the
Prices Control Commissioner
when timber was under price con-
trol. State Building Supplies was
a party to any movement in tim-
ber prices during this period, act-
ing in co-operation with the as-
sociation.

(4) State Saw Mills rejoined the as-
sociation on the 20th October,
1952. An invitation from the1
association to rejoin was approved.
by the Minister on the recom-
mendation of the then general.
manager, no 'specific reason for
rejoining being recorded at the-
time.

STATE BUILDING SUPPLIES

Prices a] Timber Sold

24B. Mr. CROMMELIN asked the Minister
for Industrial Development:
(1) Is it correct that at some time-

between 1953-59 the State Build-
ing Supplies was quoting and
selling timber in Adelaide at.
approximately £E40 per load and,
was quoting the same timber in.
Perth for about £50 per load?

(2) Has the State Building Supplies
ever quoted a price to the trade
lower for export timber than for
timber for Western Australiaft
consumption? If so, by how much
lower and for what reason?

(3) Has State Building Supplies ever-
quoted and sold timber in Adelaide
at a price lower than the price
charged to the Western Australian
Government when Government
business was directed to the State
Building Supplies?

(4) If the implications of Nos. (1),
(2), and (3) are correct, who was
the Minister in charge of the
State Building Supplies at the
relevant time, and did the Min-
ister concerned approve these
policies?

Mr. COURT replied:
(1) The respective levels of prices were

below the figures in the question-
In 1958-59 an independent effort.
was made by State Building Sup-
plies to hold the level of karri sales
in the South Australian market by
competition on a price basis with
other timbers imported to that;
market. The circumstances and
details of heavy losses incurred
were published in the annual re-
port for that year. The average
return for Icarri scantling sales by
State Building Supplies in Adelaide
that year to wholesale timber
merchants was approximately £35
per load. The average price for-
karri scantling to building con-
tractors in the metropolitan area.
W.A., during that year was ap-
proximately £33 9s. per load-
Adjusted for freight the respective
prices at mill would have been E19
and £23 12s. per load.

(2) During the last seven years it has
not been the policy of State Build-
ing Supplies to quote the trade:

419,



420 [ASSEMBLY.]

within Western Australia for re-
sale outside the State but S.B.S.
has co-operated with other saw-
millers in joint quotations. It is
understood the same general
Policy was followed by the pre-
vious general manager. If the
question could be more specific as
to dates and classes of timber,
further inquiries will be made.

<3) Yes, as applying to karri sales
when brought to a common basis.

(4) Varying implications can be drawn
from questions and answers Nos.
(1) to (3) but the Honourable
J. J. Brady was the Minister con-
trolling the State Building Sup-
Plies for the three years to March,
1959. I am advised by the general
manager that the Minister was
aware of and approved the general
marketing policy being followed,
but that responsibility for detailed
implementation rested on the
general manager.

STATE BUILDING SUPPLIES AND
BANKSIADALE MILL

Insurance from Sale Date to Take-over
Date

25. Mr. HAWKE asked the Premier:
For what total amount did the
Government insure all the assets
of the State Building Supplies and
the Banksiadale railway mill from
the date of sale to the date of
take-over by the purchasing com-
pany?

Mr. BRAND replied:
Insurance cover to the extent of
£E2,717,204 was taken out by the
State Building Supplies from 4
P.m. on the 30th June, 1961,' as
trustee for the Purchaser, in
accordance with clause 18 of the
agreement.

TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD
Expenditure on Radio Advertising

26. Mr. HAWKE asked the Minister for
Police:
(1) What was the total amount of

money spent by the Totalisator
Agency Board on radio advertis-
ing to the 30th June, 1961?

(2) How much of that amount was
paid to-

(a) 6PM and associated stati'ons;
(b) 6PR and associated stations:
(c) 6KY and associated stations;
(d) SIX and associated stations;
(e) any other station?

Mr. PERKINS replied:
<1) and (2) No money was spent by

the Totalisator Agency Board on
radio advertising to the 30th June.
1961, as the board does not adver-
tise by radio.

It does, however, make a contri-
bution towards the cost of race
commentaries.

Monthly Payments to Separate Bank
Account

27. Mr. TONKIN asked the Minister for
Police:

Was his omission to answer No. (7)
of question No. 4 on the notice
paper for Tuesday, the 8th August,
deliberate or unintentional?

Mr. PERKINS replied:
Unintentional. The answer to the
original question No. 4 (7) is
"No."

REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS
Promulgation of Commissioners'

Recommendations
28. Mr. TONKIN asked the Premier:

(1) As the High Court has refused the
Government's application for
special leave to appeal against the
unanimous decision of the Judges
in Western Australia on the re-
division of electoral districts
issue, will he undertake that when
the commissioners forward to the
Governor their final report and
final recommendations, as pro-
vided for in section 12 of the Elec-
toral Districts Act, his Govern-
ment will, in accordance with
section 11, advise the Governor to
Promulgate the recommendations?

Costs of Court Action
(2) As the court has decided that the

various Ministers of the Govern-
ment failed in their duty in con-
nection with a redistribution of
seats, does he not consider that
the costs of the action should be
borne personally by Ministers and
not be a charge against State
funds?

Mr. BRAND replied:
(1) We certainly intend so to advise

the Governor. Regardless of the
result of the Victoria Park by-
election the Government will not
take action to revoke the procla-
mation now in force or to stop the
commissioners from completing
their report.

(2) No.

RED CROSS BLOOD TRANSFUSION
MOBILE UNIT

Exemption from Gross Weight
Regulations

29. Dr. HENN asked the Minister for
Transport:

If and when the final decision re-
garding the enforcement of a
gross vehicle weight and gross
combined weight specification is

420
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made, would he consider exempt-
ing the Red Cross Blood Trans-
fusion Mobile Unit from the
regulations?

Mr. PERKINS replied:
The vehicle in question is UHD 870
and has a manufacturers' gross
vehicle weight of 7,000 lb. which,
under the new regulations, will
allow a maximum gross load of ap-
Proximately 3 tons 15 cwt., which
load is approximately 6 cwt. In
excess of that desired by the Red
Cross Blood Transfusion Service.
An exemption therefore is not re-
quired.

TEACHERS' SALARIES
Reclassification

30. Dr. HENN asked the Minister for
Education:

When will he announce the re-
classification of the Teaching Ser-
vice (Salary Award) and from
what date will the reclassification
operate?

Mr. WATTS replied:
It was published in the Govern-
ment Gazette of Friday, the 18th
August, 1961, and will operate
from the 1st July, 1961.

UNEMPLOYMENT
Payments by Child Welfare Department

31. Mr. HAWKE asked the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Child Wel-
fare:

What payments, additional to the
Commonwealth Social Services
benefit payments, are payable by
the Child Welfare Department to
unemployed persons in the follow-
ing categories:-
(a) Single persons;
(b,) married man with wife;
(c) married man with wife and

one child;
(d) married man with wife and

two children;
(e) married man with wif e and

three children;
(f) married man with wife and

four children;
(g) married man with wife and

five children;
(h) married man with wife and

more than five children?
Mr. WATTS replied:
(a) Nil, except in special circum-

stances.
(b) 7s. 6d. per week.
(c) 31s. 6d. per week.
(d) 46s. 6d. per week.
(e) 61s. 6d. per week.
(f) 76s. 6d. per week.
(g) 91s. 6d. per week.
(h) An additional 15s. Per week for

each dependent child.

MILK

Supplies to Kalgoorlie Schools

32. Mr. EVANS asked the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Would he please explain why there

has been a delay of seven months
by the Milk Board in answering
correspondence from Firle Dairy
Pty. Ltd., Kalgoorlie, re an appli-
cation to draw supplies of raw
milk from the Esperance district
for treatment in Kalgoorlie?

(2) Does he realise that this delay is
costing Firle Dairy Pty. Ltd.. an
expense at the rate of £500 per
annum in interest on capital out-
lay on treatment plant?

Mr. NALDER replied:

Last Wednesday the member for
Kalgoorlie requested further de-
tails in answer to questions he
bad Placed on the notice paper
that day. I have that detail plus
the answer to this question, and it
is as follows:

When the supply of school milk
in Kalgoorlie and Boulder com-
menced in October, 1955, the
milk was bottled by Masters
Dairy Ltd. and forwarded by it
to Mr. A. J. Fletcher of Firle
Dairy, Kalgoorlie, who acted as
the local distributor for Masters
Dairy.
School milk is allocated to the
respective treatment plants with
a view to the supply being
spread as reasonably as possible
over all the producers selling to
the various companies.
School milk is a fluctuating
supply. None is distributed at
week-ends, on public holidays,
or d u r i n g school vacations.
Special organisation is there-
fore necessary to absorb the
varying purchases from pro-
ducers who are entitled to be
assured of some constancy of
supply. School milk amounts to
about 3,350 gallons per school
day, its impact on the buying
and selling of milk is consider-
able. It is therefore necessary
for it to be handled in the main
by the major companies.
Masters Dairy was paid by the
Commonwealth Government
through the Education Depart-
ment for milk supplied to Kal-
goorlie. Owing to the limitation
of 2s. imposed by the Common-
wealth Government for trans-
port and distribution, Masters
Dairy supplied the Kalgoorlie,
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and Boulder schools at a loss.
The milk was previously sup-
plied in bottles.
Early this year Mr. Fletcher of
Kalgoorlie sought a supply of
raw milk which was to be pro-
duced in Esperance, which dis-
trict is not under the Milk
Board's jurisdiction. He was
advised accordingly.
For many years Mr. Fletcher
obtained all of his requirements
from Masters Dairy. This milk
was pasteurised by Masters;
some of it was bottled in Kal-
goorlie by Firle Dairy.
Last year Pinle Dairy installed a
pasteuriser. It obtained some
raw milk from producers in
Kalgoorlie and Boulder. The
balance was the pasteurised
milk from Masters.
In July, 1961, Firle Dairy pur-
chased a total of 12,472 gallons
of milk made up of 8,052 gallons
from Masters Dairy, Perth, and
from local producers A. Thorn,
3,420 gallons; and R. Pollard,
1,000 gallons. From Kielmans
Dairy Pty. Ltd., Victoria Park,
it purchased 160 gallons of
cream.
In May, 1961, it purchased a
total of 13,459 gallons of milk
made up of 8,419 gallons from
Masters Dairy, Perth, and from
local producers A. Thorn, 2,960
gallons; R. Pollard, 950 gallons;
and B. Condren. 1,130 gallons.
F'rom Kielinans Dairy Pty. LWd.,
Victoria Park, it purchased
1811 gallons of cream.
It ceased buying milk from local
Producer B. Condren when he
undertook the delivery of school
milk in Kalgoorlie and Boulder.
Firle Dairy Pty. Ltd. this year
refused to continue to distribute
milk to the schools on behalf of
Masters Dairy. Eventually an
alternate distributor-Mr. Con-
dren, of Boulder-undertook the
delivery.
It is significant that in July this
Year the amount of milk distri-
buted to Kalgoorlie and Boulder
sc ho olIs was 3,198 gallons,
whereas in July, 1960, the
amount was 2,523 gallons.
There are many problems which
need to be given consideration
concerning the proposal to pro-
duce milk in Esperance for
supply to Kalgoorlie.
This matter is the subject of a
letter which will be forwarded
to Mr. Fletcher in the near
future-

COLLIE POWER HOUSE

Use of Sawdust as Fuel

33. Mr. MAY asked the Minister for Elec-
tricity:
(1) Is it a fact that the Collie Power

House is using sawdust as fuel?
(2) If so-

(a) who supplies the sawdust;
(b) what quantities per week are

used;
(c) what price is paid per ton for

the sawdust?

Mr. WATT'S replied:
(1) Yes, on and off for the last seven

years.
(2) (a) Worsley Timber Pty. Ltd. and

0. W. Saunders.
(b) Approximately averaging 14

tons per week out of a total
fuel consumption of 800 to
1,000 tons.

(c) No charge.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SPEED OF MOTOR VEHICLES

Limit in Metropolitan Area and
Suspension of Licenses for Speeding

1.Mr. PERKINS: The member for Mt.
Lawley asked questions last week
with regard to speed limits, and
these were answered. However,
upon carefully checking them I
found subsequently that there
was a typographical error. In
part (1) (d) and (e) of question
Nlo. 3, the answers given were 25
miles an hour and 20 miles an
hour, and the correct answer
should have been 30 miles an
hour and 25 miles an hour. I
would like to answer the ques-
tions again as follows:-
(1) (a) 35 m.p.h.

(b,) Gross weight exceeding 3
tons, not exceeding '7
tons, 35 m.p.h.

(c) Exceeding 7 tons, not ex-
ceeding 13 tons, 30 M.p.h.

(d) Exceeding 13 tons, not ex-
ceeding 20 tons, 30 m.p~h.

(e) Exceeding 20 tons, 25
m.p.h.

(f)
(2) (a)

(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

35 mph,
109.
Nil.
Nil.
Nil.
Nil.
Nil.

422
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MOOLA BULLA CATTLE STATION
Ap-pontment of Royal Commniss ion into

Sale
2. Mr. HAWKE asked the Premier:

I regret that I have not had time
to submit a copy of this question
to the Premier for his considera-
tion. As all members of the Labor
Opposition in each House of Par-
liament would favour an investi-
gation by a Royal Commission
into the sale of the Moola Bulia.
cattle station, would the Govern-
ment give consideration to the
appointment of a Royal Com-
mission?

Mr. BRAND replied:
No doubt if a request were made,
the Government would consider
the position.

REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS
Promulgation of Commissioners'

Recommendations
3. Mr. TONKIN asked the Premier:

With reference to the replies he
gave to question No. 28 on today's
notice paper, for which I thank
him, would he undertake that the
advice to the Governor to promul-
gate the recommendations will be
given within reasonable time of
the receipt of the recommenda-
tions?

Mr. BRAND replied:
Yes; I should say that, in line
with the intention of the Govern-
ment, it would be done in reason-
able time.

Tabling of Copy, Of State Full Court's
Judgment

4. Mr. HAWKE asked the Attorney-
General:

Will he lay upon the table of the
House a copy of the judgment
given by the State Pull Court on
the proclamation for a redistribu-
tion of seats?

Mr. WATTS replied:
The honourable member was kind
enough to advise me of this ques-
tion earlier, and the answer is
"Yes, this week."

UNEMPLOYED
Traffic Act Breaches: Liability

5. Mr. BRADY: Today, in answer to
three questions I asked the Minis-
ter for Police, I received one
answer. The questions were-

(1) Are unemployed persons
who are fined for breaches
of the Traffic Act given the
opportunity to pay fines
after they get employment?

(2) Are unemployed persons
who are unable to pay fines,
gaoled?

( 3) Are there any persons now
in gaol who could not pay
fines?

The Minister's one answer was--
A request for time to pay a fine
may be made through the At-
torney-General. Each case is
considered on its merits, and in
a number of instances time has
been granted.

I would lie to ask the Minister
whether he would ensure that all
members of the Police Force are
advised what action unemployed
people can take if they cannot pay
a fine so that no-one wHi be
gaoled, because they are unable
to pay. I believe this has oc-
curred.

Mr. PERKINS: The approach should
not be made to me as Minister
for Police but to the Attorney-
General, as the member for Guild-
ford-Midland no doubt knows.
Surely if the people about whom
the member for Quildford-Midland
is concerned made any inquiries
at all they would find out the
position themselves.

Mr. Tonkin: Have any been gaoled?
Mr. PERKINS: Not that I know of;-

but that is obviously something
about which I would not know.
if the member for Guildford-
Midland desires his question
answered in detail I suggest he
ask the Crown Law Department.

Mr. Tonkin: His question was clear
enough. He asked how many had
been gaoled.

STATE BUILDING SUPPLIES AND
BANKSIADALE MILL

Insurance Six Months Prior to Sale
6. Mr. HAWKE asked the Premier:

What was the total amount of in-
surance covering all assets of the
State Building Supplies and the
Banksiadale railway mill during
the six months Prior to the sale
of those concerns to the Hawker
Siddeley Group?

Mr. BRAND replied:
The Leader of the Opposition tele-
phoned through three questions
during the morning. I was-away
from the office, and I regret to
advise that I have not got the
information to enable me to
answer either this question or the
other two. Therefore the three
questions should be placed on the
notice paper.
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VICTORIA PARK BY-ELECTION

Refutation of Imputations in Pamphlet

7. Mr. GRAYDEN asked the Premier:
(1) Is he aware that a Pamphlet was

put out in the Victoria Park dis-
trict a few days ago, and the Pam-
phlet implies that if the Govern-
ment is successful in obtaining
another representative in the Vic-
toria Park area, it will proceed to
rig the electoral boundaries in its
favour?

(2) Does he feel that the answer to
the question which he gave to the
Leader of the Opposition a few
minutes ago, adequately refutes
the imputation which was in this
scurrilous Pamphlet?

Mr. Graham: We do not accept assur-
ances from this Government; we
cannot trust them.

Mr. BRAND replied:

If the highly desirable state of af-
fairs did come about that the Gov-
ernment won the by-election-

Mr. Graham: Not likely.

Mr. BRAND: More unlikely things
have happened-at the Bunbury
by-election. in that event, I would
say that the answer I gave to the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition
in reply to his questions certainly
does refute the imputations, and
absolutely clearly indicates that
the Government has no intention
of jerrymandering the electoral
boundaries.

Statement by Minister for Railways

8. Mr. OLDPIELD asked the Premier:
As a sequel to that later Dorothy
Dix-er about Victoria Park, is the
Premier aware that the Minister
for Rdilways, as Acting Premier,
made a statement on the 13th
June last which appeared in The
West Australian on the 14th June,
as follows:

"In view of the need for a con-
stitutional majority as dfstinct
from a simple majority, Mr.
Court said, it appeared that the
Government would have to
await the next election and
hope that the electors would
give it a big enough majority to
bring about overdue amend-
ments to the electoral law in
accordance 'with its promise at

-the last election."?

Mr. BRAND replied:
I am now aware of it.

TOBACCO FROM MANJIMUP
RESEARCH STATION

Results of Analysis
9. Mr. ROWBERRY asked the Minister,

for Agriculture:
(1) Arising out of the Minister's ans-

wers to my question, can he
tell me what is the reason for the
delay?

(2) Does an analysis take such a long
time to complete that he is not yet
in possession of the information?

(3) If so, how long does an analysis
take?

Mr. NALDER replied:
The samples were submitted to the
Government Laboratories, but it
takes some time for them to be
analysed. I cannot tell the hon-
ourable member just when we will
get the results, but we do antici-
pate that they will be available as
soon as humanly possible.

VICTOBIA PARK BY-ELECTION
Refutation of Imputations in Pam phlet

10. Mr. GRAYDEN asked the Premier:
In view of the fact that the
charges which were made in the
Pamphlet, to which I referred
earlier, are scurrilous ones and are
completely untrue-

Mr. Graham: That is an opinion:, not
a question.

Mr. GRAYDEN: -and are flatly de-
nied by the Premier-

Mr. Graham: Who would take any
notice of them?

Mr. GRAYDEN: -and in view of the
fact that they overlook the fact
that the member for Toodyay is
leaving for the United Kingdom
shortly, and therefore the Govern-
ment would not have a constitu-
tional majority on the floor of the
House and could not in any cir-
cumstances do what it is accused
of, will he give the widest public-
ity possible to his reply to the
Leader of the Opposition in order
that the people of Victoria Park
may be acquainted with the true
facts of the situation?

Mr. Hawke: It is bad luck you took
him back into the party.

Mr. BRAND replied:
Yes, I wfll, Mr. Speaker.

STATE ELECTION, 1959
Liberal Campaign Against Candidate

Graycien
11. Mr. GRAHAM asked the Premier:

(1) Will the Preiiier admit having
caused a pamphlet over his signa-
tine to be circula t ed in the elec-
torate of South Perth during the
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last general elections asking the
electors of that district to vote
against one by the name of Gray-
den for the purpose of assisting
the proposed or projected election
of the Liberal Government?

(2) Having been unsuccessful in his
appeal to the South Perth elec-
tors, will he now make a public
apology?

Mr. BRAND replied:
As a matter of fact, there was
something of that nature, but the
opposition was not half as great
as that of the Leader of the Op-
Position, the member for East
Perth, and many other Labor
people in opposition in-

Mr. Graham: To what?
Mr. BRAND: Canvassing against the

now Labor member for Mt. Law-
ley.

Mr. Hawke: We did not have a can-
didate there.

Labor Attitude to Candidate Oldfteld

12. Mr. HAWKE asked the Premier:
Is he aware that the Labor Party
did not have a candidate for Mt.
Lawley at the election?

Mr. BRAND replied:
Yes, I am quite aware of that;
but nevertheless I would like to
say that the member for Mt. Law-
ley was then a very true Indepen-
dent Liberal-he said so in the
Press several times-and would
assume that the Labor Opposition,
Socialist as it is, would be oppos-
ed to a man who, at that stage,
supported private enterprise.

Mr. Graham: You fed him up to the
neck: that Is why.

Mr. BRAND: Not with that one.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SEVENTH
DAY

Motion

Debate resumed, from the 17th August,
on the following motion by Mr. Craig:-

That the following Address be pre-
sented to His Excellency the Lieuten-
ant-Governor in reply to the Speech
he has been Pleased to deliver to Par-
liament:

May it Please Your Excellency:
We, the members of the Legis-
lative Assembly of the State of
Western Australi a in Parliament
assembled, beg to express loyalty
to our Most Gracious Sovereign,
and to thank Your Excellency for
the Speech You have been pleased
to address to Parliament.

MR. W. A. MANNING (Narrogin) [5.8
p.m.]: I record my congratulations on the
progress revealed in this State as outlined
in the Lieutenant-Governor's Speech-

Govermuent members: Hear, hear!
Mr. W.A. MANNING: -especially in re-

lation to industrial and agricultural devel-
opment. We find, on the industrial side,
that this Government has been successful
in interesting concerns over a wide field of
activity in developing our natural re-
sources, expanding our economy, increas-
ing employment, and providing a ready
home market for our expanding agricul-
ture. We would expect Opposition shouts
and laughs over these things.

Mr. W. Hegney: We never get a shout
from you!

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Every time some
expansion is suggested or an arrangement
is made with an overseas concern which
is interested in establishing some industry
in this State, members opposite appear
to raise some objection or other, But this
question arises: Why did members oppo-
site at one time send a Minister overseas
in order to attract capital, when they ap-
pear to be so much opposed to its intro-
duction in this State?

