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Noes.
Hon. G. flennette Hon. H. L. Roche
Hon. L. 0. Diver Hon. H. C. Strickland
Hon. G. Fraser Ron. J. D. Teahan
Hon. J. .1. Garrigan Hon. W. P. Willesee
Hon. 0. E. Jeffery Hon. F. J. S. Wise
Hon. F, R. Hf. Lavery Hon. E. M~. Davies

(Teller.)
Pairs.

Ayes. Noes.
Hon. F. D. Willimott Ron. R. F. Hutchison
Hon. J. G. Hislop Hon. E. N1. Heenan

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 17 to 19-agreed to.
Clause 20-Power to obtain infornation:

Hon. C. H. SIMPSON; I move an
amendment--

That the words "and at the place
specified in the notice" In line 26, page
11, be struck out.

Under this clause the commissioner can
demand that a man attend at a certain
place and a certain time. Actually the
commissioner could write to that man for
the information and have it sent to him
or despatch an officer to the man's place
of business to obtain the Information. If
the amendment is agreed to the commis-
sioner will have all the power necessary to
get the information required.

Progress reported.

BILL-CHILD WELFARE ACT
AMENDMENT.

Received from the Assembly and, on
motion by Hon. A. R. Jones, read a first
time.

- ADJOURNMENT-SPECIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. 0.
Fraser-West): I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
till 3.30 p.m. today.

Question put and passed.

Homse adiourned at 12.17 am. (Thiursday).

?Gegtulatiucp Aiwemty
Wednesday, 31st October, 1956.
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QUESTIONS.

RAILWAYS.
(a) Concessions to Students.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON asked the
Minister representing the Minister for
Railways:

(1) Referring to my question replied to
-on the 24th October, regarding railway
concessions to university students, in view
of the fact that such a, concession applies
on each of the other State railway systems,
will the Government in this State grant
students over the age of 16 years the right
to travel by rail in the country at con-
cession fares during vacation?

(2) If not, why not?
The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT

replied:
(1) In view of the state of railway

finances, it is considered undesirable to
extend the scope of concessional travel.

(2) Answered by No. (1).

(b) Freight on Seeds.
Mr. PERKINS asked the Minister repre-

sentingy the Minster for Railways:
(1) What is the railway freight charge

on one ton of seeds from-
(a) Melbourne;,
(b) Adelaide. to-

(a) Perth;
(b) Northam;
(c) Merredin?

(2) What freight class do seeds come
into?

The MINISTER FOR TRAN4SPORT
replied:

£ s. d.
(1) (a) Melbourne to Perth 19 18 3

Melbourne to Nor-
tham .... 1-. 23 4 2

Melbourne to Mer-
redin l... .... 22 10 5

(b) Adelaide to Perth 14 19 8
Adelaide to Nor-

tham ... ..118 5 7
Adelaide to Mer-

redin - .. 17 6 7
(2) The classification of seeds varies on

all railway systems dependent on the
type of seed, whether or not for agricul-
tural purposes, and the tonnage des-
patched.

The answers to question No. (1) are
based an a consignment of one ton of
unspecified agricultural seed, the freight
class being as follows:-

Victoria-B. Class.
South Australia--C Class.
Commlonwealth-M plus 33& per, cent.
Western Australia-C Class.

(c) Firebreaks, Plou ghing and Cost.
Hon. D. BRAND asked the Minister

representing the Minister for Railways:
(1) Will firebreaks be ploughed this year

along lines where diesel engines operate?
(2) What is the annual cost of providing

firebreaks for country lines?
The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT re-

plied:
(1) Yes, in agricultural areas.
(2) Cost of ploughing firebreaks was--

1954-55 £.. ... .. 4,689
1955-56 ... I... .... £4,993

In addition, firebreaks were made by
chipping the surface but these costs were
not recorded separately but included in
permanent way expenditure together with
costs of burning off and clearing of the
railway reserve.

HOUSING.
(a) BunbUry Applications to Commission.

Mr. ROBERTS asked the Minister for
Housing:.

(1) Is it aL fact that the State Housing
Commission is at present only processing
the applications received in January, 1955,
for homes in Bunbury under the State
Housing Act?

(2) If so, how many applications are still
outstanding (under the State Housing Act)
for Bunbury in each month from and in-
cluding January, 1955. to date?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) No. Only nine applications lodged

prior to 1956 are held. These have been
offered group homes but requested defer-
ment for various reasons.

(2) Outstanding applications were
lodged as follows:-

1953-November ... ... 1
1954--September ... .... 1

October .... 1..
November ... .. 1

1955-MaY .. .... 2
July ... .. .. 1
September ... .. 1
November .. ... 1

1959--January ... 1
February 2
March ... .. .. 2
April ... 7
may 5
June ... ... .... 6
July ....... a
August . ... 3
September ... . 8
October ... 4

55

Some of these applicants have also
lodged applications under other schemes.
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(b,) Home Construction in Forrest Avenue,
Sunbury.