Mr. Graham: Who is opposed to it?
Mr. Court: You are.
Mr. Graham: Tommyrot!
Mr. W. A. MANNING: I am glad the

member for East Perth expresses himself
as not being opposed to it. Perhaps a
few more members opposite will succumb
as we go along.

Mr. Graham: The Labor Party has never
been opposed to it.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I feel that we as
a Parliament should congratulate the Gov-
ernment oh the forward moves it has made
to improve the industrial outlook in this
State. An important factor in the
development of the State has been the
opening up of unused land; and here the
Government and the Ministers responsible
are to be heartily congratulated because
the development of 1,000,000 acres of land
per year during the period this Govern-
ment has been in office amounts to some-
thing like 2,500,000 acres, The Govern-
ment has been busy pushing ahead with
surveys, the opening up of land, the bring-
ing in of outside capital, and the settling
of people to develop our vast resources.

Mr. W. Hegney: And giving away State
assets.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I would particu-
larly like to mention some of the cut-over
jarrah and wandoo areas in the Bodding-
ton district. This country Is in a 30-inch
rainfall belt, and in the past it has been
regarded as quite unsuitable for agricul-
ture. Hut that view has been disproved
in some small measure by the introduction
of agricultural pursuits which have Proved
what this area is capable of producing.
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No doubt tests could be made to show the
value to the State of the area, as a regen-
erated jarrali district, compared with its
value for agricultural purposes. But I feel
that something definite needs to be done.

In these days, trace elements can trants-
form the outlook of many agricultural dis-
tricts; and with modern methods of clear-
ing this type of country, I feel the previous
outlook has been entirely changed, and that
there should be some investigation into the
value of this district for agriculture. Some-
thing in the nature of a pilot farm or an
experimental farm would be well justified,
because this area has a wonderful potential.
It is not far from the main markets and
centres of population, yet for the most part
it is entirely uninhabited, because there is
practically not a living soul throughout
this area, which at present is reserved as
a State forest.

The magnitude of the area embarrasses
one, because there is no less than 2,000,000
acres of land there which is not profitable
for jarrab, but which could be made profit-
able for agriculture. Because of the way
the present Government tackles the affairs
of the State, it would need only two years'
work to bring that country into production;
and I feel a move should be made along
those lines.

There has been a decided move in re-
gard to making a search for underground
water. In conjunction with the investiga-
tion being made by the Mines Department
for underground water, I feel some definite
move should be made in regard to the de-
salination of water in our country areas.
I know this matter has been under con-
sideration and that the Minister has made
some inquiries, but I feel there should be
'Some move on a small scale for the use of
underground water for agricultural pur-
poses, stock raising, etc., and also for use
on sports rounds in country towns. As
members know, towns connected to the
comprehensive scheme are prohibited from
using water from that scheme for sports
grounds. No doubt that prohibition can be
justified because of the greater need of the
water for other purposes.

The argument raised against de-salina-
tion is usually the high cost involved. I
understand, however, that water that has
been de-salinated can quite readily be
mixed with the natural flow from the bore
-even a 50-50 mixture. if that is so, the
cost of de-salination would be reduced by
one-half, because the saline content of the
water could be varied, according to the
purpose for which it was being used, by
mixing de-salinated water with the natural
water. In that way costs would be re-
duced considerably, and it seems to me
that for some purposes a greater quantity
of natural water could be used. In any
case, I think some experiments should be.
made on those lines, and I am sure that
some towns along the comprehensive
scheme would co-operate in a scheme
like this. A body such as the Narrogin

Sports Ground Incorporated, whose grounds
are not connected to the water scheme,
would co-operate in conducting some type
of experiment which would prove the value
of what I have suggested.

.Now I come to a mutter which is of
deep concern to me as the member for
Narrogin: I refer to the housing position.
I would like to congratulate the Housing
Commission on the job it has done:
UP to date 273 houses have been completed
in Narrogin. That may seem a large
number, but we have to judge the position
not on what has been done but by what is
required. I believe there are four factors
that need further recognition in this prob-
1cmn-

(1) The Narrogin population growth,
which is greater than that of any
other inland town in Western
Australia.

(2) There are no building societies
operating in the town.

Consequently the town cannot participate
in the grant of Commonwealth money to
building societies for housing purposes.

(3) There are no speculative building
companies which are able to build
houses and have them ready for
occupation and purchase as they
are completed.

(4) The Railways Department has
ceased to construct houses for its
employees.

Which means that railway employees now
depend on the State Rousing Commission
to provide homes for them. All these fac-
tors add up 'to a greater dependence on
the State Housing Commission. It is my
view that we should encourage people to
go to country towns because there we
have no problems of unemnployment; as a
matter of fact one of the biggest problems
in a town like Narrogin is that staff can-
not be secured for industrial and commer-
cial projects because there Is no housing
available. What chance has a young mar-
ried couple of getting a house in the
town? If there is no accommodation
available they will not seek employment.
It is simply a waste of time for a young
couple--a two-unit family-to apply for a-
house.

I would like to quote what happens to
some of these young people when they
apply for a house. This letter relates to
a young married man who has a wife and
three children. At present his family has to
live in Albany while he works in Narrogin,
and the following letter was written by
the 'Housing Commission in regard to this
man:.-

At present there are approximately
about 35 outstanding applicants ahead
of Mr. Jeff on the priority list
awaiting aeccorumodation in Narrogin.

That man has a family of four, including
his wife. There is the case of another
man whose family is residing in York. He
has a wife and four children and lie is
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unable to obtain accommodation. He has
been told that he will have to wait 12
to 14 months before he can get the neces-
sary accommodation so that his family
can join him in the town where he has
employment.

As the other side of the picture, I would
like to mention the position in the city
areas. Last Saturday I read advertisements
in The West Australian concerning houses
for sale. The advertisments were headed
"No Deposit on Your own Land"; "Three
Hundred Pounds Deposit on our Land";
"Why Worry About a Deposit. Let us worry
about that"'and "No Deposit on your own
block".

Mr. J, Hegney: They are Spec builders
are they not?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Yes; but the
houses are available.

Mr. J. Hegney: Yes; but that is an
entirely different thing to having them
built by the State Housing Commission.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Finance is avail-
able on terms that one can afford. The
point I am raising is that there are houses
available in the city areas. Who is short
of accommodation in the metropolitan
area? I1 suggest it is time that some of
the money which is being spent In areas
where it is not really needed was diverted
into areas where the demand for housing
is SO great that people are having to live
without their families because no accom-
modation is available.

It is true that the instances I Quoted
relate only to purchase homes; but I be-
lieve that if the State Housing Commis-
sion could supply the demand for purchase
homes that would in some measure relieve
the position. Therefore I suggest that the
problem could be overcome in two ways:
Firstly the State Housing Commission
should use the money, which is now being
used in areas where the people are not
so urgently requiring accommodation, in
areas where the position is really acute. I
would like members to go and see how
some of the people are having to live in
country towns, away from their families;
many of them will have to wait for two
years for a home. What is the answer to
It? If the State Housing Commission can-
not do anything about it, out of its own
funds, I suggest that the Treasurer be ap-
proached to see if further funds can be
made available to Provide homes in those
places where people just cannot get homes
to live in.

Mr. W. Hegney:, Have you taken this
up personally with the Minister for Hous-
ing?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Yea; and the
Minister has done a very good job. Many
houses have been built in the town of Nar-
rogin-O have been promised for this year
-and I have asked the Minister whether
it would be possible to speed up the pro-
gramme in the early part of the year in

an endeavour to meet the demand. So,
far I have had no reply to that request-
The Minister has been most co-operative
in his efforts to help ease the position,.
as has the State Housing Commission it-
self. But the trouble is that na-one realises;
how fast the town is growing; it is grow-
ing so fast that whatever the commission:
is doing at the moment it cannot keep-
up with the demand.

It seems odd that with building em-
ployees cut of work we have people who;
cannot even get a home in which to live..
It is entirely wrong, and something will
have to be done about it, because I can-
not keep on facing the people who are de-
manding houses all the time. I repeat:
The Minister has been most co-operative,
and has done much to alleviate the posi-
tion, but something more will have to be
done.

Mr. J. Hegney: What is the waiting
period there?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: From 12 or 14
months to two years, approximately. But
there is no waiting period for two-unit
families because it is impossible for them
to be catered for. A man who has only
a wife and himself to accommodate, and
who is offered a job in Narrogin, cannot
possibly get a house provided for him.
There is no possibility of such people getting
houses, because the Housing Commission
will not recognise the needs of a, two-unit
family. So where are they to go? Many
men have been forced to reject offers of
employment because they cannot get
accommodation. The same thing is hap-
pening over and over again, and the indus-
trial establishments and commercial in-
stitutions in the town cannot get staff
because of a lack of accommodation. I
cannot emphasise too strongly how bad
the position really, is.

There are one or two other matters I
wish to discuss before I resume my seat
and the first Is something I have men-
tioned on several occasions in this House
recently. However, I must mention it
again because it is a matter of some Im-
portance. I refer to nursing training in
country areas. Inadequate training facili-
ties have led to a shortage of nurses.
At present a girl who wants to under-
take nursing can decide to do her train-
ing at the Royal Perth Hospital-a
magnificent institution-and she can do
the whole of the three-year training period
in that institution. When she leaves she
has had no country experience, and if she
goes to a country hospital she finds facili-
ties vastly different from those at the
Royal Perth Hospital. Because of her
training in Perth she has not had a wide
variety of work to do, and she has not
gained the wide experience and responsi-
bility which come from training in a
smaller hospital as compared with -a larger
institution,
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In my view it is time something was
done to provide that during her training
a nurse must have had a certain period
in a prescribed hospital in the country. If
this system were adopted it would provide
additional beneficial training for a nurse.
and would give her a country outlook so
far as. hospital facilties were concerned;
in addition it would provide the country
hospitals with much-needed staff.

Mr. Nulsen: They can be trained at
Kalgoorlie, Albany, and Geraldton.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The hospital in
your home town used to provide training
facilities; and the new hospital, when it is
opened, will provide training facilities.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: That is so.
Facilities were provided; and I know that
this is a deep-rooted problem. But it does
not alter the fact that more country train-
ing should be undertaken. The Narrogin
Hospital was a training centre, and it will
be again when the new hospital is opened;
but the position used to be such that if a
nurse did her first year's training in Narro-
gin she had to do the remainder of her
course at Kalgoorlie. She had no choice,
and many girls did not want to go to Kal-
goorlie.

Mr. Nulsen: It is a wonderful experi-
ence for them in Kalgoorlie.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: It may be; but
.it is a rather strange regulation which pre-
scribes that a girl who starts her training
in Narrogin has to finish it at Kalgoorlie.
She cannot choose to go to any other hos-
pital, and it is that sort of regulation
which has hindered the recruitment and
training of nurses. Many girls in Narrogin
would not undertake the first year of
training in Narrogin because they knew
they had to do the rest of their course
in Kalgoorlie. Those who still wanted to
be nurses had to do their training some-
where else.

The last matter I wish to discuss deals
with railway organisation. I think we
should all congratulate the Commissioner
of Railways, and the Minister for Rail-
ways, for what they have done in provid-
ing a better service on our railway system.
I represent one of the biggest railway
centres in the State, and I know what has
beer done to reorganise the system; I can
assure the Minister that it has been
appreciated. A great deal of work has
been put into this reorganisation and I
feel that we are on the way to providing
a better service, and one which will be
really beneficial to the people the system
serves, as well as to the State as a whole.

Mr. Nulsen: You have not lived in
Wiluna, and some other places, evidently.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I will admit that
that is quite a different story. When I
first spoke about it in this House I sug-
gested that the railways be reorganised
on these lines: that the services along
the main lines be made fast and efficient

-with a frequent service-and that these
be fed from the outer districts by rail or
road, whichever suited the district con-
cerned. in order to provide a Quick and
efficient service throughout the system. I
believe that something along those lines
is being achieved and results up to date
have been good.

However, there is one problem that still
needs to be solved and that concerns
towns where the road distance is consider-
ably less than the rail distance to the
ports. This matter is under discussion at
presenit and in my view there are two
possible answers to the problem: One is
the adjustment of freights, consistent with
the road distance. This is a Problem in
the area I represent, covering such towns
as Williams, Arthur River, and Narrogin;
and I believe that Bunbury should be
used as the Port for those areas to a much
great extent than it is at the moment.

Mr. Roberts: Hear, hear!

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I thought the
member for Bunbury would agree with
that proposition. It is a logical one be-
cause the distance from Bunbury to those
areas is considerably less than it is by
rail to either Albany or Fremantle; and
it is practically the same as the distance
by road to the metropolitan area. In that
case it is quite logical that Bunbury should
be developed as a port to cater for the
imports and exports of the whole of that
region. When that proposal is adopted
the railway system can be readjusted to
provide a fast and efficient service with a
main-line service from Bunbury westwards.
I have much Pleasure in supporting the
motion.

MR. ROWBERtRY (Warren) [5.30 p.m.):
I desire to bring before the House a few
of the disadvantages suffered by the
people in my electorate, the principal one
of which is the disaster which has struck
the tobacco growers at Manjimup. Enough
has been printed in the Press in recent
times to bring this subject before the
notice of anyone who is at all interested
in the affairs of the State.

The member who just resumed his seat
mentioned that more land should be
thrown open for selection. Yet, here we
have a primary industry which produces
more, in effect, per acre, and employs more
persons Per acre than any other form of
primary production in Western Australia,
and, in spite of that it is threatened with
extinction.

I wish to stress to the Premier and the
Minister for Agriculture that it is necessary
to do something to help this industry, and
to do something very speedily; because at
the present time the growers are prepar-
ing seed beds for the next crop, and unless
some indication is given by the Govern-
ment either that that crop will be pro-
tected, or that the growers Will receive
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a reasonable price for it, or that the Gov-
ernment will provide assistance to over-
come the present debt on the industry, I
am afraid that most of the growers in the
Manjimup area will join the ranks of the
unemployed.

From an estimate I can say that in
the Manjimup district alone there are at
Present some 250 unemployed people; and
if we add to that another 50, say, for
people who have not applied for reli, we
will get a figure of some 200. In this in-
dustry there are employed, directly and
indirectly, something like 350 people.
When we consider that they are employed
on an area of about 1,200 acres, one can
see the value of the product, and the way
that acreage is supporting the men and
their families.

It has been estimated that at the recent
sales at Fremantle there was something
like 60 per cent. rejection of the leaf
offered for sale; and that the average price
of the leaf was in the vicinity of 60d. It
will be seen how serious the position is
when we bear in mind the fact that It
costs 63d. to produce this leaf; and that.
even with an average price, distinct losses
have been incurred by the industry. Some
of the growers received nothing at all.

I spoke to large numbers of growers
before I left for Perth yesterday morn-
ing, and there is no doubt at all that they
are most despondent and dispirited. They
despair when they think what the future
of the industry might be. They are
anxious to know what the Government
Proposes to do, and when it proposes to
do it.

Although the tobacco growers' council
of Western Australia is putting forward a
proposition to the Federal Government
asking for the setting up of a special com-
mittee to go into the question of the suit-ability of land for growing tobacco, I sub-
mit this will be too long a process. ]Before
any conclusions are reached by that com-
mittee the industry will probably have
reached near extinction. Something
must be done now, and in a large way.

Some of the growers' representatives
mentioned an amount of £350,000 as being
sufficient to enable the growers to con-
tinue to make preparations for next year's
sale. Others, of course, say, "What is the
use of going on and growing tobacco, if
that tobacco is to glut the market and is
~not going to be sold?" They feel there is
no point at all if there are to be no bids
for this leaf, as was the case in the recent
sales.

That is a problem that can only be re-
solved by the special committee which I
hope the Department of Agriculture of
our own State will put in operation, to
discover whether the tobacco has been
grown on the wrong types of land, or
whether it has been produced by the
wrong methods; and whether or not the
allegations of the manufacturers is correct

that the tobacco has too much chlorine
content, or that it is unsuitable. All these
allegations could be investigated to see
whether or not they are borne out by fact.

I know a special committee was ap-
pointed by the Federal Government, repre-
sentative of all phases of the industry
together with representatives of the De-
partment of Primary Industry. Despite
that, there are certain facts in connec-
tion with the sale which would, I think,
bear a little thought. For instance, it was
alleged in the Press that the analysis of
tobacco taken from the leaf at Fremantle
recently was too high in chlorine content.

In considering the answer that the DMn-
ister for Agriculture gave me this after-
noon, I wonder whether what he says is a
matter of fact, and whether it can be sub-
stantiated. The Minister replied that the
reason for there not being an answer to
my question about the result of the
analysis of the leaf which was taken before
the sale was that not enough time had
elapsed for a proper conclusion to be
arrived at, and consequently the result of
the analysis had not been made public.

So the question is: How, in the short
time between the actual analysis of the
leaf from the sale, was the conclusion
arrived at that the tobacco on sale at
fremantle-whach came from Manjimup
-was too high in chlorine content? Was
it merely a guess, or was it merely a case
of saying something that suited the pur-
pose of the manufacturers? In conversa-
tion with some of the representatives of
the manufacturers, and with some of the
buyers, it was alleged that the Manjimup
tobacco was no good. Further than that
they are not prepared to go. It is a strange
thing that all of a sudden this tobacco
should become unacceptable to the manu-
facturers.

Last year the average price for tobacco
leaf was well over 100d. per lb. If MY
memory serves me aright it was nearer
122d. per lb., with a. top price of 140d. per
lb. Yet this year we have no bid for 60
per cent. of the tobacco, and only an aver-
age price of something like s. a lb.; or
60d. per lb. To my mind this does not bear
very close scrutiny, particularly when we
consider that just recently the Federal
Government raised the percentage for
home-grown tobacco manufacture from 43
per cent. to 53 per cent. This did not
meet with the approval of the manufac-
turers. Accordingly, is it not reasonable to
conclude that when the buyers set their
face against the purchase of home-grown
tobacco they were telling the Federal
Government that they did not appreciate
its action in raising the percentage for
home-grown tobacco?

There are other considerations relevant
to this Industry which I would like to
bring before the Aiotice of this Govern-
ment. The first refers to land which is
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judged by the committee to be unsuitable
for tobacco growing: and because tobacco
is grown on such a small acreage that
laud is not suitable for any other type of
primary production. What action does the
Government propose to take to absorb the
growers who now have no other sources of
income? Mention has been made about the
growing of other crops, such as tomatoes.
beans, and the like; indeed, even peanuts
were mentioned. Whether or not the land
and the climate in Western Australia-
and Particularly that in Manjimup-is
suitable for growing the crops mentioned
is something which the Department of
Agriculture will have to work on with a
view to advising the growers. Because
such a small acreage is involved it neces-
sadly follows that it will be necessary to
grow a crop which will give a high return
to the grower; otherwise that land will
fall into disuse.

The recent happenings in the sale of
tobacco at Fremnantle, and the price
offered, have been a tragedy not only to
the growers but also to the town of Man-
jimup. It affects everyone. It has proved
to be a tragedy to the State of Western
Australia, particularly when we consider
that last year the tobacco crop brought
to Western Australia something in the
vicinity of £750,000. most of which was
spent in this State.

A certain amount of criticism has been
levelled at some of the growers, to the
effect that they did not make provision
for a rainy day; that they spent their
money on motorcars, and houses, etc.,
which were not very good securities, and
which were not calculated to carry them
over in bad times. But is that not exactly
what the Prime Minister of Australia has
been calling upon us to do? Has he not
been telling us to spend more abundantly,
and not to tighten our belts, with a view
to relieving the economy? Has he not
advocated sPending rather than saving?

In passing, I would like to mention that
money which is saved or Put in the bank
is sterile money; it produces no good effect
at all. So the criticism that has been
levelled at the tobacco growers is quite
unnecessary and totally unwarranted.
I think it would be unfair of me to ask
the Government to do something-and do
it quickly-in regard to the complaints I
have been making if I did niot have some
ideas about the project myself.

It has been estimated that the people of
Australia spent, in the year ended the 30th
June, 1960, something like £150,000,000 on
tobacco. Out of that, the manufacturers
and the growers received something like
£12,000,000. The rest of the money went
to the Federal Treasury. Would it be ask-
ing too much to require of the Federal
Government that, out of that amount of
£150,000,000-odd, it should set aside some
of the excise it recei~'es on tobacco each
year?

To understand what I mean, it must
be remembered that tobacco when sold
goes into bond, where it remains for ap-
proximately two years or more. As it is
required by the manufacturers it is re-
leased out of bond. However, in the
meantime, the manufacturers are out of
pocket something like £11,000,000 or
£12,000,000. Is there any reason why the
Federal Government could not advance,
say, £12,000,000 to the manufacturers to
finance them over that carry-over period
and so obviate the necessity of their pay-
ing interest on this money while the to-
bacco is in bond and unused?

That is one way in which the Federal
Government could, I think, assist the to-
bacco industry. Another way was fore-
shadowed by the nine English industrial-
ists who visited this State recently; and
it was commented upon by the Minister
for Industrial Development: that is, the
establishment of a local factory. I think
it is a tragedy for the tobacco industry
in this State that the factories we did
have in Western Australia were allowed
to fall into disuse. I think that, partly.
the reason for low bids for tobacco and
no bids for tobacco in this State is that
we suffer the disability of being a long
way from the main market. Because of
that, the buyers allow for the freight
which they have to pay to take the tobacco
back to the Eastern States, and bid ac-
cordingly.

We also know that Western Australia
is a comparatively small grower of to-
bacco; and, in any case, the manufac-
turers can fulfil their requirements these
days without coming to Western Australia
at all, which is a tragedy. The comments
of nine British industrialists who visited
this State were quoted in a Manjimup
newspaper dated the 14th June last. The
extract read-

"The possibility of attracting one or
more of the large tobacco manufac-
turers to establish a local plant in
Western Australia should be consid-
ered. Local brands of excellent cigar-
ettes were produced in many of the
small territories of the British Com-
monwealth and this indicated that a
local industry could well be profitably
developed."

This was said in a report by nine
British industrialists of their visit to
W.A. last October, which was the sub-
ject of a broadcast speech made by
the Acting Premier (Mr. C. W. MA.
Court) last Wednesday.

I suppose that was Wednesday, the 7th
June. 1961. It would be an excellent thing
if the Minister for Industrial Development
could interest the Government in this pro-
ject. In my opinion, that would establish
the tobacco industry on a profitable basis.
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In a large advertisement in a local
newspaper, one Mr. Ockerby has this to
say-

Let us give the Menzies and Brand
Governments our support because
combined action in these things pays.

I wonder if this Government would be
prepared to put forward to the Federal
Government the proposition I have men-
tioned today. If that were done, some or
the difficulties which are inherent in the
tobacco industry at the present time
would, I think, be overcome. It could also
do away with the suspicion that we are
getting a poor deal in the matter of
tobacco,

I cannot understand why tobacco which
two years ago had a rejection of some-
thing like 3 per cent. or 5 per cent. and
realised an average price of 122d. per lb.,
grown under conditions and with know-
ledge which is very much less than we
have now, is still being smoked, because
the tobacco grown 24 years ago is the
tobacco that is being smoked today. A
survey of the tobacco industry was made
by our local newspaper some weeks ago,
and it was 'stated that the consumption
of tobacco is increasing year by year.
Therefore, the assertion of the manu-
facturers thatt the quality of the to-
bacco is such that the consumers do not
want it cannot be borne out by the facts.
The tobacco of 24 years ago is of a much
lower quality than the tobacco being pro-
duced today. Despite this, that tobacco
is being smoked more abundantly today.
That dispenses with the argument that
the type of tobacco being grown in West-
ern Australia is not acceptable to con-
sumners.

We must remember that the £150,000,000
that is being expended on tobacco is being
spent by Australians. We are being asked
day after day, and week after week, to buy
Australian-made goods and to put Aus-
tralian industries first. I consider that
the people of Australia who smoke Aus-
tralian tobacco and who provide so much
money in the way of excise duty and taxa-
tion would expect that everything possible
should be done for the growers of tobacco:
people who have to spend long and weary
hours from morn till night-even all night
-at certain times of the year working in
this Industry, in which men, women, and
children are employed. That is the only
way they can make this industry aL profit-
able one. It has to be a family affair.

It is a remarkable thing that in this
State there are only five or six tobacco
growers who are of British extraction. This

proves that tobacco cannot be grown on
the basis of a 40-hour working week. Prob-
ably some of my primary producer friends
in the Country Party will say, "Neither
can any other crop-"

Mr. Bovell: Neither it can.

Mr. ROWBERRY: Tobacco is a crop
which requires attention throughout the
whole of the year. It is not a crop that,
once seeded, can be left to nature. There
has to be continuous work going on. After
the seed beds are developed they require
daily attention. When the plants are
transplanted they require daily attention;
and when the leaf is picked it has to be
dried. It is put on stringers and placed in
the kilns, after which it is graded, packed,
and despatched for sale. Probably the
only time growers are able to have a rest
is during the fortnight when sales are con-
ducted at Fremantle.

It has been alleged that growers do
not pay attention to the expert advice
which is given to them by the Department
of Agriculture. And here I would like
to express my admiration for the work, re-
search, and application to duty of the,
members and officers of the Department af
Agriculture. I have nothing but praise
for them in regard to the way they advise
tobacco growers. In contradiction of the
allegation that growers are not interested
in new ideas, in new fertilisers, In bug
killers, and suchlike, I would point out
that at the field days which are held once
a year at the tobacco research station at
Manjiniup-last year the Minister for
Agriculture was present-where lectures
and advice are given on all phases of
tobacco production, a large majority of
the people present are Macedonians or.
people, from Southern Greece, and they-
are interested in new ideas. They are.
desperately anxious to follow any advice.
given them that is likely to improve the
standard of their crops and so give therm.
a better chance of disposing of their,
tobacco on the floor. I hope some con-
sideration will be given to the plight of
these people, and I hope that steps will
be taken immediately to see that some-
thing is done about this Industry.

I know there may be plots of land in
Manjimup which are unsuitable for the
growing of tobacco; but before this land
was taken over by the tobacco growers it
would not grow anything at all. I hope
that attention will be given to the fact
that the manufacturers have continually
altered their requirements; and the growers
are desperately anxious to follo0w any
methods or accept any advice which will
enable them to sell tobacco leaf which is
acceptable to the manufacturers.

This afternoon in reply to question No.
17 (4), paragraph (c), the Minister for
Agriculture said this--

Manufacturers' requirements could
only be inferred on the basis of their
purchases at the 1960 tobacco sales.

That is another Point that makes us sus-
pect manufacturers' bona fides with regard
to the tobacco bids at the sales. Surely if
an improvement was genuinely desired it
would be necessary for the manufacturers.
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to indicate to the Department of Agricul-
ture, and to the research officers, just
exactly where our crop tell down and what
methods or steps were required to improve
them.

All the co-operation we have had from
manufacturers is the fact that manufac-
turers' requirements could be ascertained
only on the basis of the purchase prices
at the 1960 tobacco sales. This means that
-manufacturers can change their require-
ments from year to Year, and no one can
tell them yea or nay. One year they want
-a tobacco with a high nicotine content.
'The next year they say the nicotine con-
tent is too much. One year they say that
the tobacco has not enough chlorine. The
next year they say it has too much. One
year they want a light-coloured leaf. The
next year they want a deep-coloured leaf,
because they say smokers require such a
leaf. How they know what smokers will
require in 21 years' time is anybody's guess.

I think we can largely discount quite a
lot of the allegations made by manufac-
turers about our tobacco. In his reply to
questions, the Minister said there was no
time to effectively change the agricul-
tural weaknesses and produce the types
of tobacco which could be considered
to be miore in accordance with manufac-
turers' requirements. manufacturers have
not been playing the game. That is my
honest and considered opinion after con-
-sidering all the facts. That being so. I
wonder where we go from here; I wonder
where we go to make certain people con-
form to certain rules because it is going
to be good for the whole of the community,
and not for just a section of it.

Personally, I think the whale situation
is indicative of our economic system.
When I say. our economic system,
I do not mean the ability of private enter-
prise to deliver the goods. We on this
side of the House have never questioned
the ability of private enterprise to deliver
the goods. But the fact that we have
credit squeezes; the fact that we cannot
sell our tobacco; the fact that we have
large numbers of unemployed; the fact
that primary producers of all descriptions
are calling for Royal Commissions, and
calling out for orderly marketing and re-
search into marketing, shows there is
something wrong with this system-some-
thing wrong 'getween the producer and
the consumer.

'Why is it right to restrict credit at the
beginning of this year, and then take off
those restrictions in six months' time?
Why should it be considered necessary to
reach an unemployment figure of 120,000
in Australia before restrictions are taken
off credit? I think it should be the objective
of Governments at all levels to find out
exactly why this is so.

The member for Narrogin mentioned
thiat we should convert Jarrab country into
agricultural country. But the fact is that

all over the world primary producers can-
not sell their products. The United States
of America is spending 600,000,000 dollars
per year in storing surplus stock, wheat,
wool, and all that sort of thing.

Yet, despite the fact that we are fright-
ened by the European Common Market we,
in this country, have pleas to turn our jar-
rah country into agricultural land. I do
not think that adds up to commonsense.
As I1 have already pointed out, we have
already had timber country in the South-
West turned over to one of the most profit-
able types of primary production known
to man; and yet the product cannot be
sold. Under the circumstances, I think
it would be useless to convert any more
of cur highly profitable timber lands for
agricultural purposes.

It has been estimated that it takes 20
years for a jarrah seed to develop a tap
root; that before any sign of life appears,
the jarrah seed lies for 20 years in the
ground. It has also been estimated that
once jarrah country has been turned over
for agricultural Purposes, the jarrah is
lost for ever.

The member for Bunbury said in this
Chamber the other night that this was
the only Place In the world where jarrah
is grown. Therefore, under no circum-
stances should wve convert our jarrab
country for agricultural purposes.

Mr. Roberts: Who Said that? I did not
say it. I never made that full statement.

Mr. ROWVBERRY: I do not think the
member for Bunbury knows what he does
say.

Mar. Roberts: The member for Warren
hasn't a clue.

Mr. ROWBERRY: The member for Mar-
rogin mentioned trace elements, fertilisers,
and such like, from the application of
which unprofitable lands could blossom
like the rose. There are millions of acres
in the State where no timber grows. These
areas could be used for agricultural pur-
poses, as pasture land and grazing land,
with the application of trace elements and
certain fertilizers. At Northcliffe, and all
along our southern coast, there are
stretches of land which could be cleared
with an absolute minimum of expenditure.
Those areais could, with the application of
trace elements and fertilizers, without any
loss to our timber reserves whatsoever, be
made to do all that this country is sup-
Posed to do.

For that reason the settlers at North-
cliffe have asked me to make representa-
tions to the Minister for Agriculture that
he should make representations to his
Government to obtain a pound for pound
subsidy for the application of lime in these
areas. Without disturbing the timber in-
dustry at Northcliffe, more land could
then be brought into use for the pro-
duction of fat stock, milk, and dairy foods.
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Mr. Roberts: What would be the cost
to the State-what would you estimate?

Mr. ROWBERRY: The member for
Bunbury may work that out. On a pound
for pound basis, I do not know what the
cost would be to the State for lime; but
I would remind the member for Bunbury
that by his action, in conjunction with
certain other members of his political
creed, he probably cost this country mil-
lions and millions of pounds in income
from the sale of iron ore when he opposed
the proposition some years ago.

Mr. Hawke: Hear, hear!
Mr. Roberts: I did not oppose any pro-

position of a private concern handling the
iron ore-my opposition was directed to-
wards State trading concerns.

Mr. Graham: You are opposed to West-
ern Australia.

Mr. ROWBERRY: The member for Bun-
bury expressed opposition to this State
being allowed to export iron ore under
license. Because of that, he probably cost
this State far more than would a subsidy
to provide Northcliffe settlers with lime.

Mr. Roberts: I never did anything of
the sort.

Mr. ROWBERRY: The member for Bun-
bury said, "I am opposed to the estab-
lishment of any charcoal iron industry
for Western Australia. I am opposed to
the export of iron ore."

Mr. Roberts: I never said anything of
the sort. What I said-

Mr. ROWBERRY: "But if it comes to
Western Australia, I will fight like hell to
get it in Bunbury."

Mr. Graham: That will beat him.
Mr. Hawke: I seem to remember that.
Mr. ROWBERRY: I think the member

for Bunbury had better be quiet about the
cost to the State.

Mr. Roberts: I1 said I was opposed to
the establishment of a charcoal iron in-
dustry in this State if it was to be a State
trading concern.

Mr. Graham: You are opposed to West-
ern Australia.

Mr. Roberts: And I still stick by that
statement.

Mr. Oldfield: You could have given it
away now.

Mr. Watts: You can give the member
for Mt. Lawley away.

Mr. ROWBERRY: There are other re-
quirements in my area. The towns of
Northcliffe, Nannup, and Walpole require
-as do all outlying towns in our State-
accommodation, water, and electricity.
Those are the main requirements. I am
pleased to say that steps have been taken
to provide water for Nannup; and, a pro-
jected water scheme is under way for
Walpole. Northcliffe is a town which re-
quires a reticulated water scheme, and I

consider that people who elect to live their
lives and develop the State in those far-
flung cenltres should be given every con-
sideration. In fact, they should have prior
consideration over people who live in larger
towns. If it is at all possible to provide
those people with the ordinary everyday
amenities such as electricity and water,
then I think the Government Is duty
bound to give it to them.

Some of those people have performed a
magnificent task in developing the country.
They live under conditions which, to say
the least, are very cheerless. They have
to make their own entertainment; and,
despite the fact that they live under those
conditions, they consider themselves to bt
equal to people in any other part of the
State.

Mr. J1. Hegney: What about the hospital
up there?

Mr. ROWBERRY: The hospital in
Northcliffe is noni-existent at the moment.
it is used as an Infant Health clinic, and
it is doing a good Job in that respect.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. ROWBERRY: As I consider the
plight of the tobacco growers at Manjiniup
to be one of the most important matters
that require attention in my electorate, I
have spent a great deal of my time elab-
orating on this subject during the course
of this debate. To sum up, I suggest to
the Government that assistance for these
growers is required immediately. A com-
mittee should be constituted to get to
work straightaway to render assistance to
the tobacco growers and to investigate the
possibility of their continuing in the in-
dustry.

The question of monetary assistance
affects not only the growers themselves,
but also the banks and the whole township
of Manjimup, especially its tradespeople.
As the Minister for the Interior suggested.
it could be advocated in the Common-
wealth sphere that the Commonwealth
Government's objective be hastened a
little. its objective was eventually to
absorb the whole of the Australian home-
grown tobacco crop in the Austral-
ian tobacco-manufacturing industry. To
achieve that, it could assist the manufac-
turers by setting aside £12,000,000 or
£14,000,000 per annum-which is required
for the purchase of tobacco-and place it
in bond. This would merely require the
transfer of credit and probably any ex-
change of money would not be necessary.
If this were done by the Commonwealth
Govermnent it would materially help the
manufacturers in Australia over the period
between the Purchase of tobacco and its
eventual sale to the consumer.

Assistance will be required, also, from the
Department of Agriculture in the form of
advising the best method to produce
tobacco in the areas suitable for its culti-
vation. Possibly not all of the men can
be reabsorbed into the industry, but not
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all of them wvotad want to be reabsorbed,
-and for those men alternative employment
-could be obtained. In the south-west the
-Forests Department is at present engaged
in the development of pine forests with
the ultimate -objective in view of setting
:up a paper pulping industry in this State.
'and there is no -doubt that softwood pro-
'duction would play a, most important Part
in any Paper pulping industry.

I am convinced that this objective will
eventually be reached, but we must be
prepared for it. In regard to the absorp-
tion of some of these tobacco growers into
the forestry industry, at Nannup it. would
be possible to employ more men if. more
houses were available to accommodate
them. In view of all that has been said
:recently about the introduction of new
-capital and new people to the timber* in-
dustry, it could be-and I have a sneaking
suspicion that this new company had not
entered the timber industry for timber
alone, but could have as its objective the
utilisation of all the timber and of engag-
ing in subsidiary industries connected with
the use of the whole tree-that the com-
pany has its sights upon the establishment
of a paper pulping industry in this State.

If that be so and it can bring that
:about in less than the ten years estimated.
I would consider that a good stroke of
-business -for the State. It is incumbent
upon the Government. therefore, to take
such action immediately as to make this
'aim a possibility in the future. If it is
looking.for some means of employing these
possible -redundant tobacco growers, here
Is a profitable method of doing so.

The question of traffic control has exer-
dilsed my mind for some time and I
would now like to say a few words on
this subject. Country drivers would have
-noticed that recently an innovation on the
roads has been brought about in the form
-of the new method employed to mark the
-centre white line on the highway. A
-continuous white line runs down the
-centre of the road with a dotted line on
either side. Also, at dangerous bends and
other places a double line is placed in the
centre of the road. Apparently these
-markings were laid down without any
-education being given to the mnotorists
who use the roads on the meaning of the
-various markings. As a result I find that
instead of the marking making the road

zsaf&r for motorists it has put into the
:minds of some drivers that the half of
the road not on their side of the white
'ine belongs to them and as a result one
will find many motorists continuously
travelling along the centre line.

nfortunately, in the country centres the
main roads receive very little attention
from traffic inspectors or other officers in
charge of the control of traffic. When
these new ideas and regulations are intro-
duced or the old ones changed I think
the Police Department or the shire council
responsible should embark upon a system
of education to inform the- motoring public

especially of their rights in regard to such
regulations. For example, the fundamen-
tal regulation requiring a driver to keep
as far as practicable to the left has not
been altered by the introduction of these
white lines on the roads.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): The
honourable member has five minutes to go.

Mr. ROWBERRY: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. Therefore, it would be in the in-
terests of everybody concerned if this
regulation was explained in simple terms
to the motorists of the State. It should
be understood that when the intermittent
white line appears on the road, a motorist
can cross it in order to pass another car,
but where a double line is marked on the
road one cannot cross that double line in
any circumstances.

I would also like to refer to the question
of traffic control generally. Recently I had
occasion to drive through Perth and its
environs to the north of the city, and dur-
ing that trip T became convinced that
nine-tenths of the motorists in the State
do not know their right hand from their
left. This is something that should be
made perfectly clear to them when they
receive their driver's license. As an ex-
drill sergeant I often encountered a num-
ber of recruits who, when asked to turn
right, turned left, and vice versa; and who,
when asked to halt, continued to march
straight on. Such people eventually be-
-come owners and drivers of motorcars, and
when they continue to fail to know their
right band from their left serious acci-
dents could occur. The time to take steps
to prevent these accidents is when a motor-
ist is handed his driver's license.

We hear a great deal from the Press
concerning proposals to impose tests upon
the instructors who train people in car-
-driving for the purpose of obtaining their
licenses. It has been suggested that
these instructors should be licensed and
required to pass a test before they can
be engaged as tutors. I would go further
and say that constables who are respon-
sible for giving people a driving test
should also have to pass a similar exam-
ination. Their driving ability, their
knowledge of the regulations, and their
ability to judge the character of an appli-
cant for a driver's license, should be
thoroughly tested.

I am certain that the majority of
fatal and serious road accidents have
their beginning at the time when the per-
son who was driving the car involved in
the accident was granted his license. The
severity of the test for an applicant for a
driver's license cannot be overemphasised
Nobody should be allowed to take charge
of a motorcar unless he has convinced
a competent authority-and that authority
should be competent and not be any con-
stable who happens to be around-such
as the Traffic Department. who should
have officers employed specially for such
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work. If we are going to keep down the
incidence of accidents on our roads we
shall have to do something to prevent
them at the time a driver is granted his
license. I therefore suggest to the Minis-
ter that he give consideration to the ideas
I have put forward.

MR. GRAYDEN (South Perth) [7.44
pm.]: There are a few matters I would
like to touch on in the Address-in-reply
debate. The first concerns the sale of the
Moola Bulla Station which has been raised
frequently in this House during the past
few days. After this matter was raised
we had the member for Mt. Lawley mak-
ing a request that the papers concerning
this sale be tabled. I am pleased to say
that the Minister in question was quite
willing to comply with this request from
the member for Mt. Lawley and, accord-
ingly, had the papers tabled. They were
extremely revealing, not only to the Op-
position but to all concerned.

Mr. Tonkin: They certainly have been.

Mr. Jamieson: I believe that Gold-
man is after you with a shotgun.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The other day the
member for Mt. Lawley asked that ques-
tion in an attempt to deceive the public.
Hie wanted to give the impression that
the opposition had nothing to hide on this
particular issue.

Mr. Tonkin: We have not either.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Today, the Leader of
the Opposition asked in this House that a
Royal Commission be appointed to inquire
into the Moola Bulla, files. That was an ex-
traordinary thing for him to do, firstly be-
cause all the evidence is now available
to this House and to the public: and
secondly, because the papers have been laid
on the Table of the House. Therefore, he
has an ulterior motive in asking for a
Royal Commission.

it is an extremely obvious motive. The
Leader of the opposition has asked for
the appointment of a Royal Commission
to try to delude the public of Western
Australia into believing that his party
had nothing to hide in respect of the sale
of the property. He wants to go even
further; he wants to deceive the people
on a grander scale. He is trying to give
people the impression that this Govern-
ment was responsible for the maladmini-
stration and for the things that happened
in respect of Moola Bulla, Station. That
was his object in asking for a Royal Com-
mission: Firstly, to try to give the im-
pression that the Labor Government of
the day had nothing to hide; and secondly,
to give the impression that it was the pre-
sent day Goverrnent which was respon-
sible. His deception is patently obvious.

The public knows exactly who was re-
sponsible for this extraordinary state of
affairs. The files have been laid on the
Table of the House. and they reveal that

the Labor Administration was in office
when this sale took place. They reveal that
the Labor Administration grossly squan-
dered public money, and that the Opposi-
tion was responsible for unpardonable neg-
ligence. The files reveal that the present
Opposition party, which held office during
those days, sacrificed this valuable asset
of the State at a give-away price.

These files go further and reveal that
the Present Opposition is naive to the
extreme in business matters, and particu-
larly in respect of the price and terms of
sale of Moola Bulls Station. They reveal
a callous disregard on the Part of the
Opposition for the natives who were dis-
Placed as a consequence of the sale. We
know what happened. The files, unfor-
tunately for the Opposition, reveal the
complete story. We find that the Opposi-
tion sold a property-the finest station in
the north-west and which has been
described as the finest in Australia-valued
conservatively at £900,000, for the ex-
tremely low sum of £100,000. The Gov-
ernment of the day sold the property on
terms which would make anybody who
accepted this offer of the Government
shake with fear of what would happen
if the Opposition ever got back into office.

If we compare that sale with the sale
of the State Building Supplies we see the
hypocrisy that is involved in the charges

which have been made by the Opposition
during this debate. The hypocrisy of the
Opposition is revealed for all to see.

Mr. Oldfleld: These Papers were tabled
six years ago.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I want to deal with
these files not in great detail, because the
Press has already made public many of
the figures, but sufficiently to point out
clearly how adversely this transaction of
the Labor Party compares with the sale
of the State Building Supplies. I quote an
extract which will substantiate what I
said earlier: that the Government of the
day sold the station at a give-away price.
I quote from the report of the pastoral in-
spector of the time (Mr. Johnson)-

All persons in the north consider
the station was sold by the Govern-
ment at a give-away price in the first
place to persons with extremely un-
savoury reputations.

Mr. Tonkin: Do not forget it was as a
result of the calling of tenders.

Mr. GRAYDEN: That was the comment
of the pastoral inspector in the honourable
member's Administration.

Mr. Tonkin: But tenders were called.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I repeat what he said-

All persons in the north consider
the station was sold by the Govern-
ment at a give-away price in the first
place to persons with extremely un-
savoury reputations who ever since
blatantly exploited the State asset for
which they have only partly paid.
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Mr. Bickertoni: WIhy do you not read all
his report?

Mr. GHAYnEN: I shall be glad to read
other Portions Of it. Another part of
his report states--and I suggest members
opposite listen very carefully to this in-
formation, which is contained on page 267
of tile 1744/55-

On the above figures the Goldman-
Stein organisations have grossed not
less than £368,000 approximately for
livestock only, plus £200,000 by sale to
Thorns, and the value of any plant
sold on the place.

This was written as a, departmental re-
port and he gave some figures in detail on
the files. Let us try to get some idea of
what the Property was worth, from the
figures given by the pastoral inspector
after the property had been sold and a
check had been made.

We start off with £368,000 for the cattle
which were sold. We can allow £32,000
for the plant and buildings which were
sold. That brings us to the figure of
£400,000. Now I come to the sale of the
property itself. It was sold originally by
the Labor Administration for £100,000.
Then after all this cattle had been re-
moved the Property was sold for £150,000.
The property was then sold to Mr. Thorns
for £200,000, minus all the cattle and fit-
tings which were sold for £400,000 The
purchaser was then offered immediately
£300,000, but he declined the offer on the
ground that the property was worth
£500,000. Therefore the value of the pro-
perty was £500,000. We have the £400,000
worth of assets which were removed, and
the value of the property itself amounting
to £500,000: that gives us a total of
£900,000.

That was the value of the asset-
£900,000-Which was sold by the Opposi-
tion when it was in office, for £100,000
on terms which-in the words of the
Leader of the opposition when he was re-
ferring to the sale of the State Building
Supplies-left the taxpayers for dead. If
that remark can be applied to the sale
of the State Building Supplies what has
the opposition to say in respect of the
sale of Moola Bulla, Station when it sold
a property valued at £900,000 for £100,000?.

Mr. Tonkin: 'Why did not some pas-
toralists in the north tender for that
property?

Mr. GRAYDEN: We heard some extra-
ordinary statements from the Leader of
the opposition when he was discussing the
terms of sale of the State Building Sup-
plies. In the course of his speech he said
that the sale led us into dark places. He
kept on referring to simple explanations
put forward by the Minister for Industrial
Development. Then he said that he was
almost flabbergasted to find the company
being given a free hoiday, as it were, in
regard to the balance of the payment. He

said the Minister was bent on selling the
concern at any price; and that the con-
ditions of payment were almost breath-
taking. If these conditions are almost
breath-taking, I am quite certain that
when he learns of the terms at which his
Government sold Moola, Bulla, Station he
will agree that they are breath-taking,
and not almost breath-taking.

He then spoke of the Payments as being
chicken feed. He said that the Hawker
Siddeley Group had made a marvellous
deal and that the deal had left the Min-
ister and the taxpayers for dead. If that
transaction left the taxpayers for dead,
what dd the sale of Moola Bulla, Station
do to the taxpayers?

Let us examine the terms of sale of
Moola Bulla Station. Here was a property
on which assets worth £400,000 could be
removed by anyone taking over the prop-
erty. The Purchaser had only to round
up some cattle to cover the deposit and
the balance of the purchase price. That
could have been done in the case of Moola
Bulla, Station, but the same cannot be
done in the case of the State Building
Supplies.

Let us consider the number of cattle
which were involved in the sale of Moo]a
Bulla, Station. The deposit was £30,000,
but the purchaser had only to round up
1,500 bead of cattle, valued at £20 a head,
to pay off the deposit. Mr. Goldman es-
timated that the number of cattle on the
station was 70,000.

Here is a beautiful cattle station, the
finest in the north-west, with 70,000 head
of cattle. The intending purchaser of the
station had only to round up 1,500 head
of cattle to recover the amount of his
deposit. To Pay for the property in full
he had only to round up 5,000 head of
cattle out of the 70,000 on the property,
and sell them; this figure includes the
1,500 head required to recoup the deposit.
What sort of a deal is that?

Mr. Bickerton: Why did you not tender
for that property?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Unfortunately I did
not know anything about it. These are
figures which no-one can query: The
property was worth £900,000. We know
that some cattle from it were sold for
between £21 and £27 a head in Wyndham.
I shall give some details later on. For
751 head of cattle which Goldman sent
away he received £27 per head. This
property worth £900,000, on which there
were 70,000 head of cattle, could be bought
by anyone on a £30,000 deposit. To recoup
the deposit the purchaser had merely to
round up 1,500 head of cattle. He had
merely to round up another 3,500 head
of cattle to pay the balance owing on the
entire property.

The extraordinary thing about this is
that once he had paid his deposit by
rounding up 1,500 head of cattle he then
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had three Years before he was required to
pay another instalment. In that time all
he had to do was round up another 3,500
bead. The Leader of the Opposition has
said that whenever he submits a point
the Minister for Industrial Development
comes back with a very simple explana-
tion. I think that the Leader of the Op-
Position must have simplified this Parti-
cular transaction.

Mr. Hawke: This transaction was final-
ised after public tenders had been called,
and You know it.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It would be very interest-
ing to see the results if the Leader of the
Opposition were to undergo an aptitude
test; and I do not say this derogatorily.
If he did have such a test he would ob-
viously find that he would not be eligible
for a position as a clerk, because he does
not have the mind for detail. He thinks
in general principles and therefore has
found his right vocation in being a politi-
cian. He thinks on a large scale, and any-
one in that position has a tendency to
simplify matters.

Mr. Tonkin: If this was such a bonanza
why were there not more tenders sub-
mitted?

Mr. I. W. Manning: Because everyone
was scared stiff of the socialistic Govern-
went.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Leader of the Op-
position is probably relating his problem
to his own home town. We can quite
imagine a property in Northam with 200
head of cattle. It is, we will say, one of
the finest in the district; and this is the
sort of deal he would have made: He would
have said, "I have the finest property in
the area. It has 200 head of cattle on it
and I am going to sell it to you. All you
have to do is to round up four of the
200 head and you have paid me my de-
posit. You do not have to worry then for
three years because I will not require any
further instalment until then. When that
time comes all you have to do is round up
another 10 head and you have paid me in
full."

Mr. Hawke: More bull!

Mr. GRAYDEN: That is the exact re-
lationship, because Goldman paid 1/46th
of what the cattle were worth for the
deposit and 1/14th of the number of cattle
for the full payment. I repeat that in
selling this fine property in Northam the
Leader of the Opposition would have told
the purchaser that of the 200 head of
cattle on the Property the sale of four
would provide the deposit and the sale of
a further 10 would pay for the property in
full. That is the deal which the Opposi-
tion gave to Mr. Goldman when it sold him
the £900,000 cattle station for £100,000,
allowing him to pay £30,000 deposit and
no more for three years. If the deal
negotiated by this Government in respect

of the State Building Supplies leaves the
taxpayers for dead, what does that one
do?

Mr. Bickerton: Was it not recommended
by the Land Hoard? You forgot to say
that.

Mr. ORAYDEN: It could have been
recomnmended by the Land Hoard. How-
ever, I know it was approved on many
occasions by the Labor Government of
the day; and those are the charges I
have made in respect of maladministra-
tion, gross wastage of public money, etc.
on the part of the Labor Government.
Those charges I consider are very justi-
fiable.

Mr. Bickerton: It is a wonder the mem-
ber for Murray did not tender.

Mr. ORAYDEN: I would like to quote
one or two figures on the file,* to indicate
what the cattle were worth. It is dis-
closed on the file that in 1959 Mr. Gold-
man took 751 bullocks to Wyndham, where
he sold them for £:27 10s. 3d. a head. To
return to the question of tenders, the
Labor Government did not accept the
highest tender.

Mr. Tonkin! The highest tenderer could
not have bought a wheelbarrow.

Mr. W. Hegney: The highest tender was
not in order.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I can disprove that. In
any case, the Labor Government did not
have to accept any tender.

Mr. Oldtleld: The Land Board accepted
the tender.

Mr. W. Hegney: You should examine the
facts more carefully.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): Order!
Mr. ORAYDEN: I can prove what' I

am saying because I have the figures here.
There is no need for us to get excited.
'We can study the matter quietly and
calmly. I would like to point out that
Jessie and Ruth Lugg of Western Austra-
lia tendered £120,000. I assume that is
the tender which the member for Mt.
Hawthorn said was not in order.

Mr. Hawke: The member for Murray
knows the Lugga.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Some members of the
Opposition know Mr. Goldman, too. This
tender was for £.120,000. If it was not in
order there is nothing on the files to in-
dicate as much and there are no letters
to those concerned informing them of the
fact. There was also another tender from
C. H3. Pratt of New South Wales. That was
for a deposit of £20,000 Plus £5,000 for 20
years. Does the Opposition say that that
tender was not in order, either?

Mr. Bickerton: Read your report on
the matter, and you will find out all about
it.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The files make it per-
fectly clear that there were higher tenders
offered; and if the Opposition considered
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that neither of those was -suitable, there
was no excuse for accepting any tender.
There was also no excuse for not pub-
licising the conditions of the sale in
more detail and informing the public
what the station consisted of. If that
had been done there would have been
far more tenders submitted.

Mr. Oldfield: The A.B.C. read those
files differently from the way you are
reading them.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The then Government
did not state that there were at least
30,000 head of cattle on the property. It
gave the impression that the place had
broken down and was not worth anything.
That was the reason that only tentative
inquiries were made by prospective buyers.

Mr. 'Hawkce: Is the member for South
Perth not 'going to read the Land Hoard
report?

Mr. GRAYDEN: There is no paint in
my reading the Land Board report. This
was a decision made by the Government
of the day.

Mr. Hawke: More bull.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I cannot, for the life

of me, understand how the Leader of the
Opposition can now attempt to shelve all
responsibility and say to his poor sub-
ordi'nates of the day, "You are responsible;
you take the blame."

Mr. Hawke: More bull.
Mr. GRAYDEN: And that is exactly

what he is doing.
Mr. Hawke: More bull.
Mr. GRAYDEN: He is passing the buck:

trying to absolve himself and his party
of any responsibility; and saying, "Look,
the Land Board was responsible," forget-
ting that it was his Government that in-
itiated this-his Government that signed
the approval of the sale.

Mr. Hawke: I did not say the Land
Board was responsible; I am asking you
to read the Land Board's report..

Mr. GRAYDEN: I am surprised the
Leader of the opposition should attempt
to put responsibility upon the Land Board,
which was, after all, simply carrying out
the wishes of the Government of the day.

Mr. Bickerton: I bet you'd read the
report if it was a recommendation against
the sale.

Mr. Hawke: I bet he would.
Mr. GRAYDEN: It is all very well to'

say if it was a recommendation against
the sale. If that is on the file, obviously a
great majority on the Opposition benches
who were Ministers at that time were in
favour of the sale, or it would not have
taken place. Let us take the State Build-
ing Supplies. Why criticise the Minister
for industrial Development?

Mr. W. Hegney: Because tenders were
not called.

Mr. GRAYDEN: After all, it was the
department alone which was responsible
for it, according to the Labor members'
arguments. The Minister for Industrial
Development does not go and say, "Look,
it has nothing to do with me: my depart-
mental officers are to blamie." The Labor
members are doing that on the Moola
Bulla question.

Mr. Hawke: No they are not.
Mr. GRAYDEN: It is pointless, actu-

ally-
Mr. Hawke: Hear, hear!
Mr. GRAYDEN:-to go into the details

of this sale. They are staggering in the
extreme. One of the most repelling por-
tions of the whole sordid story is the
callous indifference displayed by the Oppo-
sition in regard to the natives who were
on the property at the time of the sale.
This is one of the arguments put forward
in respect of the State Building Supplies.
The members of the Opposition did not
say that any employees had been dis-
mniss~ed. They said some workers had been
inconvenienced. That was the measure of
their criticism with regard to the em-
ployees of the State Building Supplies.

But what did the Opposition do in re-
spect of those natives-at least 150 of
them-at Moola Bulka? Did the Oppo-
sition members take them into considera-
tion when they sold this property to
Goldman? Did they not say that Moota
Bulla was one of the biggest stations in the
north-well over a million acres--there-
fore it had to be split into two parts and
sold because no one person could hold more
than a million acres? That station was
the tribal ground of a certain group of
natives who had made it their home. Did
the Opposition take that into considera-
tion? It did not. The Opposition sold
that station for the sum I have mentioned,
and on the terms I have mentioned;
and the new owner "bushed" -ln his own
words-al] the natives on the property.
Members have only to look at the file to
get the whole sordid story.

Mr. W. Hegney: It is strange that you
waited for six years before bringing this
up.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I was astonished to
learn the details of this project only a
few days ago.

Mr, Oldfield: Why didn't You say some-
thing five years ago?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I was not here five
years ago.

Mr. Oldfield: You were here in 1950.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I have here cuttings

of newspaper articles which appeared at
the time, and they show how callously the
Labor Administration in Western Austra-
lia treated the natives at that time. To
prevent the possibility of criticism by the
Opposition, or interjections which may be
made with the object of discounting what
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I say, I would like to read what Mr. Cal-
well, Leader of the Opposition in the
Federal Parliament, had to say at that
particular time, The following appeared
in The West Australian of the 6th July,
1955. First of all I will read the headlines,
which are as follows:-

"Natives Ousted Like Animals," says
Caiwell.

The article continues-
Melbourne, Tuesday .The eviction

of 250 natives from Moola Bulla
Station near Hall's Creek was a dis-
grace, the Deputy Leader of the
Federal Opposition (Mr. Calwell) said
today. Moola Bulla was owned
formerly by the Western Australian
Government but recently changed
hands.

Mr. Calwell said that the eviction
was a bad advertisement for Austra-
lia.

"It is a disgrace that these 250
aborigines can be hounded off their
tribal grounds Just as if they were a
pack of animals," he said. "The evic-
tion shows the complete disregard for
the rights of aborigines."

Mr. Calwell said that the consti-
tution should have been amended a
long time ago to make the aboriginal
problem the sole responsibility of
Federal Parliament.

It should be amended to provide
for representation in the House of
Representatives of at least three full
or part-blood aborigines, living and
educated according to our standards.

Mr. Calweil added that one per. cent.
of the national income should be
spent on engineering and agricultural
projects to permit the aborigines north
of the 26th parallel to establish co-
operative farms and station properties.

That is what appeared in The West Aus-
tralian at that particular time.

Mr. Graham: Who evicted those natives?
Your mate Goldman. was it not?

Mr. GRAYDEN: We could tell the mem-
ber for East Perth a lot about Mr. Gold-
man and his associates-let us put it that
way. We could tell him what happened
after this property was sold; how he
helped the Labor Party in its endeavours
to win; how he, Mr. Goldman, helped to
ensure that Mr. Marshall, who was at
that time the member for Wembley
Beaches, would retain his seat. I think
I could tell the Opposition that at that
election Mr. Goldman, complete with his
Rolls Royce, drove about the Wembley
Beaches electorate with Labor supporters
on election day: drove them to the polling
booths: drove the workers about the elec-
torate, for the purpose of placing them
at booths, so that they could hand out
how-to-vote cards. So when the member
for East Perth starts talking about people's

friends, I would say to him that be must
be on fairly friendly terms with Mr. Gold-
man himself.

Mr. Graham: I think you are talking
bulla-bulla.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is a pity the mem-
ber for Wembley Beaches is not in the
House; but we could always ask him later
and find out whether or not that was
true. I do not know whether the Labor
Party had any regrets about selling the
station to Mr. Goldman. We hear so
much criticism about the wealthy tycoons
that members on this side of the House
are supposed to represent-

Mr. Hawke: Hear, hearl
Mr. GRAYDEN: -but I wonder whether

the Labor Party got much solace from
knowing that this Particular gentleman
made many hundreds of thousands of
pounds at the taxpayers' expense. If it
did not, it at least had the satisfaction,
in consequence of this deal, of having Mr.
Goldman work for it on election day. It
must have given a Jot of pleasure to a
lot of people on that day to get into a
Rolls Royce and drive down to the polling
booth. However, that is by the way.

We are on the question of the callous
disregard which the Labor Party had for
the native population at Moola Bulla. I
will quote from the report of, Mr. Ander-
son, of the Native Welfare Department.
who went up there at the request of the
department to try to ensure that the
natives received the best deal possible-
this was after the trouble started. Mr.
Anderson, in his report-which, again, is
on the file-said this, after Mr. Goldman
had told natives to go bush:

He-
meaning Goldman-

-gave final orders to 'tush" all the
natives and stated he did not wish to
discuss the matter any further. His
manner and bombastic speech was un-
believable. He advised that "after to-
night you two will be Christmassing."

The report goes on-
The evacuation-

that is. of the natives, immediately after
Goldman had arrived-

-worked smoothly despite the fact
that after the first load Goldman took
back the station truck. That night
only the pumpers and old "mad Peter"
were on the property apart from the
whites. I had promised to send a
truck for the Pumpers, but could not
arrange it on that day.

The natives left without food as he
refused to hand over anything. Food
was Purchased locally and meat sup-
ply arranged. Hired Scotty Rivers' car
during his absence driving for Les
Wylde. Goldman sent old "mad Peter"
in- with Donegan and other trucks
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were hired to cart in Items overlooked.
A truck sent out for the pumpers was
turned back by Goldman.

Camped natives at racecourse.
That is at Fitzroy Crossing.

Sister Morrison joined in, supplying
their wants and sorting them out.
About 30 were placed out immediately.
The old people elected to go to Fitzroy
Crossing and the parents of the chil-
dren agreed that the children should
go there.

On the first rough count there ap-
peared to be 147 (about 67 children)
to be transferred to the Crossing. This
afternoon a load of 35 (30 children,
5 adults) left by truck at 3.30 p.m.,
Sister Morrison as escort.

D.O.N.D. made arrangements for
further transport and after much
delay had telephone conversation with
superintendent who was touring to-
wards Halls Creek.

Those are only some extracts from the
files, which contain voluminous correspon-
dence on this matter. It all indicates that
when Goldman got there that is what
happened. How or why he did it , or
whether the Native Welfare Department
was responsible, I do not know and I cer-
tainly would not say. I am merely quoting
from the files; and they make it abund-
antly clear that all the natives on the
property were "bushed," which means put
out into the bush. Then, of course, they
went to Fitzroy Crossing.

I would think that that indicates a
most callous disregard for the rights of
these people. Firstly, they were people
who had lived there most of their lives,
and I should like to quote what the
pastoral inspector had to say on the sub-
ject. This memo is on the file and it
will give members some idea of the type
of native they were. The pastoral inspec-
tor. Mr. Johnson, said that prior to Moola
Bulla. being handed over to Goldman it
had one of the biggest and best teams of
stock boys in Northern Australia.

In addition to that, of course, it was a
station where indigent natives lived-
natives who could not fend for themselves.
They were rationed there; children were
taught there; and sick natives were given
medical attention at the station. It was
a big native centre; and yet, when the sale
was made, the natives were simply pushed
off the property.

R-ow then can the Opposition criticise the
Government for its negotiations in respect
of the employees of the State Building
Supplies? HOW can it do that when none
of the employees of the S.B.S. was dis-
placed? The Opposition did not accuse
the Government of that: members opposite
simply said that some were inconvenienced.
But they were not inconvenienced in the
way that these natives were inconvenienced

-people who had resided on the property
all their lives and were simply told to get
off the place. To sum up once again, may
I just draw this analogy?

Mr. Graham: Just before you do; are you
supporting the appointment of a Royal
Commission to inquire into this to see
whether the Previous Government wvas
culpable?

Mr. GRAYDEN: As T have already said
-and I will repeat it for the member for
East Perth-I cannot see any point in the
appointment of a Royal Commission be-
cause all the evidence which the Royal
Commissioner could obtain is now on the
Table of the House in the files I have
quoted. Those files are available to all
members, to the Press, and to the Public.

Mr. Tonkin: When are these prosecu-
tions going to be launched?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I do not want to see
members who were previous Ministers in-
volved.,

Mr. Graham: Big-hearted Bill.
Mr. ORAYDEN: Also I do not want to

see members of the partnership arraigned
in regard to these matters.

Mr. Graham: Last week you did.
Mr GRAYDEN: What other purpose

could a Royal Commission serve?
Mr. Jamieson: If you are imputing dis-

honesty, you should support the appoint-
ment of a Royal Commission.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I can Only infer that
there was dishonesty inasmuch as Gold-
man said that there were four branding
pens belonging to surrounding stations on
the Moola Bulla Station property itself.
That indicates that there were four
stations, which were situated around Moola
Bulla, and which had their branding yards
right on the Moola Bulla property; Moola
Bulla, cattle were being taken, and no
wonder the stocks were written down by
15,000! There was no attempt to check
whether cattle stealing was going on. Of
course not. Instead, the Government took
the easy way out and wrote the numbers
down. The only results of a Royal Com-
mission would be police charges issuing in
regard to thie matters I have described.

Mr. Graham: I think you are going to
forget all about this once the Victoria
Park by-election is over.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Members opposite talk
about a Royal Commission and have asked
me whether I would support the appoint-
ment of a Royal Commission. I do not
think it Is necessary, and I would go fur-
ther and say that the Opposition does not
want a Royal Commission.

Mr. Graham: We have nothing to hide.
Mr. GRAYDEN: They must be a peculiar

lot on the other side-
Mr. Toms: We have nothing to hide.
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Mr. ORAYDEN: -if they want a Royal
"lommission into the sale of a £:900,000
)roperty for £100,000 on the terms I have
lescribed. If the Opposition is going to get
my pleasure out of having a Royal Corn-
fission into that sort of transaction then
;hey are a peculiar lot. But they have not
usked for it for that reason. They have
Lsked for a Royal Commission firstly be-
,ause they want it to appear in the Press-

Mr. Graham: Will you make sure it does
.Lot?

Mr. GRAYDEN: They want to give the
jublic the impression that they have no-
;hing to hide knowing perfectly well that
ill the facts have now been published. So
what is the Point in going any further
with it?

Mr. Bickerton: Then what are you talk-
ing about it for?

Mr. GRAYDEN: That is why the Opposi-
;Ion wants a Royal Commission into this
m~atter. The Opposition has asked for a
Royal Commission also to give the impres-
sion that it was not the Labor Government
which was responsible for this shocking
state of affairs. Members opposite think
that when it appears In the Press, and
people read about it, they will assume that
%he present Government was responsible
for it. That is why they want a Royal
Commission; but they will have difficulty
in confusing the Public to that extent.

Mr. Graham: You are a, bit weaker than
Lsual.

Mr. ORAYDEN: I will sum up on this
issue because there are other points I want
Lo discuss, and time is getting short. I
will draw a comparison between the sale
price of Moola aulla and the sale price of
:he State Building Supplies. But, really,
=old anyone compare them?

Mr. Bickerton: No.
Mr. GRAYDEN: The Labor Party has

axaggerated the Position in respect to the
State Building Supplies; its members have
admitted it is an exaggeration when they
~sy it is worth £4,400,000. and this Gov-
arment sold it for £2,200,000.

Mr. Graham: No; £1,000,000.
Mr. GRAYDEN: The honourable mem-

ber knows what the sale price is; he can-
not get over that. But members opposite
say that the Government has done a
terrible thing by selling it at half the
Opposition's estimate of its value.

Mr. Graham: No, a quarter; it is
£1,000,000.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is being sold for
C2,200,000, half of what the Opposition

sasit is worth.
Mr. Graham: A quarter of what it is

worth.
Several members interjected.
Mr. Roberts: You are just being childish.
Mr. Graham: The member for gaggery.
The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): Order!

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Labor opposition's
estimate of its worth is E4,400,000. But,
according to their ideas, -was sold for half
of its true worth. However, the Labor
Party sold Moola. Bulla Station for one-
ninth of what the property was worth, so
how can it criticise the Government for
selling the State Building supplies at the
price quoted? The Opposition criticises
the Government also for selling the State
trading concern to the Hawker Siddeley
Group on the terms laid down-for a de-
posit of £200,000 and the balance to be
paid over 20 Years-Yet it sold Moola Bulla,
for the price of 1,500 cattle-when there
were 70,000 cattle on the run, and the
deposit asked was only the Price of 1,500
cattle.

All the Purchaser had to do was to
walk on to the property; and if it had been
possible for him to go up in a helicopter
he could have seen 70,000 cattle grazing
on that property, and he could have said,
"I will have that 5,000 head,' and those
5,000 cattle would have realised the price
Paid not only for the number of cattle
Purchased, but also the whole of the pro-
perty which has been referred to as being
one of the finest cattle stations in Auis-
tralia. Let us compare the terms! Could
we fairly compare the terms of the sate
of the State Building Supplies with the
sale of Moola Bulla Station?

Mr. Graham: Of course not!
Mr. ORAYDEN: There is only one issue

surrounding the sale of the State Building
Supplies, regarding which the opposition
took umbrage, and that is in respect of
the fact that the Government went out
of its way to ensure that all of the em-
ployees would be retained and did every-
thing possible to achieve that end. The
only criticism the Opposition can offer is
that some of these men will be incon-
venienced. Compared to this we have the
sale of the Moola Bulls, Station which
caused 250 natives according to Calwell,
to be pushed off the station like animals.
In any case. does the transaction made
by the Labor Party compare with the
transaction entered into by the Govern-
ment for the sale of the State Building
Supplies and about which we have heard
so much in the last few days?

Mr. Bickerton: You'll get your endorse-
ment for South Perth'

Mr. ORAYDEN: I do not want to labour
this subject because practically everything
concerning the sale of the Moola Bulla-
Station has been Published and all the
facts have been revealed. If anyone has
any point he wishes to dispute I would
like to hear it.

To sum up this issue I would point out
that the Leader of the Opposition the
other day was making lowing noises in this
House when the mention of cattle was
made. Every time he uttered the words
"Moola Bulla" he said them in such a way
as to simulate the lowing of cattle. I feel
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quite certain that everything the Leader
of the Opposition said about cattle on
Macla Bulla now grates against his con-
science, because he knows that when
Goldman and Stein branded their 34,000
cleansklns the branding operations did not
end there-

Mr. W. Hegney: It was not your brand,
was it?

Mr. GRAYDEN: -because Messrs. Gold-
man and Stein branded the Hawke Labor
Government with the charge of grossly
squandering public moneys; of being re-
sponsible for unpardonable maladministra-
tion; of sacrificing a valuable State asset
for a give-away price; of having been naive
to the extreme in regard to the terms
granted in the sale of Moola Bulla; and
for a callous indifference for the welfare
of the aborigines involved. I will now
leave the question of the sale of Moola
Bulls Station to deal with one that is
even more interesting.

Mr. Hawke: Can you give us the name
of some of the neighibouring stations?

Mr. Oldfleld: They cannot accuse You
of being parochial, anyhow.

Mr. GRAYDEN: In view of those inter-
jections I will have to return to the subject
to say that I think the Labor Party was
grateful for the difficulties it encountered
in the sale of Moola Bulls Station because
it learned a great lesson which has been
deeply ingrained in its mind ever since
that sale took place. The lesson is simply
this: The business of a Government is to
govern and not to meddle in private enter-
prise projects. That is the lesson the
Labor Party learned from Moola Bulls.
Let anyone try to talk a Labor Minister
for Native Welfare into purchasing a
cattle property for the purpose of putting
natives on it today! The Minister would
not have a bar of it. Labor Ministers
have comne to realise that the State should
not become involved in deals of that kind
because they are too close to private
enterprise.

Therefore, we have the spectacle of the
Government, shortly afterwards, selling
Cosmo Newbery-the settlement near
Laverton-because it had the lesson of
Moola Bulla, as a guide. The Government
sold Casino Newberry and then sought the
assistance of the missionaries in running
a cattle station for the welfare of natives,
but the Minister did not want to have
anything to do with a cattle station run by
the State. That is the salient lesson
which the Opposition has learnt from the
Moola Bulls transaction: but unfortu-
nately it is one that is based on wrong
premises because I think some cattle-
stations should be State-controlled when
they are used for native settlements. As
a consequence of the sale of Meoas Bulls,
however, the Labor Party has said, "No,
we do not want any State-controlled cattle
stations in Western Australia," and it re-
peatedly set about disposing of any it had.

Mr. Graham: I think you are a wicked
socialist.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I will now get on to
another matter which was referred to
today by the Deputy Leader of the Op-
Position asking some questions in respect
of the electoral boundaries and the way
they may be affected should a Liberal
representative be elected as the member
for Victoria Park.

Mr. Tonkin: I did not say anything
about a Liberal representative.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I am sorry if I have
made a mistake.

The SPEAKER (Mt
honourable member
minutes to go.

x. Hearman): The
has another five

Mr. GRAYDEN: As members know,
there is a by-election to be held for the
Victoria Park seat very shortly, and the
other day the Labor Party published a
Pamphlet in support of its candidate. The
Pamphlet reads as follows:-

The Hidden Danger:
Mr. Bickerton: I hope this gets in the

Press!
Mr. GRAYDEN: I hope it does, too,

because it might serve to repudiate the
statement that is Printed in this Pamphlet.
As I was saying, the pamphlet reads-

The Hidden Danger:
Defeated in the State Full Court and

the High Court of Australia, the
Brand-Court Government hopes Vic-
toria Park will provide it with the
means to rig electoral boundaries in
its favour.

The wording of the pamphlet then con-
tinues alongside a photograph of the
Leader of the Opposition prominently
displayed-

A vital message to the electors of
Victoria Park from the Leader of the
Parliamentary Labor Party, the
Honourable A. R. G. Hawke, M.L.A.:

The Brand-Court Government has
one main Purpose in seeking a Liberal
victory in the Victoria Park by-elec-
tion-it needs an extra member in the
Legislative Assembly to give it what
is known as a constitutional majority.

With such a majority, the Govern-
ment would proceed with its declared
intention of rigging electoral boun-
daries. This would make it impossible
for the Australian Labor Party to ever
win a majority of seats and deprive
the people of the opportunity to un-
seat the Government if they wanted
an alternative.

I do not propose to read the rest of this.
Mr. Hawke: Go on; read it all!
Mr. GRAYDEN: I do wish to say, how-

ever, that it is a pamphlet which is scur-
rilous in the extreme; and it does not do
the Leader of the Opposition justice.
Fortunately, however, the Premier of this
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State has denied the imputations con-
tained in that pamphlet. He has done
that unequivocally today, and I hope the
Press will publish something about it. The
members of the Opposition know that
what is contained In that Pamphlet is com-
pletely and grossly untrue. Members op-
posite know that if an adjustment were
made to the Electoral Act a constitutional
majority would be required. They also
know that there would have to be 26 Gov-
ernment members on the floor of the
House. and that within a few days the
member for Toodyay will be leaving this
State.

Mr. Hawke: Can't his trip be cancelled?
Mr. GRAYDEN: Long before the mem-

ber for Toodyay returns we will be ad-
vised of the electoral boundaries. Although
members opposite know the contents of
this pamphlet to be patently false, they
have stooped so low as to distribute it for
the purposes of the Victoria Park by-
election.

I think the actions of the Labor Party
show that it is extremely worried about
this by-election. The Labor Party knows
that unless it does something extreme it
will have no chance of winning the Vic-
toria Park seat. Because of that, members
of the Opposition have taken this extreme
step and have attempted to delude the
electors at the last minute, knowing that
the Liberal Party candidate would not
have time to reply. There are one or two
other matters I wish to touch on. but I
do not know if I would have the time to
do so.

The SPEAKER (Mr Hearman): The
honourable member has half a minute
left.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I did want to refer to
the Chase agreement which was negotiated
by the Labor Government when in office.
I think we aUl know the land in that area
was sold at give-away prices. When one
considers the amount of land involved in
the Esperance area, and when one reads
the terms of the sale and knows that there
were hundreds of thousands of farmers
throughout Australia who would have been
prepared to buy that land, one wanders as
to the bona fides of the Labor Party in
this State.

MR. OLDYJELD (Mt. Lawley) [8.43
p.m.]: Some quite interesting informa-
tion was placed before the House this
evening. In replying to a question asked
by the Leader of Opposition about the
amount for which the assets of the State
Building Supplies was insured, the Pre-
mier revealed that the insurance cover
was to the extent of £2,711,204, which had
been taken out by the State Building Sup-
Plies from 4 P.m. on the 30th June, 1961.

We were told earlier in the session-
as late as last week, as a matter of fact
-that the Government hoped to recoup
from the total sale of the State Building

Supplies the SUM Of £2,200,000. This con-
stituted £1,000,000 for the Property-the
fixed assets of the State Building Supplies
-and the remaining £1,200,000 was for
stock and book debts. The book debts
were certainly not covered by insurance.

If we look at the break-down of these
figures it becomes obvious that the Haw-
ker Siddeley Group has immediately in-
sured the total fixed assets for a sum of
£2,000,000. The assets they purchased cost
£1,000,000; that did not include the land on
which the buildings or the enterprise is
situated. The value of the Plant and
buildings on the lard is £:2,000,000, and
the Hawker Siddeley Group is buying it
for £1,000,000.

Mr. Graham: Plus the land.
Mr. OLDFIELD: That is so. I would

not like to say what would be the value
of the timber stands, or what the conces-
sions would be worth. We have heard a
lot about a Royal Commission tonight;
but the miscreants in this deal had better
beware, because the incoming Labor Gov-
ernment which will take office in March
next year will certainly appoint a Royal
Commission to inquire into the scurrilous
action of the Present Government.

Mr. Roberts: Wishful thinking!
Mr. Hawke: You are making the nmem-

her for Bunbury go a bit pale.
Amendment to Motion

Mr. OLDFIELD: At this point I would
like to move the following addendum to
the Address-in-Reply:-

We, the members of the Legislative
Assembly, apologise to Your Excel-
lency for having approved of the can-
cellation of the proclamation issued
in 1959 directing a redivision of the
State into electoral districts and
electoral provinces.

We were induced to take that action
as the result of an assurance given
by the Government in both Houses
of Parliament that a fresh proclama-
tion would, in due course, be issued to
replace the one which had already
been issued.

We regret that until forced to alter
its conduct by a decision of the State
Full Court followed by what we as-
sume was Your Excellency's firm at-
titude, Her Majesty's Government
persisting in a course of gravely un-
constitutional conduct adversely af-
fecting a Proper representation of the
people of Western Australia in Par-
liament, had placed the Crown in the
position of failing to observe the law
of the State in breach of the Statute
and Her Majesty's coronation oath.

We also regret that Your Excellency
has been further embarrassed through
being given wrong legal advice by
Ministers of the Government on a
number of occasions, particularly
when the Leader of the Opposition
wrote to Your Excellency on the 19th
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January, 1960, and the 12th February,
1960, pointing out that the Govern-
ment was failing to carry out its legal
duty and requesting that the law be
observed.

in support of this motion it only needs
me to give a resum6 of the facts which
are now history, and which have taken
place over the last 21 years. We are all
aware that on the 1st April, 1959. one of
the last administrative acts of the out-
going Government was to issue a pro-
clamation setting up electoral commis-
sioners and ordering a redivision of elec-
toral boundaries.

After the present Government took office
it issued a Press statement to the effect
that at the earliest opportunity it would
take steps to cancel that proclamation. in
fact. Parliament was called together early
that year: it met in June so that the
proclamation could be cancelled. Follow-
ing the suspension of Standing Orders
moved by the Premier, the Attorney -
General, when moving the second reading
of the Bill, said-

The revocation of the proclamation,
however, as proposed in this Bill, is
only to do this: to give the present
Government an opportunity of seek-
ing the agreement of Parliament to
proposals for the alteration of the law
so that if Parliament accepts those
alterations, and in the light of those
alterations, the necessary proclama-
tion can be issued to enable the com-
missioners to proceed with adjust-
ments of electoral boundaries in
accordance with the amended law to
which Parliament would then have
agreed.

On the other hand, if Parliament
should reject those amended proposals,
or any proposal which might be
brought forward, then it is quite clear
that the present statute will remain
and the onus would be placed upon
the Government of issuing a fresh pro-
clamation to ensure the law is carried
into effect.

That appears on page 39 of Hansard of
1959. Further, on page 41, when the
Leader of the Opposition was opposing the
Bill, the Minister for Railways, by way of
interjection, confirmed the undertaking
given shortly before by the Attorney-
General.

I, myself, spoke in the debate and I
supported the measure. It is a matter of
history that that Bill was carried because
I did support it-Las a constitutional
majority was required. That constitu-
tional majority was forthcoming to the
Government Purely because the Minister
had given the undertaking that, if the
proposed -amendment to the Electoral Dis-
tricts Act was not passed, the status quo
would remain and a proclamation would
be issued to adjust the electoral boun-
daries.

When replying to the second readin
debate the Attorney-General said on pag
57 of the same volume of Hansard as fol
lows:-

We ask that members of Parliamen
agree to that proposition. If they d'
not agree, I have already said in mn:
opening speech that it will be obviou
that the Provisions of the existing Ac
will continue and must be brought nt,
operation at an appropriate time.

Mr. Graham: You will continue t,
ignore the provisions.

Mr. Watts: Another suppositiau
suggestion. The honourable membe
for East Perth is saying all sorts o
things drawn from a vivid imagina
tion.

The member for East Perth was accusei
of imagining things, but subsequent event
proved the member for East Perth to hi
correct in his imagination. Pollowinj
that historic occasion when the proclama
tion was cancelled, we waited for somi
months for an amending Bill to be in
troduced. In the meantime a series o
questions was being asked by the meinbe
for- Melville, the Deputy Leader of thi
Opposition.

In those questions the member for Mel
ville reiterated what he had said in thi
debate: that if the Government cancelle(
the proclamation in the manner in whici
it had done so there was still a burde,
on the Government to immediately issui
a fresh proclamation, because the law pre
scribed that one should be in existence
The Government, having cancelled onw
proclamation, should issue another one.

This contention of the member for Mel
yulle was scoffed at by the Minister.
series of questions were then asked by thE
member for Melville as to wvhen the lay
was to be put into operation. They brough
forth the same reply; that Parliament hac
revoked the proclamation;, and there thi
matter rested. I turn from those questioru
which were asked by the member for Mel.
ville, who no doubt will deal with thenr
himself subsequently.

On the 29th October, 1959, the seeonc
reading of a Bill to repeal the Electora
Districts Act and replace it with the Elec.
toral Districts and Provinces Adjuatmeni
Bill was introduced by the Attorney-
General. Many reasons have been giver
as to why that Bill lapsed. We all knov
why it lapsed: for three reasons. The3
were, firstly, that I refused MY support
secondly, the member for Wembley Beache
took ill; and, thirdly, the member for Avor
Valley was required to go to the Easterr
States for medical treatment. In the fol-
lowing session of Parliament nothing fur-
ther was done, because the Governmenl
did not have a chance of getting a consti-
tutional majority.

During the early months of 1960 con-
siderable correspondence was exchanged
between the Leader of the opposition, tht
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Attorney-General, and His Excellency the
Governor. This correspondence clearly
shows that wrong advice had been given
to His Excellency the Governor by the
Present Administration. On the 19th Janu-
ary, 1960, the Leader of the Opposition
wrote the following letter to His Excel-
lency the Governor:-

Dear Sir,
Electoral Districts Act No. 51/47.
On the 1st April, 1959, you signed

in Executive Council a proclamation
to set in motion a Redistribution of
Electoral Boundaries as legally re-
quired by the provisions of this Act.

Early in July of last year, Parlia-
ment, at the request of the Govern-
ment, agreed t0 cancel that proclama-
tion on the understanding that vital
amendments to the Act would be
brought before Parliament during the
then current session.

An amending Bill was later intro-
duced but failed to pass.

Therefore the provisions of the exist-
ing Act still apply with full legal
force.

The letter went on to point out the
provisions in the Act. After setting out
what appears in section 12 (1) and (2)
the letter continued-

According to a Press statement re-
leased recently by the Attorney-Gen-
eral the Government proposes to in-
troduce late this year another Bill to
amend the Electoral Districts Act.

Presumably the Government will not
in the meantime take any practical
action to arrange with you to issue
the proclamation as required and now
long overdue under Section 12 of the
Act.

I set out hereunder the appropriate
Portion of paragraph 567 of Hals-
bury's Laws of England:

Claims made by the Crown
cannot be supported by mere pre-
tence or prerogative, since the
courts have Power to determine
the extent and the legality or
otherwise of any, alleged preroga-tive (a), nor may illegal acts be
rendered Justifiable by the plea of
the King's commands (b), or
State necessity (c). The Crown
is bound to observe the law both
by statute and by the terms of the
coronation oath, which embodies
the contract between the Crown
and People upon which the title
to the Crown originally depended,
and still in large measure depends.

The Leader of the Opposition concluded by
saying in his letter-

In the circumstances I now appeal
to you to have the required legal action
taken, including the issue of the neces-
sary Proclamation in the near future.

Yours faithfully,
Leader of the Opposition.

The reply from His Excellency, dated the
10th February, 1960, is as follows:-

Dear Mr. Hawke;

Electoral Districts Act, No.
51 of 1947.

I have carefully considered your
letter dated the 19th January, 1960,
and have referred it to my Minister-

Speaker's Ruling

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): Order!
I draw the attention of the honourable
member to Standing Order No. 131 which
reads a~s follows:-

No Member shall use the name of
His Majesty or the Governor irrever-
enitly in debate, or for the purpose of
influencing the House in its delibera-
tions.

Mr. OLDFlELD: Surely, Sir, we can
speak of the facts of the case as they
stand!

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): The
honourable member must keep to the
Standing Order, which states he shall not
use the name of the Governor.

Mr. Tonkin: It does not say that, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. W. Hegney: He is not trying to in-
fluence anybody.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): I will
quote the Standing Order again in order
to clarify the position. It reads as fol-
lows:-

No Member shall use the name of
His Majesty or the Governor irrever-
ently in debate, or for the purpose of
influencing the House in its delibera-
tions.

I am of the opinion that quoting any-
thing under the Governor's signature is
using the name of the Governor and in
a party political debate.

Mr. OLDFIELD: This is not a party
political debate. I am trying to prove to
the People of Western Australia how the
present Ministry wrongly and falsely ad-
vised His Excellency and placed him in a
most embarrassing position.

Mr. Roberts: Just a friendly debate?
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Just an exercise!
Mr. Tonkin: He is not blaming His

Excellency; he is blaming the Government.
Mr. OLDPIELD: The position is this: His

Excellency has been placed in an invidious
position.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): The
honourable member can debate his
point, but he must not bring the Gov-
ernor's name into the debate or use the
Governor's correspondence. If the honour-
able member considers the state of affairs
is as he suggests, he can make his point
without using His Excellency's name.
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Point of Order

Mr. TONKIN: On a point of Order, if
you, Mr. Speaker, rule that it is not com-
petent for any member to use His Ex-
cellency's name at all and read corres-
pondence which has been sent to His
Excellency, I would point out there is
ample precedent in this House for that
to be done. I refer to the then member
for Fremantle who, some years ago, read
correspondence which he wrote to His Ex-
cellency in connection with the failure of
the Government to make adjustments re-
garding allowances given in connection
with cement used at Mundaring Weir. That
correspondence was read in this House,
together with His Excellency's reply, and
no exception was taken by the then
Speaker.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): I am
ruling that the Governor's name must be
kept out of this debate and must not be
used for the purpose of influencing this
House. I have not said that the Gov-
ernor's name cannot be used in the House.
If the situation is as the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has suggested, then I am
of the opinion that that precedent is in
conflict with Standing Order No. 131, and
I intend to stand by that Standing Order.

Mr. TONKIN: May I point out that the
Standing Order forbids the use of His
Excellency's name irreverently or for the
purpose of influencing the House. I would
submit that in a matter of this kind, which
is dependent on advice which should or
should not have been tendered to His Ex-
cellency, it is not possible to debate the
matter unless the facts are referred to.
Therefore, I suggest that if opinions are
not expressed, and facts are stated, it is
no contravention of the Standing Order.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You did not pre-
pare this very well.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearinan): I will
not allow the letter over the Governor's
signature to be quoted.

Mr. OLDFIELD: Do I take it we cannot
refer to Press reports in which His Ex-
cellency's name appears?

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearnian): I have
not said that.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The amendment
is out of order, is it not?

Mr. Tonkin: You would hope it was.

Debate Resumed

Mr. OLDEIELD: I would say that On
the 19th January the Leader of the Op-
position wrote to a certain notable person
and that notable Person replied in the
following vein: He said in a letter dated
the 10th February-

I, have carefully considered your
letter-

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): I hay
just stopped the honourable member fror
quoting this letter, and he cannot get ou
of it that way. He must accept my ruling

Point of Order

Mr. GRAHAM: Mr. Speaker, you ar
familiar with the fact that disparagin
remarks cannot be made respecting th
Legislative Council. Therefore, an alter
native is used in that respect throughou
all British Parliaments. One refers to "
certain Place': and everybody is aware o
the fact that "a certain place" means, ii
the case of Western Australia, the Legis
lative Council. If there be a bar on th
use of the name of the vice-regal repre
sentative, or even his title, surely it
equally possible for a member to use soni
other form or device which does no
specifically make reference to his nam
or his title. I suggest the cases I hay
submitted are parallel, and therefore th
member for Mt. Lawley is in order in pro
ceeding in the manner in which he jus
commenced.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): Th
member for Mt. Lawley quoted a lette
from His Excellency the Governor, and
pulled him up. He cannot get over m:
ruling by stating, " a distinguished person'
because the House knows perfectly wel
who this distinguished person is, as th
member for Mt. Lawley has already toli
us. If he had not mentioned His Excel
lency's name the position would be differ
ent; but he has.

Mr. HAWKE: The Standing Order lay
it down in the second place that His Ex
cellency's name is not to be wsed for thi
Purpose of influencing the House. There
fore the last few words are the vital words
The member for Mt. Lawley, in quoting;
letter, is not quoting the letter to influeno
the House, but to establish a fact. - Thern
is nothing in the letter which would in
fluence the House-it is a letter setting on
the Governor's reason for taking the coursi
which he has taken.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Won't that in
fluence the House?

Mr. HAWKE: It would not influence me
and I am sure not the Minister for Health
I suggest, Mr. Speaker, you should allom
the member for Mt. Lawley to proceed
and if you think, at any stage, that whal
he is reading from the Governor's lettei
is likely to influence the House, then yot
might be justified in using the Standing
Order which You have read to us. I sug-
gest, for your consideration, that you fol-
low that course in the matter.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): I thin
the object of the member for Mt. Lawle5
in wanting to read the letter from His
Excellency was to influence the House. 11
he did not want to influence the House
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it seems to me that my ruling is not plac-
ing the member for Mt. Lawley at any
disadvantage. The honourable member
canl Proceed with the debate.

Debate Resumed.

Mr. OLDFIEILD: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I take it I may quote this letter.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): No.

Dissent from Speaker's Ruling
Mr. GRAHAM: You arc denying the

member for Mt. Lawley the right to quote
from the letter as he desires to do. There-
fore, I move-

That the House dissent 'frm the
Speaker's. ruling.

To me, it is patently obvious that this
Standing Order is inserted for the protec-
tion of the Crown or the representative of
the Crown. It would be highly improper
for me, for instance, to endeavour to in-
fluence members of this Chamber by s9tat-
ing that in conversation with His Excel-
lency some months ago be expressed a cer-
tain opinion. Those of us who know the
present incumbent are aware of the fact
that whilst he is strictly dignified in his
official duties, he has a very fortunate and
happy style with regard to his personal re-
lationship with members and others.

Mr, Ross Hutchinson: I do not think it
is for-the purpose of protecting the Queen
or her representative at all. It is to pre-
vent those people being used in politics.
That is the purpose.

Mr. GRAHAM: Of course. If I inform
the House-and I am using a suppositious
case-that in the course of conversation
with His Excellency, notwithstanding the
hubbub at the time, he stated he felt that
it was in the best interests of Western Aus-
tralia that the State Housing Commission
should resume several thousands of acres
in the metropolitan area, that would surely
be improper. It would place His Excellency
in an embarrassing position and also mem-
bers of the House would be Placed in an
embarrassing position. Therefore the
Standing Orders have been provided to
Prevent that sort of situation.

Mr. Ross- Hutchinson: Your leader does
not approve of this.

Mr. GRAHAM: I1 think that quite a num-
ber of us--including the member for War-
ren, who has not yet made his point--have
been concerned at what has arisen. There
is no party policy in connection with this.
My leader is naturally free to disagree with
my viewpoint or the arguments I am ad-
vancing, or even the point of order I have
raised. I am seeking to protect the rights
of members of this House. This evening
it happens to be the member for Mt. Law-
ley. Tomorrow or next week it could be
the member for East Perth, or anyone else.

Mr. Roberts: The member for Bunbury?

Mr. GRAHAM: I would not be surprised
about the member for Bubury. He does
not make speeches. He only rises to move
the gag.

Mr. Roberts: Don't start that again.

Mr. GRAHAM: He has established that
reputation for himself.

Mr. Roberts: Wake up to yourself.

Mr. GRAHAM: Surely any member is
entitled to quote from official documents
in order to establish an historical record
and give members an appreciation of the
circumstances and background of a case.
If we took your interpretation literally,
Mr. Speaker, I should make no reference
to the address which the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor was pleased to deliver at the opening
of Parliament. We all use his name and
we all quote from the speech he delivered.

Here the member for Mt. Lawley desires
not to throw this into the cockpit of
political argument as to whether the Gov-
ernor was right or wrong. There is no
reflection on him in any way at all. The
honourable member merely wishes to quote
from certain documents to show the order
of things; the various moves that were
made; the endeavours made by the Leader
of* the Opposition; the applications which
he wade to the Governor at the time, and
so on.

As has already been mentioned by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, not on
one occasion but on many occasions, the
es-member for Fremantle told us chapter
and verse of his excursions to see the Gov-
ernor; of the conversations which took
place; and of the replies he received fol-
lowing his personal representations; in ad-
dition to the correspondence which had
passed between him and the Governor.
All of that has been quite proper. The
Governor was being placed in no embar-
rassing position. As a matter of fact, the
situation then would have been far more
embarrassing because the member for Fre-
mantle almost made the accusation that
the Governor had failed in his duty be-
cause instead of sacking the Government
of the day the Governor had suggested
that the member for Fremantle should
raise the matter here.

There we had a member using the ap-
proaches made to the Governor virtually
for the purpose of criticising the attitude
of the Governor. Here this evening the
member for Mt. Lawley was not criticising.
Indeed, he would not even be commenting
on the communication which the Leader
of the Opposition received from the Gov-
ernor except to make all members aware
of the historical background and various
steps leading up to a court case. The
Governor was of course in no way involved,
and to guy mind this is a proper course
and proper use of the privileges of Parlia-
ment. It is desired that all of us learn
certain things. We have gained some
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knowledge from the Press but we should
be officially acquainted with the actual
situation.

So I am submitting that the member
for Mt. Lawley would definitely be in order
in quoting the letter and stating that it
was signed by Sir Charles Gairdner, Gov-
ernor of Western Australia, on a certain
date. But if you. Mr. Speaker-and I say
this in no disrespectful sense-are a little
Pernickety regarding the use of the Gov-
ernor's name or title, then I submit to you
seriously and for your most earnest con-
sideration the fact that if one cares in
this Chamber to refer in derogatory terms
to the Legislative Council he does so.
Without using the term "Legislative Coun-
cil," he can quote the speaker, date, Bill,
and circumstances. As long as he calls it
"a certain place" or "another place" he is
allowed to do this and has been allowed
by every Speaker and Chairman of Com-
mittees as long as I have had any know-
ledge of parliamentary procedure.

Therefore, if some device is sought to
be used by the member for Mt. Lawley in
deference to your interpretation, then I
think that such a course would adequately
meet the situation. However, I believe
honestly that what I have submitted is
absolutely correct in the first place; and
that, secondly, there is a way of meeting
the situation by the device which I have
outlined. But my greatest fear is that if
your ruling is accepted by this House or,
worse still, if it were allowed to pass un-
challenged, then who knows but that any
single one of us seeking quite inoffensively
to have recorded certain documents or
communications would find, on the
grounds of precedent, that he was barred
from so doing.

I am suggesting that it was never the
intention when the current rules of de-
bate were drawn up, that they should re-
strict members in their precious rights of
expressing themselves or from freely quot-
ing from documents.

Again, as I1 conclude, Mr. Speaker, I
ask you to reflect on the situation which
confronts us when we are discussing what
is before us at the present moment-the
speech which the Lieutenant-Governor
was pleased to deliver to Parliament. I
think our deliberations would become far-
cical in the extreme if we abided strictly
by the interpretation you have given to-
night. However I may have felt on pre-
vious occasions in connection with your
rulings, this evening I fear you are com-
pletely mistaken in the interpretation you
arc asking us to accept and it is for that
reason I have moved to disagree with your
ruling. I hope and trust, forgetting to-
night's issue altogether, that the majority
of members will agree with me because
the rights of individual members are some-
thing precious; and if they are to be grad-
ually whittled down, then Parliament as
a debating institution becomes less effec-
tive.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You have to abkt
by Standing Orders.

Mr. GRAHAM: But for that interje(
tion, I would have now resumed my sea
As members are aware, somebody's lntei
pretation of a certain document was tt
subject of litigation before the Suprenr
Court, and subsequently before the Hig
Court of Australia. It was a matter
interpretation of something that was wri
ten.

Tonight, at this moment, we are debN
ting the interpretation of something whic
is written in the standing rules and orde
of the Legislative Assembly; and I think
have said sufficient to indicate that hi
tory, and Precedent, and the necessit
warrant support for the point of view
have submitted; and I again express ti
hope that the majority of members w:
be with me on this point.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: I would, briefly, lii
to support the previous speaker, much
I regret it. The point that strikes n
most is that the matter about which yc
have given your ruling, Mr. Speaker, hi
already been demonstrated; namnely, c
the first day Parliament opened. As I s'
the position, the member for Mt. Lawli
has submitted an amendment which,,
all intents and purposes, is in order. Y(
said, Mr. Speaker, while the member f4
Mt. Lawley was setting out the facts, thi
the fact that he was reading from corre
pondence would be influencing the Hows
That is the part of the Standing Order c
which you rely. I would like to know Ul
difference between what the member fN
Mt. Lawley is now doing, and what ti
member for Toodyay did on the 3rd Aul
ust.

Mr. Craig: I was addressing His Exce
lency.

Mr. W. H4EGNEY: With your permi
sion, Sir, I would quote from page 111
Hansard dated 3rd August, 1061, and v
will see where the member for Toodyi
moved a motion. I wviii read this passa
first-

Mr. CRAIG (Toodyay) (3.50 p.m.
I move-

That the following Address 1
presented to his Excellency ti
Lieutenant-Governor and Admil
istrator in reply to the Speech I
has been pleased to deliver
Parliament:-

This is the motion; and if a member mov.
a motion, he generally speaks to it. Tl
member for Toodyay said this-

May it please Your Excellency: W
the members of the Legislative Assen
bly of the State of Western Austral
in Parliament assembled, beg to e:
press loyalty to our Most Gracini
Sovereign, and to thank Your Exc
lency for the Speech you have be(
pleased to address to Parliament.
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That is the usual motion. The member
continued-

I would like to express my thanks to
the Premier and his Cabinet for giv-
ing mue the privilege and honour this
afternoon of moving the Address-in-
Reply. Those members who were for-
tunate enough to hear His Excellency's
Speech must have been impressed with
the feeling of optimism it conveyed
and also with the confidence it ex-
Pressed in the future prosperity of
this State.

What was the member for Toodyay doing?
He used the name of His Excellency: and
in the words that followed, what did he
do? Did he try to influence the House to
carry his motion in due course? What is
the difference between the words used by
the member for Toodyay and those used
by the member for Mt. Lawley? There is
not the slightest difference. I suggest thisis a Parliament of the year 1961, and not
the year 1261; and with all due repect,
Mr. Speaker. I think we have to interpret
the Standing Orders in a broadminded
manner. I would agree that if the mem-
ber for Mt. Lawley were to-

Mr. Bovell: You are talking a lot of
rubbish!

Mr. W. HEGNEY: If the member for
Mt. Lawley were to use extracts of con-
versations that His Excellency had with
him, to a certain extent in confidence, and
the member was giving that confidence
away, or was using His Excellency's name,
or expressing the opinions of His Excel-
lency on a specific matter with a view to
capitalising on it, you would be in order,
Mr. Speaker, to call attention to Standing
Order No. 161.

Mr. novell: Standing Order No. 131.
Mr. W. HEGNEY: But if the member

for Mt. Lawley is reading correspondence
in order to set out the facts--and this Is a
very important issue-the question of
whether he is trying to Influence the
House does not enter into the matter.

Mr. Bovell: 'To which Standing Order
are you referring?

Mr. W. HEGNEY: No. 131.
Mr. Bovell: You said 161.
Mr. W. HEGNE"Y: For the benefit of

the Minister for Lands, who must have
been a-sleep when it was read out-

Mr. Bovell: I was not asleep when you
said it was Standing Order 161.

Mr. W. HEGNEY: Standing Order No.
131 says-

No member shall use the name of
His Majesty or the Governor irrever-
ently in debate,-

Mr. Bovell: You are talking a lot of rot!
Mr. W. HEGNEY: The Minister for

Lands is being rather irreverent just now.
I quote further-

-or for the Purpose of influencing
the House in its deliberations.

You, Sir, have drawn the attention of the
member for Mt. Lawley to the last part of
that Standing Order. I suggest that the
member for Toodyay, on the 3rd August,
used His Excellency's name in the ordin-
ary course of the debate. He did so in
moving his motion. I suppose he was say-
ing, in effect, "I will endeavour. to con-
vince the House that it should be carried."
I feel that the member for Mt. Lawley is
in order in moving an amendment and, in
so doing, desires to set out certain facts
and then leave it to the House. I suggest,
Sir, that you have unfortunately given a
wrong ruling, and I am reluctantly com-
pelled to vote against your ruling.

Mr. HAWKE: I am sorry to have to
support the motion against your ruling,
Mr. Speaker. It seems to me that you
have Prejudged the issue without knowing
whether what would be quoted in the let-
ter would be likely to influence the H-ouse
in relation to the amendment recently
moved by the member for Mt. Lawley.
How can you, Sir, before the letter is
read, know whether the reading of it
would influence the House to either sup-
port or vote against the amendment? It
seems to me to be impossible for any
Speaker to apply a Standing Order before
there is any real basis upon which to
apply it. The fact that the member for
Mt. Lawley says he proposes now to read
a letter from the Governor does not, surely,
provide a reasonable basis for you, Mr.
Speaker, to say that the reading of the
letter would transgress an appropriate
Standing Order," and therefore I refuse
to permit you to read the letter."

I know what is in the letter, and I am
positive, in my own mind, that it would
not have the slightest effect upon mem-
bers on either side of the House in re-
lation to how they would vote on this
amendment. I am sure it would not in-
fluence their minds for or against, be-
cause there is nothing in the letter which
could possibly have any effect in either
of those directions. The letter merely sets
out the advice which the Government has
given to the Governor; and therefore the
reason why the Governor considers that
he is in duty-bound to follow the advice
of the Ministers-which, of course, he was,
and is, and always will be. There is no
shadow of doubt about that. That is the
constitutional position, clearly, except
where a Government might do something
illegally and quite unconstitutionally and,
when it is advised to that effect, continues
to do the same illegal and unconstitutional
thing.

I therefore suggest, Mr. Speaker, that
you cannot, in fairness, declare the mem-
ber for Mt. Lawley out of order when
he has not yet breached the second part
of Standing Order No. 131. You must at
least hear the letter to the degree where
you think it might, by any further read-
ing of it, breach the Standing Order. If
on the reading of the letter a stage is
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reached in your mind when the contents
so far read, or likely to be read, would
influence the House, then you might be
justified in applying Standing Order No..
131 to the situation. However, I cannot
see how you can possibly prejudge the
matter when I think all you have beard
of the letter so far is "Dear Sir," or
"Dear Mr. Hawke," or whatever form of
address is at the head of the letter.

Mr. WATTS: Mr. Speaker, I must con-
fess that I agree with your ruling.

Mr. Bovell: Hear, hear!
Mr. Graham: Expedient.
Mr. WATT'S: There is no expediency

about it. The terms of the Standing Order
are as clear as any, I suppose, that are to
be found in the book. Shorn of the ques-
tion of "irreverency", which does not enter
into this particular point of order, it
reads-

No member shall use the name of
His Majesty or the Governor for the
purpose of influencing the House in
its deliberations.

The member for Mt. Lawley has moved
an amendment to the Address-in -Reply,
and presumably the honourable mem-
ber wishes that the amendment will
be carried; otherwise, I presume, he would
not have moved it. Presumably, also, Sir,
the honourablc member is not going to
waste the time of the House by bringing
forward a series of words which are not
designed to influence the House to sup-
port him in his amendment. Presumably,
therefore, what he says, and also what he
reads, is intended to influence members of
the House to support him in his amend-
went. If he does not intend to do that,
Sir, then he would have been well advised
to shorten his remarks, because it is
not reasonable for any member of the
House to use arguments or bring forward
words which are going to have no effect
and are not intended to have any effect
on members of the House. That is merely
time wasted which I think you, and other
members of the House, would frown upon.

So it can only be assumed that the hon-
ourable member wished to influence the
House in all that he said. Before he came
to the point where you interrupted him,
Sir, he had used the name of the Governor
on several occasions. No exception was
taken to it. and I do not propose to criti-
cise that; but when it came to the point
of reading the letter from the Governor,
obviously with the intention of making
members support him, if he could possibly
achieve that by his argument, you, I think
qui te nrolperiy, interrupted him and told
him that he must not continue in that
strain.

There are obviously reasons why the
name of the Governor, as representing
Her Majesty, should be used as little as
possible in this House. It is, I would sug-
gest to the member for Mt. Lawley, prac-
tically essential that at least one reference

to His Excellency should be made by the
honourable member who is moving the Ad-
dress-in-reply, but the reiteration of the
name of the Governor, which took place
in the speech of the member for Mt. Law-
ley, is a very different proposition. As
soon as you raised the question there was
no doubt in my mind as to the invalidity of
the procedure adopted by the member for
Mt. Lawley.

I think I heard the Leader of the Op-
position say that he was not attempting
to influence the House, and that the mem-
ber for Mt. Lawley was only endeavouring
to establish a fact. Might I suggest that,
as a general rule, if one tries to establish
a fact it is for the purpose of influencing
someone, particularly in a debate such as
this,' to the belief that that fact supports
the arguments which one is using. I have
no doubt whatever that that was the in-
tention of the member for Mt. Lawley, as
I have already said.

So it seems to me there cannot be
any question about this: Either we
are going to ignore the Standing Order,
and say the name of the Governor,
and his correspondence, whatever it
may be about, may be bandied about
here in the course of any debate, whethrr
it be of a party-political or other char-
acter, or we are going to adhere to the
Standing orders.

What is our business? Our business
is to adhere to the Standing Orders, and
most particularly to the intention of those
Standing Orders. The intention of this
Standing order is, in my opinion, crystal
cler-that is, to prevent the name of the
Governor or of Her Majesty being used for
the purpose of influencing the House in
its deliberations. If his name cannot be
used then I suggest his writings are a
Iortiori-or, in the common term, cannot
be used. In consequence, I have the very
greatest pleasure in supporting your ruling
in this matter, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. TONKIN: I am surprised at the
tenor of the argument advanced by the
Attorney -General; and, summarised, it Is
this: that every utterance of a member
is an utterance used in support of an argu-
ment and for the purpose of influencing
the House.

Mir Watts; Certainly in this particular
case it was.

Mr. TONKIN: If that be so the wording
of the Standing Order should be this:

No member shall use the name of
His Majesty or the Governor in de-
bate.

if every utterance one makes is made for
the purpose of influencing a member in
debate. If one is not to use the Governor's
name for that purpose then, I suggest,
one is not permitted to use the Governor 's
name at all because, as the Attorney-
General says, every 'utterance is made for
the purpose of influencing a vote of the
House.
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Mr. Roberts: It says "irreverently in
lebate."

Mr, TONKIN: The Attorney-General did
iot say that. He said "every utterance
hat a member makes is directed towards
nfluencing members.0"

Mr. Watts: On a vote such as this or a
juestion such as this

Mr. TONKIN: I do not accept that at
ill. Many utterances are made for the
)urpose of explaining the situation to corn-
nence with, before any argument is ad-
'anced at all, just as sometimes, in posing
Squestion, it is necessary to give some

)reamble which is no part of the argu-nent whatever, but necessary in order
ogically to follow the question which is
)eing submitted.

I repeat, Sir, that ample precedence
-ould be found for using the name of the
3overnor in debate in this Chamber. As
t matter of fact, files are often tabled here
which contain correspondence which has
)assed between Ministers and the Cover-
-ior. Would you rule, Sir, that any paper
wvhich had been tabled, and which was a
,opy of a letter from the Governor, could
iot subsequently be read by a member in
;his House? So to rule would be ridiculous.
We would have a situation that a letter

~rthe Governor would be on the table
:or all to see but a member dare not get
.jp in his place and read it. I repeat:
3uch a situation would be ridiculous in
;he extreme. Therefore one has to judge
Uhs on the reason for which it was in-
iluded in Standing Orders. There is ex-
?ress purpose in this; that is, to make it
napossible to drag the name of the Goy-
3rnor or Her Majesty into a debate in a
.vay which might result in something being
said which would be detrimental to the
Drown or to the Governor.

I would remind you, Sir, that many
yrears ago-at the time of the Bill of Rights
-it was firmly established that members
f Parliament could refer to the Sovereign

aLnd could discuss votes which had been
made for the use of the Sovereign, and
express their disapproval of some such
vote. But how could they do that without
reference to the Sovereign? Sir, if you
read the Hansards of the House of Com-
mons you will frequently see references
to Her Majesty and members of Her
Majesty's household. They arc made in
a way to show displeasure at something
which has been done and they have never
been ruled out of order. This Standing
Order gives the Speaker the power to stop
the use of the Governor's name or Her
Majesty's name if he feels that such use
is wrongful and disparaging to Her
Majesty or to the Governor.

I suggest to you, Sir, that in merely
reading the correspondence which in no
way reflects upon the Governor, but which
is only a recital of advice which has been
tendered to him by the Executive, the
member so reading is not in any way

speaking irreverently of the Governor; nor
is he influencing the opinion of the mem-
hers of the House. He is merely stating
something which exists in fact and some-
thing which, I understand, has actually
been on the Table of this House.

So we can realise what a difficult posi-
tion we are now in. Mr. Speaker, if T,
were to call for a copy of that letter, and
it happened to be on the Table of the
House, I submit that you could not pre-
vent me from reading it, but because a
member stands up in his place and makes
no reference to that fact and commences
to read the copy of the letter you attempt
to prevent him. I see- no logic in that
course whatsoever.

Actually, this particular incident does
not justify the time spent in debating it,
but it goes far deeper than that because
it concerns the right of members to debate
subjects in this House without undue re-
striction from the officer in charge of the
House. Although this incident does not
amount to very much, a situation could
arise whereby it could mean a great deal.
To refresh your memory-and you
were in the House at the time-I would
refer again to the question raised by the
member for Fremantle at the time-the
H-on. J. B. Sleeman, M.LA.-who com-
plained of the fact that the l-cLarty-
Watts Government, which was in office at
that time, bad made special concessions
to cement users, and the amount of that
concession was charged up against the
cost of construction of raising the wall of
Mundaring Weir and thereby the water
consumers who were supplied with water
from Mundaring Weir were being called
upon to pay for a concession which was
given to some businessmen in Perth.

The member for Fremantle at that time
objected to this concession; and when the
Government of the day did nothing about
it he wrote to the Governor and read in
this House correspondence which be had
addressed to him, together with His Ex-
cellency's reply, and no objection was
taken to that by the Attorney-General or
anybody else. If, as the Attorney -General
would have us believe, this is so crystal
clear, why did he not raise objection on
that occasion? For the simple reason that
there were no grounds for his taking ob-
jection on that case any more than there
are on this.

I regret that the situation has arisen in
this way. However, I feel that we must do
the best we can to establish the position
of members, because we are entitled-that
is the very fundamental of the democratic
system-to be in a position to express our
point of view, providing we do not go
beyond the bounds of propriety. I suggest
to you, Sir, that, in reading this letter,
there is no possibility of doing that.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I oppose the
motion moved by the member for East
Perth and support your ruling, Sirf. It
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must be of some concern to you to realise
that almost every ruling made by you has
been disagreed with by the opposition. I
cannot think of one that has not been. It
must be said, therefore, that apparently
the members of the Opposition have little
concern for your rulings, whilst still hav-
ing regard to the fact that there is nothing
to stop them from disagreeing with any
of them.

Mr. Hawke: You are worse than the
member for South Perth!

Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: I do suggest
that there must be some concern felt by
You in this regard. We have heard glib
talk from Opposition speakers that the
Queen's name or that of her representa-
tive is frequently used in this 'House and,
of necessity, must be used in this House
and therefore this Standing Order has no
application. That is true. The name of
Her Majesty or that of her representative
can be used in this Rouse with perfect
justice provided it is used during the
course of the traditional machinery of the
House and without any attempt being
made to use it in a manner that will
influence the House, or in a way that
would tend to try to give a political view
to either the Queen or her representative.

I submit to you, Sir, in all sincerity,
that that was what the member for Mt.
Lawley was endeavouring to do. His
speech and the motion that he moved has
the name of His Excellency interlarded on
a number of occasions, and on each of
those occasions the tenor of his speech was
that His Excellency would be most con-
cerned with this fact or that fact. Let
me proceed to prove the point I am
making. In the first place, the name of
His Excellency is ,mentioned in this
addendum to the Address-in-reply, be-
cause it reads-

We, the Members of the Legislative
Assembly-

- Point of Order

Mr. OLDFIELD: On a point of order,
Mr. Speaker, I would point out that the
question before the Chair is whether I
shall be permitted to read this letter and
not the discussing of this addendum. I
take it that the member for East Perth
bas moved to disagree with your ruling
that I cannot read this letter, but the
Minister for Health is now entering into
a debate on the motion moved by myself.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Rearman): It is
only a passing reference.

Debate Resumed on Dissent from
Speaker's Ruling

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Thank You,
Mr. Speaker. I intend to make only a pass-
ing reference to this addendum to make

MY Point. The motion calls for the mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly to apolo.
gise to His Excellency for having, in fact
up-set him. Further down in the motion
the words used are-

I I . by what we assume was You]
Excellency's firm attitude. .

And that set the tenor of the speech tlia
was being made by the member for Mt
Lawley and which was among the fact
he was trying to bring out from the read.
ing of this addendum. That is entirel
wrong and different from the use of thi
Queen's name in the course of debate; a
in the case of a Minister of the Crown o
anybody needing to mention the name o
His Excellency or Her Majesty to furthe
the course of the machinery of this House

Mr. Graham: There is no difference a
all.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: There is
great deal of difference. In his Parlia
mentary Practice May has something t'
say on this point.

Mr. May: I never said a word.
Mr. W.. Hegney:, Which edition is that
Mr. ROSS HUITCHINSON: Moola Eula

Under the heading of "Use of King's Namn
to Influence Debate," on p. 436 May says-

The irregular use of the King's narn
to influence a decision of the House
unconstitutional in principle and in
consistent with the independence o
Parliament. Where the Crown has:
distinct interest in a measure, there J
an authorized mode of communicatin
His Majesty's recommendation or con
sent, through one of his Ministers; bu
His Majesty cannot be supposed t
have a private opinion.

I refer to the point the member for M'
Lawley was trying to prove by virtue c
the letter he was reading.

Mr. Bovell: The whole letter was out c
order.

Mr. Graham: You mean embarrassini
Mr. ROBS HUTCHINSON-. There is n

embarrassment whatever. The motic
moved can be debated without any troubj
at all; but the fact the Opposition fee'
that embarrassment is being caused by'I
is too silly for words. May definitely sa3
that--

His Majesty cannot be supposedt
have a private opinion, apart frot
that of his responsible advisers; an
any attempt to use his name in debal
to influence the judgment of Parlia
atent would be immediately checke
and censured. This rule extends ah
to other members of the Royal Paml
The rule, however, must not be cor
strued so as to exclude a statement
facts by a Minister in which the srn
ereign's name may be concerned.

So, Sir, you are perfectly correct in tat
ing the stand You have, and I trust t
House will uphold your ruling.
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Mr. EVANS: I, too, would like to refer
to Sir S1C*iWe May's Parliamentary Prac-
tice, 14th Edition, page 429, and to read
exactly the same passage as that read by
the Chief Secretary, but to draw an en-
tirely different conclusion. The operative
words arc, "The irregular use of the King's
name to influence a decision of the House
is unconstitutional in principle and in-
consistent with the independence of Par-
liament."

No-one will disagree with that: "The
irregular use of the Sovereign's name." It
continues--and the Chief Secretary made
great play on these words -

His Majesty cannot be supposed to
have a private opinion apart from that
of his responsible advisers.

There is a letter here purporting to be
signed by Her Majesty, or Her Majesty's
representative in Western Australia, but
the opinion is not that of Her Majesty
or the Governor, but that of the Govern-
ment which advises him; and the advice
of the Government is not prohibited by
this section of the Standing Orders.

May mentions that His Majesty is not
deemed to have any personal opinion, but
the opinion expressed is given to him by
his democratic advisers. Accordingly any
advice in the letter in question would be
deemed by any court of law to be that of
Ministers of the Crown.

Therefore your ruling Sir, is, in my
opinion, irresponsible to the extent where
you say in effect that when the advice
given by the Ministers, who are members
of Parliament, to the representative of
the Sovereign in Western Australia Is made
public by the representative of the
Sovereign, such advice cannot be published
in the high court of Parliament.

The Chief Secretary also made great play
on the fact that Her Majesty's name was
interspersed in the proposed addendum to
the Address-in-Reply, and said that His
Excellency would be concerned. I remem-
ber that when the present Government
was in opposition there was a great to do
about a certain Address-in-Reply speech
being amended by the Opposition; and in-
stead of the Government of the day-a
Labor Government-doing the right and
the just thing, as was suggested by the
Opposition, and defeating the amend-
ment, it decided to amend the amend-
ment; and because of that I can recall
members of the present Government claim-
Ing what an awful thing it was to do. The
Government of the day was told that it
was dreadful to hand to His Excellency
such a patchy address, and it was asked
why it did not defeat the amendment
rather than after something like that to the
Governor. There was no objection at the
time, Sir, by the holder of your high office;
and you yourself were a member of the
Opposition on that occasion, Accordingly-

I feel Your ruling is out of order, and I
Must support the motion which draws
attention to that fact.

Motion Put and a division taken with
the following resuflt:-

Mr. Brady
Mr. Curren
Mr. Evans
Mr. Pletcher
Mr. Graham
Mr. Hall
Mr. Hawie
Mr. Heal
Mr. W. Hegney
Mr. J. Hegney

Mr. Bovell
Mr. Brand
Mr. Cornell
Mr. Court
Mr. Craig
Mr. Graycien.
Mr. Guthrie
Dr. Henn
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Lewis
Mr. W. A. Manning

M. Ayes.
M.Norton

Mr. nickerton
Mr. Rhatigan

%yes.-20.
Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Kelly
Mr. Moir
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Oldfleld
Mr. Rowberry
Mr, Sewell
Mr. Tonms
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. May

(Teller.)
~oes--22.

Sir ROSS MaLarty
Mr. Nalder
Mr. Nimmo
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. O'Neil
Mr. Owen
Mr. Perkins
Mr. Roberts
Mr. Wanes
Mr. Wild
Mr. 1. W. Manni

Pairs.
Noes.

Mr. Burt
Mr. Ororomelin
Mr. Mann

(Teller.)
Majority against-2.
Motion (to dissent from Speaker's rul-

ing) thus negatived.
Debate on Amendment Resumed.

Point of Order
Mr. WATTS:, On a paint of order, I

submit that a considerable part of the
amendment of the member for Mt. Lawley
is contrary to the Standing Orders. I raise
the point at this stage. not because I have
any particular objection to the debate
which would ensue from a reasonably
properly drawn amendment, but because
I do not think the amendment In this
form should be allowed to go before the
House. Standing Order No. 129 states-

No member shall reflect upon any
vote of the House, except for the pur-
pose of moving that such vote be
rescinded.

There is no suggestion in the amendment
of rescinding anything, so that aspect is
disposed of. So I submit that the amend-
ment or any part thereof-and it Is In
regard to the part thereof that I make
this submission-does reflect an the vote
of the House. To commence with, the
amendment of the member for Mt. Lawley
states-

We, the members of the Legislative
Assembly, apologise to Your Excellency
for having approved of the cancel-
lation of the proclamation-

That cancellation of the proclamation was
carried by an absolute majority of the
House on the second and third readings,
After due debate.

Mr. Tonkin: As a result of fraud.
Mr. WATTS: After due debate.
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Mr. Tonkin: it was passed by fraud.
You did not tell the court-

Mr. WATlTS: I said it was passed after
due debate.

Mr. Tonkin: -it was passed through a
mis-statement in this House.

Mr. WATn'S: I concede nothing else to
the honourable member. My statement
did not influence him in the slightest de-
gree to support the second or third read-
ing of the Bill, because in both instances
he recorded a vote against it.

Mr. Tonkin: The member for Mt. Law-
ley, was aff ected by it.

Mr. WATTS: The member for Mt. Law-
Icy is the only member who does not
come within the category of those I am
referring to. The member for Melville
and all those members of the Labor Party
who were elected after the 1959 election
were the persons who opposed the Bill. Let
that be placed on record.

I submit that an amendment to the
Address-in-Reply. apologising for a vote
of the House, if carried in that form must
surely be a reflection on the vote of the
H-ouse. and as such is contrary to the
Standing Orders.

Mr. Graham: In that case a repeal of
any statute comes -within that category.

Mr. WATTS: The repeal of a 'statute
has nothing to do with this question.

Mr. Graham: What is a repeal, if it is
not the reversal or a motion agreed to by
the House?

Mr. WATTS: The honourable member
should spend less of his time in drawing
red herrings across the trail when dealing
-with issues such as this. He will not. face
up to the issue which is brought before
him. There are special arrangements.
special Standing Orders, and, indeed,
special statutes to deal with the repeal
of existing laws. There are no such
statutes, other than these Standing
Orders, dealing with amendments such as
the one now before us. Therefore, the
Standing Orders are the rules which
govern these amendments. The honour-
able member had better find some more
logical argument to put up. He might
follow the example sometimes adopted by
the member for Melville, instead of draw-
Ing useless red herrings across the trail
continually as he is doing.

Mr. Graham: I do not think your over-
seas trip did you any good.

Mr. WATTS: Certainly the honourable
member's remaining in the State did not
do him any good.

Mr. Graham: Certainly It is doing some
good for the State.

Mr. WATTS: I therefore submit that
on the ground that part of the amend-
ment is out of order, it should either be
withdrawn and moved int s.qqthqr formn,

or else withdrawn entire ly-whichever
way those concerned think is the right
course to adopt.

A reflectioni on the vote of the House
which is implicit in the word "apcgogise"
is carried also into the second paragraph
of the amendment. There can be no
doubt, on the aggregation of those two,
that the amendment conflicts with the
Standing orders and should be dealt with
accordingly.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): I have
bad a brief discussion with the member
for Mt. Lawley, and with the permission
of the H-ouse I propose to leave the Chair
for a few minutes so that I can discuss
this matter with him, not with the idea
of influencing him, but to bring certain
matters to his notice.

Mr. TONKIN: Before you, Mr. Speaker,
do that, I want to raise onie point. MY
impression is that the member for Mt.
Lawley has not yet moved his motion.
That being so, the Attorney-General was
out of order in taking objection to it. I
understood that all the member for Mt.
Lawley did was to foreshadow what he
proposed to move; therefore, the Attorney
General was a bit ahead of himself and
was strictly out of order in raising a point
of order at this stage.

In appreciation of the ruling which was
previously upheld by this House, it is
obvious that some alteration must be made
to the amendment, but that alteration
might niot necessarily be along the lines
suggested by the Attorney- General. I
submit that at this stage no point of order
can be taken for you, Mr. Speaker, to con-
sider, because no motion has yet been
moved.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hlearman): The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition has taken
up the very point I had in mind: that as
a result of discussion with the member for
Mt. Lawley, he would probably be prepared
to make some alteration to his amendment.
I intended to ask the Attorney-General tc
forego the point of order which he raised
for the time being, until such time as the
addendum to the Address-in-Reply wz*s
reworded-as I think it might be.

Mr. WATTS: My opening remarks surel3
indicated that I did not propose that thE
member for Mt. Lawley should be pre-
vented from debating this subject, if hE
wished to. I only went so far as to say thai
the terms of his amendment were partl3
out of order, and therefore for the purPos
of argument the whole amendment wa4
out of order.

Mr. Hawke: lie has not moved an3
a meid meat.

Mr. WATTS: I was under the impresslor
that he bad moved the amendment wher
he said, "I move my amendment."

Sitting szwpended from 10.8 to 10.40 p.m
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Debate Resumed
Mr. OLDFIELD: I wish to quote from a

Crown Law file No. 1231/48 which was laid
on the Table of the House on the 18th
August, 1960.

Point of Order
Mr. WATTS: During the earlier dis-

cussions on points of order, it was sug-
gested the member for Mt. Lawley had not
moved the amendment to which I took
some exception. Hansard records the
following was said by the member for Mt.
Lawley-

At this point I would like to move
the following addendum to the
Address-in-Reply.

Here the addendum was read. He went on
to say-

In support of this motion
I think the point of order I originally
raised was perfectly in order, because
obviously from that record the member
for Mt. Lawley had said, "I would like to
move- the following addendum to the
Address-in-Reply"; and I take it that was
the intention. He was moving it when
he read it.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): What
is the point of order? Is that an explana-
tion or a point of order?

Mr. WATTS: The position was that the
ruling I desired you to make could not be
made because it was believed the ad-
dendum had not been moved. Now, I
submit the record shows it was moved.
In con-sequence, I submit the point of order
I raised was in order.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): Now
that the honourable member has raised
his point of order, and as a result of my
action on the matter, I must agree that
the amendment was not in order. I have
since redrafted it with the member for
Mt. Lawley and I would now ask him to
withdraw his previous amendment and
move the redreafted amendment. The
matter will then be in order; there were
aspects in the previous amendment which
I did not like.

Personal Explanation

Mr'. TONKCIN: with your indulgence,
Mr. Speaker, and in fairness to myself and
the Attorney-General, when I raised the
point of order previously I did not do so
without first inquiring from the member
for Mt. Lawley and from the clerk at the
table, because my impression was that the
member for Mt. Lawley bad not moved his
amendment. Upon getting support for
my own view from those two inquiries, I
then raised the Point. I will not now dis-
pute the correctness of the Mansard re-
port. Therefore, I apologise to the Attor-
ney-General for taking the point of order
on him, which I did in all sincerity. I

understand that you, Sir, were under the
same impression at the time, which is
understandable. I have been in error.

The SPEAKER (Mr, Hearman): As a
matter of fact, that was the impression I
had, too. In any case, there were objec-
tions which I had to the addendum, other
than the one raised by the Attorney-Gen-
eral. Therefore, rather than have any
further discussion about the Governor, I
thought it better to redraft the amend-
ment with the consent of the member for
Mt. Lawley. That has been done. I askc
the member for Mt. Lawley to withdraw
his addendum with a view to his moving
the amended one.

Mr. OLDFIELD: In view of the Speak-
er's explanation, I ask leave to withdraw
the amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Amendment to Motion

Mr. OLDPIELD: Do you want me, Sir,
to move my amendment now or at the
end of my speech?

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): It
would be advisable for the honourable
member to move it now because then it
can be circulated.

Mr. OLDFIELD: Very well. I move an
amendment-

That the following words be added
to the motion-

We regret that until forced to
alter its conduct by a decision of
the State Full Court Her Majesty's
Government persisted In a course
of gravely unconstitutional con-
duct adversely affecting a proper
representation of the people of
Western Australia in Parliament.
This situation arose due to the
wrong advice tendered by the Gov-
ernment to the Crown which ad-
vice did not observe the law of the
the State in breach of the Statute
and Her Majesty's Coronation
Oath.

It is pointed out to Your Excel-
lency that the situation leading
up to the cancellation of the
Proclamation issued in 1959 direc-
ting a red ivision of the State into
Electoral Districts and Electoral
Provinces wvas brought about as,
the result of an assurance given
by the Government in both
Houses of Parliament that a fresh
Proclamation would, in due
course, be issued to replace the
one which had already been
issued.

To continue from where we were almost
two hours ago, I would like to quote from
Crown Law Department file No. 1231/48.
This paper was laid on the Table of the
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Rouse on the 18th August last year
amongst Paper No. 151, and reads as fol-
lows:-

Electoral Districts Act No. 51 of 1941.
Dear Sir,

I have carefully considered your
letter dated 19th January, 1960, and
have also sought advice from the
Government as to my present duties
under section 12 of the Electoral Dis-
tricts Act.

I am advised that any duty imposed
upon me by section 12 (2) of the Elec-
toral Districts Act arises only where
there has been a resolution under the
subsection passed by the Legislative
Assembly or if a certain report is made
by the Chief Electoral Officer to the
appropriate Minister as to the state
of the rolls made up for any triennial
election. I am further advised that no
such resolution has been passed and
that the report made by the Chief
Electoral Officer dated 24th March.
1959, to the then appropriate Minister
was the report which the section can-
templated would be made as, to the
state of the rolls made up for the last
triennial election held in March, 1959.
Action under the section was taken on
that report by the proclamation which
was made and published in the
Gazette on 1st April, 1959, and I am
advised that there may be no further
report under the section until rolls are
made up for the next triennial elec-
tion.

As it happened Parliament, by Act
No. 1 of 1959, cancelled the proclama-
tion issued on 1st April. 1950, but the
cancellation was not made condition-
ally upon the issue of any further
proclamation at some later stage.

In the above circumstances I am
advised that I have at present no
further duty to discharge under the
section. If and when a resolution is
passed or I am advised that a further
report has been made by the Chief
Electoral officer under section 12 of
the Act, I will then consider my posi-
tion in relation to the issue of a further
proclamation.

It is historical fact now that wrong advice
was tendered. It is also known-and
later in my speech I will place relevant in-
formation before the House-that this
wrong advice was Proved to be such by no
less a body or tribunal than the State Full
Court.

On the 12th February the Leader of the
Opposition, as a result of the correspon-
dence I have just referred to, felt he had
a duty to write the following:

I wish to thank you for the 'infor-
mation set out In your letter to me
of 10th instant.

It is carefully noted that your Min-
Isters; have advised you that any duty
imposed upon you by subsection (2)

of section 12 of the Electoral Districts
Act arises only in certain situations
and particularly that no further re-
port from the Chief Electoral Offiper
may be received until the electoral
rolls are made up for the next trien-
nial election.

The advice given to you appears
clearly to undermine one of the funda-
mental principles of the Electoral Dis-
tricts Act, and legal opinion will be
sought for the Purpose of ascertaining
whether the advice given to you by
your Minister possesses sufficient legal
validity to enable the Government to
go on avoiding its obvious responsibil-
ity.

For your information I attach a
copy of a letter sent by me today to
the Attorney-General, Mr. Watts.

Yours sincerely,
Leader of the Opposition.

on the same date, the 12th February
the Leader of the opposition wrote the
following letter to Mr. Watts, the Attorney-
General:-

Dear Mr. Watts,
Electoral Districts Act No. 51 of 1947.

In your speech made in the Legis-
lative Assembly on 1st July last, in
support of a motion for the suspen-
sion of Standing orders in connection
with the Bill to cancel the proclama-
tion issued on 1st April, 1959, under
the provisions of this Act, you stated
the only reason for urgency in con-
sidering the Bill was the time fac-
tor, due to the passing of 5 months
of the 8 months period allowed to the
Electoral Commissioners to make and
complete their report on electoral
boundaries.

on the same day you yourself de-
livered your second reading speech in
connection with the Bill in question.
On page 39 of the appropriate Han-
sard, No. 1 of 1959, the following
appears in the second column of that
page:-

The Leader of the Opposition then quoted
what I read earlier this evening from Ran-
sard. He then continued-

Therefore, to Quote your own words
"the present statute will remain and
the onus would be placed upon the
Government of issuing a fresh proc-
lamation to ensure the law is carried
into effect."

I would be pleased to receive advice
from you as to the approximate date
on which the Government is likely
to issue a fresh proclamation.

Kind regards,
Yours sincerely,

Leader of the Opposition.



[Tuesday, 22 August, 1961.] 4571

On the 17th February, 1960, the Attor-
ney-General wrote the following to the
Leader of the Opposition:-

The Government is under no obli-
gation to have issued a proclamation
under the 1947 statue until either
(a) a further report on the electoral

rolls made up for the next trien-
nial election can be issued; or

(b) a resolution of the Legislative
Assembly is passed.

The final paragraph is as follows:-
I can only add that I shall make

what I am advised and consider is an
appropriate recommendtion to Cabi-
net at the right time.

Then on the 25th February, 1960, in reply
to the letter I have just read, the Leader
of the Opposition wrote the following to
the Attorney-General:-

* I desire to acknowledge receipt of
Your letter of 17lth instant in this
matter.

Paragraph two of the letter claims
the Government is under no obligation
to have issued a proclamation under
the 1947 statute until either
(a) a further report on the electoral

rolls made up for the next trien-
nial election can be issued; or

(b) a resolution of the Legislative
Assembly is passed.

I do not agree at all with your in-
terpretation of the law. However,
your proposition in your letter ignores
your clear-cut assurances as given to
Parliament last year.

Very significantly, too, your letter
makes no reference whatever to these
assurances even though they were
clearly set out in my 12th February
letter to You, and formed the most
important part of that letter.

The third paragraph of Your letter
does not do justice to the serious
situation which has developed because
of the actions of Your Government.

It is sufficient at this stage to state
no Bill likely to be introduced by you
to amend the Electoral Districts Act
would receive any support in respect
to its more important Provisions, from
any member of the Labor Party. The
vicious Political intentions of your
Government in this legislative field
were made very clear in the amend-
ing Bill which You brought before
Parliament last Year on behalf of the
Government.
*Your letter seems to make It obvious

that only an appropriate Court action
is likely to make you and your col-
leagues carry out the requirements of
the existing law and also the assur-
ances given by you last Year to Par-
liament.

Kind regards,
Yours sincerely,

Leader of the Opposition.

I think that the correspondence I have
just read clearly indicates the position in
which the Government found itself be-
cause of the advice it had been tendering
to His Excellency whose Speech we are
now considering.

At this stage I would like to quote
from page 235, Paragraph 506 of Haisbuty,
which clearly states the position in which
the Government and the Minister found
themselves. Under the heading. "The
Crown in Relation to the Executive." it
says-

There is no Act of the Executive
for which some officer or Minister of
the Crown is not responsible and for
which he may not be made liable
either to punishment by impeachment
and for which he may not be made
liable to Punishment upon an im-
peachment Or in a court of law in
the case of tortions or criminal acts
or, In the case of bad advice given to
the Crown, to censure or loss of office.

So it is quite clear to this House, and to
the piublic of Western Australia, that even
as early as 1960 sufficient had transpired,
and the Government had failed to obey
the law for so long-and because of the
advice it had been offering to His Ex-
cellency-that it was, according to Hats-
bury, in a Position to be either censured
or suffer loss of office.

Mr. Graham: Loss of office for Prefer-
ence.

Mr. OLDFIELD: During the debates of
1960, a series of questions was asked al-
most daily by either the Leader of the
Opposition or the Deputy Leader-always
asking whether the Government was going
to carry out the law; when it was going
to carry out the proclamation: or when
it was going to introduce a. motion to
carry the resolution in order that the
Process of the law could be put into
operation. Each time the same replies were
given that we have heard so often: namely.
that the law had been carried out when
the proclamation was issued in 1959: and
that once it had been issued and then
cancelled, it was only the provisions that
were cancelled and not the proclamation.

That advice was also tendered to His
Excellency; and I feel sure, as Haisbury
stated, that the Government was getting
further ssnd fuirther into a position where
it was deserving of either censure or loss
of office. The Position had reached such
a stage, especially on the moral issue of
assurances of whether the law was being
carried out, or what the duty or obliga-
tions were upon the Government. that on
Tuesday, the 9th August, 1960. The West
Australian ran a leading article on the
matter. It read as follows:-

Redistribution of Seats Is an
Obligation.

The Government has been evasive
about the Opposition demand for a

* redistribution of Legislative Assembly
seats under the McLarty-Watts Elec-
toral Districts Act of 1947.
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Further on, the leader continues-

It therefore has a duty to comply
with the existing law, whether or not
the Liberal-Country Party coalition
likes the prospect that it may mean
another seat for the metropolitan area
at the expense of the country.

H ansard reports of the speeches on
the 1947 Act show that redistribution
of seats was intended to be automatic,
as section 12 plainly suggests. Assum-
ing there is a loophole, because there
is no specific timetable for issuing a
proclamation, it exists only because of
legal quibbling. Instead of sparring
with the Opposition, the Government
should say what it is going to do and
clear itself of imputations of deceit.

It said further-

If it went to the next election know-
ing that the electoral boundaries did
not conform to the law it would be
guilty of evading its obligations and
jerrymandering by default.

Those are not my words; those are the
words of the leader-writer of The West
Australian newspaper. On the same day
-Tuesday the 9th-in this House-

Mr. Watts: Highly commendable for
once, apparently.

Mr. Brand: The hall-mark of fact.

Mr. OLDFIELD: -the Attorney-General
had this to say, on page 247 of Hansard,
1960:

Mr. Watts: I am waiting for the
honourable member to allow me to
proceed. On the occasion in question
there was no promise to do anything
at all.

This was referring to the promises or
assurances given 12 months earlier. To
continue-

The statement that was referred to
was one in which I said, "The onus
would be placed upon the Government
of issuing a fresh proclamation to en-
sure the law is carried into effect".
The word "onus" means burden; and
the meaning of that sentence, so far
as I am concerned-and I think any
reasonable person-is that the burden
of coming to a decision in regard to
the issuing of a proclamation was
upon the Government-

Mr. Graham interjected as usual, and Maid,
"No." To continue-

Mr. Watts:-if the proposition we
put up were not acceptable; and that is
all it could mean.

That was a repudiation of the assurances
given earlier. The West Australian leader-
writer felt it incumbent on him to write

another leader on the 19th August, 1960.
He opened the letter by using these
words-

Although the Government is morally
obliged to proceed with a redistribu-
tion of seats under the 1947 Act-

and he went on to mention the banning
of pairs. From then on further questions
were pursued by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition with a view to getting the Govern-
ment to agree to carry out the law of the
country. As a matter of fact, I think it
was during last session-1960-that the
most absurd proposition was suggested. It
was that you, Mr. Speaker, should lend
yourself to be a party to the jerrymander-
ing of seats, and that you would leave
your Chair and vote on the floor of the
House with a view to giving the Govern-
ment the necessary 26 votes to form a
constitutional majority. Fortunately for
the dignity of this House-and for the
people of Western Australia-you, Sir,
would not be a party to it, and you up-
held the dignity of your office in the
manner in which it should be upheld.

Mr. W. Ilegney: He did that.
Mr. Watts: Was he ever asked to be a

Party to it?
Mr. Hawke: Did the Attorney-General

ever get legal opinion on it?
Mr. Watts: That is another matter. Was

the Speaker ever asked to be a party to
it? The answer is "No."

Mr. OLDF1ELD: But the suggestion was
made; and it was reported in the Press,
and a legal opinion was obtained by the
Attorney-General.

Mr. Watts: It was never submitted to
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Hawke: No-one said it was
Mr. Watts: That's what the member for

Mt. Lawley said.
Mr Hawke: No he didn't
Mr. OLDFIELD: I said the suggestion

was made that the Speaker would leave
his Chair-that you, Mr. Speaker, would
leave your Chair.

Mr. Watts: You said he was asked, and
he was not asked.

Mr. OLDFIELD: I never said he was
asked; I said it was suggested that he
would leave his Chair.

Mr. Hawke: All legal quibbling by the
Government.

Mr. OLDFIELD: However, following the
1960 session, when the Government failed
to make any move whatsoever the Oppo-
sition was compelled, at considerable ex-
pense,* to seek the advice of counsel on
the legal position. An opinion from the
most eminent counsel in Australia was to
the effect that the Government of the day
was failing to carry out its duty; in other
words, it was evading the law, and it was
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also putting itself in a position whereby
it should be either censured or suffer loss
of office.

Six questions were placed before the Full
Court. These points of law were argued
and unanimously agreed to by the court;
and each and every one of the six con-
tentions put forward by the counsel repre-
senting five litigants, of whom I myself
was one, was unanimously agreed to by
the Full Court. It completely upheld
them,

Mr. Graham: Shame on the Govern-
ment!

Mr. OLDFIELD: It was contended, by
the counsel representing the ministry, that
the Executive enjoyed a prerogative, but
that was unanimously denied them by the
State Full Court: in other words, the Exe-
cutive tried to claim that they could take
unto themselves certain powers which Par-
liament had never conceded to them.They have tried to argue, and it was
contended, that the Executive was all-
powerful, but we found that such was not
the case and it certainly was not sub-
scribed to by the Full Court. In fact,
the three judges-the Chief Justice, the
Senior Puisne Judge, and Mr. Justice
Hale-entirely disagreed with the Govern-
ment, or the Government's counsel; so
much so that the Chief Justice, when
delivering his judgment, and referring to
the contention that the Executive had the
prerogative, said-

Now the whole argument of the de-
fendants in relation to the construc-
tion of the 1947 legislation, as amended
in 1955. is that the administration of
the Act rests solely with the Execu-
tive Government, that Is to say. Par-
liament, has now no longer any say
in the promulgation of the recom-
mendations of the Commissioners, but
by force of the 1947 Act the matter
has been given over to the Executive.
That is a startling proposition, and
would appear to vest in the Executive
in office from time to time an olig-
archic power which could enable it
to control the distribution of seats if
so minded so as to keep a Government
at the Treasury benches much longer
than would otherwise be possible.

Mr. Graham: That was the Govern-
ment's intention.

Mr. OL.DFIELD: They are not my words;
they are the words of no less a person
than the Chief Justice of this- State.

Mr. Brand: That was the intention of
the Hawke Government in issuing the pro-
clamation before It went out of office.

Mr. Tonkin: That was the Government's
intention in refusing to obey the law.

Mr. Brand: It was your intention when
you issued a Proclamation immediately
after the last election.

Mr. Tonkin: The difference is that we
abided by the law and You did not.

Mr. OLDFIELD: The next event Was a
leader in The West Australian of the 26th
May, 1961, the day following the Full
Court's judgment; and the heading of the
leader is "Full Court Tells Cabinet its
Electoral Duty"; and it goes on to state-

Yesterday's Supreme Court judg-
ment in the electoral case has laid on
the State Government the legal as well
as the moral duty to issue the pro-
clamation required for a redistribu-
tion of Assembly seats.

Mr. Brand: There was nothing moral
about the original proclamation which was
issued.

Mr. OLDFIELD: The leader continues-
The last excuse for its evasions has

been swept away.
I am not saying that the Government had
a moral duty; it was the leader-writer in
The West Australian who said that, I
might remind the Premier.

Mr. Brand: I don't know what you said.
I wasn't listening.

Mr. W. Hegney: You are hitting them
on the raw.
. Mr. OLDFIELD: The position continued
with no comment whatever from the Gov-
ernment, although I will concede that at
this stage the Attorney-General was over-
seas, the Premier was in the north-West,
and the Minister for Railways was Acting
Premier; and possibly, as Acting Premier,
he did not feel that he should make any
comment until such time as he had con-
tacted the Attorney-General or the Pre-
mier.

The next we heard of the matter was an
article which appeared in The West Aus-
tralian of the 7th June, 1961. The head-
line was, "Hawke Goes to Government
House", and it reads-

opposition Leader Hawke called at
Government House yesterday to see
the Lieutenant-Governor. Sir John
Dwyer.

Mr. Graham: Careful of that word!
Mr. QL)F'IELD: The article goes on-

No statement was issued from Gov-
ernment House and Mr. Hawke de-
clined to make any comment on his
return to Parliament House.

His visit was probably connected
with Labor's desire to force the State
Government to move for a redistribu-
tion of Legislative Assembly seats.

That meant the Leader of the Opposition
and his Deputy Leader waited upon the
Lieutenant- Governor on Tuesday, the 6th
June, 1961.

Mr. Roberts: That does not say what
they attended for.

Mr. J. Hegney: They had morning tea
there.

Mr. Hawke: It was to discuss the
weather.



460 ASSEMBLY.)

Mr. Graham: Whether to kick them out
or leave them there.

Mr. OLDPIELD: I have a letter dated
the 7th June, which is the day af ter
those members visited Government House,
and it reads as follows:-

Dear Sir John,
Electoral Districts Act, 1947.
With reference to the interview

which my Deputy Leader, the H-on.
J. T. Tonkin, and I had with you
yesterday. I now wish to summltarise
our case in writing.

I shall read this to satisfy the member for
Bun bury.

We, the members of Her Majesty's
Opposition, believing that as the only
reason given by the Government for
not advising His Excellency the Gov-
ernor to issue a proclamation direct-
ing the redistribution of electoral
boundaries has been swept away by
the recent declaratory judgment of the
Full Court. it is now clear the Govern-
ment is refusing to observe the law.
This has also placed the Crown in the
position of having the law not ob-
served.

It has been established both by sta-
tute and the terms of the Coronation
Oath that the Crown is bound to ob-
serve the law. Therefore it seems to
us imperative that the Government
should be immediately apprised of the
Position in which it has, by its con-
duct, placed the Crown.

The situation in Western Australia
at present is similar to that which
existed in the State of New South
Wales in April, 1932, and which ulti-
mately led to the dismissal of the
Lang Government from office.

A description of that political crisis
is to be found at pp. 157-168 inclusive
in Dr. H. V. Evatt's book, "The King
and His Dominion Governors."

The following extracts from the
correspondence which passed between
the Governor of New South Wales and
the Premier of that State at the time
show how closely the circumstances
which now exist in this State resemble
those which caused the crisis in New
South Wales.

On 12th May, 1932, the Governor of
New South Wales wrote to his pre-
mier as follows:-

It appears to me that the terms
of this circular direct Public ser-
vants to commit a direct breach
of the law as set out in Proclama-
tion No. 42 . . . . I feel it my
bounden duty to remind you at
once that you derive your author-
ity from His Majesty through me
and that I cannot possibly allow
the Crown to be placed in the

* position of breaking the law of
the land.

On 13th May, 1932, the Governor
wrote as follows to the Premier:-

....If Ministers are not pre-
pared to abide by the law, then I
must state without any hesita-
tion that it is their bounden duty
under the law and practice of the
Constitution to tender their resig-
nation.

The Lang Government refused to
change its attitude and refused to re-
sign. Thereupon the Governor dis-
missed the Government from office.
sent for the Leader of the Opposition
and commissioned him to form a gov-
ernment. even though the Leader of
the Opposition and his parliamentary
followers were very much in a minority
in the Parliament which was then in
session.

The Leader of the opposition formed
a Government and obtained a proroga -
tion of the Parliament. New elections
were held as soon as practicable.

in conclusion may I stress the
urgency and vital importance of the
representations Mr. Tonkin and I
made to you, especially in view of the
fundamental importance of the issues
involved in their association with our
system of democratic and constitu-
tional Parliamentary Government.

Kind regards,
Yours sincerely,

Leader of the Opposition.
Mr. Court: Dear Bert!
Mr. OLDFIELD: Then on Wednesday.

the 9th June, the following appeared in
The West Australtan under the heading
of 'Boundary Issue for Cabinet"-

Cabinet would have a full report
from the Crown Law Department on
the electoral boundaries issue when
it met next Tuesday, Acting Premiet
Court said last night. No decision or
the issue of a proclamation would bE
made before that meeting. The Cabi-
net meeting will be preceded by
meeting of the Liberal and Countr3
Party on Monday. The boundarie
question is one of the items on a corn
prehensive agenda.

It is quite obvious how the events lead
ing; up to this situation were developin
when one considers the visit to Govern
ment House to which I have referred an(
also the correspondence which had beet
entered into. On the 13th June, 1961. it
The West Australian newspaper, the fol
lowing article appeared:-

Cabinet May Decide over
Boundaries

By Our Political Writer

State Cabinet may decide tonigh
whether to accept the Futll Court'
opinion on revision of electoral boun
daries or to appeal to the High Court
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There were three developments
Yesterday:-

Premier Brand called on the
Lieutenant-Governor, Sir John
Dwyer, in the morning.

A special Cabinet meeting was
held soon after midday.

The Parliamentary Liberal and
Country Parties held a joint
meeting at Parliament House in
the early afternoon.

The special Cabinet meeting en-
abled Mr. Brand to report on his
visit to the Lieutenant-Governor be-
fore leftving this morning for the
Loan Council and Premiers' Confer-
ence in Canberra. Shortly before the
meeting he saw the Acting Minister
for Justice, Mr. Griffith.

Mr. Hlawke:, That would be interesting.
Mr. GLDFIELD: The Premier's visit to

Government House and the subsequent
Cabinet meeting would probably make
most interesting history. If ever the true
story could be told about the Premier's
interview" with His Excellency the Lieu-
tenant-Governor and of what happened
subsequently at the Cabinet meeting, it
would certainly make political history for
Western Australia. Further, there could
be no doubt in the mind of the people of
this State as to what actually transpired.

Mr. Brand: Tell us, then, if you know
something.

Mr. GLDFIELD: I was not present; and
now, even if I were in a position to relate
what took place, the Premier would deny
it.

Mr. Graham: Was he present, or was he
summoned? The Premier went to Gov-
ernment H-ouse with his tail between his
legs because he was told to.

Mr. Brand: What rot! Don't be so
childish!

Mr. OLDFILD: On Wednesday, the
14th June, 1961, a further article
appeared in The West Australian reading
as follows:-

Cabinet Agrees to Boundary
Revisions

State Cabinet decided last night to
recommend to the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor, Sir John Dwyer, at the next
meeting of Executive Council that a
proclamation for redistribution of
Legislative Assembly seats be issued.

But, at the same time, Cabinet will
seek leave from the High Court to
appeal against the judgment of the
State Full Court that the Govern-
ment had a duty to advise the Gov-
ernor to issue such a proclamation.

After last night's Cabinet meeting,
Acting-Premier Court said that the
Government had acted in good faith
on the advice of the Crown Law De-
partment that the law had been com-
plied with and that a proclamation
did not have to be issued.

Mr. Court: That is fair enough.
Mr. OLDFIELD: -

"'Now that the Full Court has de-
cided otherwise, we are taking action
to issue a proclamation." Mr. Court
said.

"However, there are some important;
points of law involved, and eminent
legal counsel has advised that an ap-,
peal against the Full Court's decision
would probably succeed.

"Rather than have these important
points unresolved, Cabinet felt it im-
portant that clarification be obtained
from the High Court and has there-
fore instructed the Crown Solicitor to
seek leave from the High Court of
Australia to appeal against the judg-
mnent,"

I want to make comment there, Sir, ont
the action of the Government. I point
out that, on the one hand, it is tender-
ing advice to His Excellency to issue
a proclamation, whilst at the same time
it is deciding to appeal against a decision
of the State Full Court to the High Court;
of Australia. In other words, it was making
this appeal because it felt that the State
Full CourtL's judgment was wrong, and yet:
on the other hand the Government itself
was tendering wrong advice to His Excel-
lency. It cannot have it both ways. t
also feel that if the Attorney-General had
been present in the State at that time and
not absent overseas there would have been
no appeal to the High Court because he
at least would have had some confidence
in the judiciary of this State and he would
never have agreed to what was tantamount
to a vote of no confidence in the judiciary
of Western Australia, two judges of which
were appointed by a Liberal Party Govern-
ment.

Mr. Watts: on the contrary, as far as
I am concerned, the appeal would have
been made first.

Mr. OLD-'FTELD: I had a high regard
for the Attorney-General's opinion; but in
view of his present statement, apparently
I was wrong in my assessment of his legal
knowledge. Nevertheless, the Government
of the day virtually said to the people of
Western Australia: "You cannot get such
a thing as justice in Western Australia.
Even we, the Government of the State,
cannot obtain ,a satisfactory judgmhnt.
from the State Full Court." Therefore,
what chance has an ordinary individual.
of getting justice from the court?

If the Minister for Railways should ever
be appointed as Attorney-General I would
suggest that he recommend to Cabinet'the
appointment of a judge who could give a.
finding that will be acceptable to the Gov-
ernment. 1, personally, have the utmost
faith and confidence in our judiciary. I
Cannot see anything wrong with any
decisions it has made, and if it finds
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against us we do not grizzle, even although
we have heard the term, "By their squeal
ye shall know them."

Mr. Court: You know what would have
happened if we had left this case with the
Full Court?

Mr. Hawke: You did not even appeal in
the Reddish case.

Mr. Tonkin: There would have been no
redistribution of seats; that would have
been the Practical result.

Mr. Court: What was that?
Mr. Tonkin: If you had lost the case.
Mr. Court: If we had lost it in the

Supreme Court we would have gone
straight on to the next court.

Mr. Watts: You would not have had
confidence in the local judiciary, then.
That is what he means.

The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman): The
member for Mt. Lawley.

Mr. OLDPIELD: I mentioned earlier
the power which the executive con-
sidered it had and which the Chief Justice.
Sir Albert Wolff, denied unequivocally that
tt did have. The Chief Justice, in deliver-
tig his Judgment, referred to the startling
proposition in regard to the prerogative
of the Government that was placed before
him by counsel. He also made it quite
clear in the mind of everyone present in
court-and his attitude was concurred in
by his fellow judges--that the Governor,
when be shall deem fit, shall promulgate
the regulations contained in the Electoral
Districts Act, 1947. Section 11 of that
Act reads as follows:-

At such time as the Governor shall
deem fit, the Governor, by Order in
Council published in the Government
Gazette, shall promulgate the final
recommendations referred to in sec-
tions three and ten of this Act..

The Chief Justice, when referring to the
1955 amendment, which had the effect of
expediting the three months' waiting
period, stated, inter alia-

The amendment of 1955 plainly
emphasised the need for greater ex-
pedition in the promulgation and
coming into force of the recommenda-
tions of the Commissioners, and in
my opinion that amendment was in-
tended to get the recommendations
into effect as early as possible. The
words of the 1947 legislation referring
to the machinery of the Act are man-
datory: subsection 2 of section 12
"such proclamation shall be issued":
Section 11: " . . . the Governor
by Order in Council . . . shall
promulgate."

7hat clearly shows the Chief Justice, in
his opinion, considered that one could not
have an Act on the statute book which
said that something shall be done when
it shall be deemed fit. The words used in

the Act were, "shall be done" which meant
that it should be done within any reason-
able time forthwith.

The effect of the 1955 Act was just as he
outlined. So, in the limited time available
to me, I have put before the House, and
have had recorded, the whole history of
this situation from the day it started until
the time when the Pull Court decision was
given and the proclamation was finally
issued, and the appeal went to the High
Court of Australia, and that court
unanimously agreed with the finding of
the State Full Court on all counts, and
accordingly threw out the appe~1.

So today the people of Western Australia
have no doubt whatever in their minds of
the guilt of the present Ministry in trying
to evade the law, and falling to act on
the law as it had done for a Period
of 18 months. I trust the House will pass
the addendum I have moved to the
Address-in-Reply.

Debate (on amendment to the motion)
adjourned, on motion by Mr. Watts (At-
torney-General).

House adjourned at 11.26 P.M.
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