Mr. ROBERTS asked the Minister for
Housing:

As Forrest Avenue is one of the main en-
trances to Bunbury, will he make the neces-
sarty arrangements for brick or brick veneer
homes to be built on the new State housing
subdivision along the southern side of For-
rest Avenue between Wilkes Crossing and
Wisbey-st.?

The MINISTER replied:
The commission proposes building both

brick and timber framed houses in this
area.

CEMENT DISTRIBUTORS LTD.
Registration, Directors and Price.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister for
Justice:

(1) Has a company named "Cement Dis-
tributors Ltd." been registered?

(2) Who are the directors?
(3) Who are the directors of-

(a) Swan Portland Cement Ltd.;
(b) Cockburn Cement Ltd.?

(4) Is the reduction of the price of
cement to the user one of the objectives of
the new company?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) No company named 'Cement Distri-

butors Ltd." has been registered but a
company called "Cement Sales Pty.
Limited" was registered on the 26th Oct-
ober, 1956.

(2) The companies registry has not yet
received notification of the appointment
of directors but the articles of the company
provide that the first directors are to be
appointed by the subscribers to the mem-
orandumn of association. These subscribers
are Edward Frank Downing and Leslie
Noel Shorter.

(3) (a) Downing, Henry Percy.
Sandover, Alfred Eric.
Law, Gotrdon Oswald Sherlock.
Downing, Edward Frank.
Bunning, Charles Robert.

(b) Reddish, Halford Walter Lupton.
Weston, Albert Ernest.
Dumas, Russell John.
Shorter, Leslie Noel.
Gillett, Eric William.

(4) This is not within my knowledge.

DAIRY INDUSTRY.
(a) Develop'ment Scheme, Margaret River,

North-diff e.
Mr. BOVELL asked the Minister for

Lands:
(1) What is the present position In con-

nection with the scheme to assist in the
development of dairy farms in the Mar-
garet River and Northcliffe pilot areas?

(2) Is there an advisory or other com-
mittee associated with this scheme?

(3) If the answer to No. (2) is in the
affirmative, who are the members of this
committee?

(4) How many times has this committee
met, and on what date was its last meeting?

(5) What is the total amount of money
already allocated for the scheme's opera-
tion during the current financial year?

(6) For what separate purposes are such
funds to be expended?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Applications are being considered by

the Rural & Industries Bank. acting on
behalf of the Government. Many applica-
tions have already been dealt with and
the bank expects to complete its examina-
tion within approximately ten days.

(2) and (3) Yes, comprising: Messrs. H.
W. Byfield (chairman), Under Treasurer:
J. P. Gabbedy. commissioner, the Rural &
Industries Bank of W.A.; M. Cullity,
Superintendent of Dairying; F. J. Oates,
Ruabon, C. H. Ironmonger, Karridale,
representing the dairying section of the
Farmers' Union of W.A.; R. W. Lickford
(secretary), senior valuer, the Rural &
Industries Bank of W.A.

(4) The committee's inaugural meeting
was held on Tuesday, the 14th February,
1956. Subsequent meetings held on the
21st March, 1956, and the 17th April, 1956.

(5) and (6) £17,754 approved to date and
providing for:-

Bulldozing new land ..
Plowing .. .. ..
Thinning out timber on

land already pastured
Logging up on land al-

ready part cleared ..
Fencing .. .. ..
W ater .. .. ..
Pasture .. .. ..

£
9,844
1,400

2,100

1,260
950

1,200
1.000

£17,754

(b) Wokalup Research Station, Cost, etc.
Mr. 1. W. MANNING asked the Minister

for Agriculture:
(1) What is the total cost of the milking

shed, dairy equipment and yards at the
Wokalup research station?

(2) What further extensions and im-
provements are planned for this research
station during the 1956-57 financial year?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) £4,833 13s. lid.
(2) An office, store-room, machinery.

shed and further staff quarters are desir-
able, but the work undertaken in this
financial year will depend on the loan fund
allocation.
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REST HOME FOR AGED.
Provision at Albany.

Mr. HALL asked the Minister for
Health:

As there is a large waiting list for entry
to homes for the aged, would he make
representations to the proper authority for
the use of the building known as the
Residency, situated at Albany, to be used
as a home for the aged In the Albany
electorate?

The MINISTER replied:
Yes.

PREMIERS' CONFERENCE.
Agenda and Consideration.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Premier:
(1) Has an agenda been received from

the Prime Minister for the proposed Pre-
miers' Conference next month?

(2) If so. will he make an opportunity
for this House to know and debate the
contents before such conference?

The PREMIER replied:
(1) No.
(2) Answered by No. (1).
Since this reply had been prepared, a

letter has been received from the Prime
Minister dealing with the same matter.
It states that there Is not to be a formal
agenda. The last paragraph contains some
Information which might be of interest,
and I shall read It-

I might mention that in answer to
a question in Parliament during the
'week I said that the conference had
been convened "so that my colleagues
and I might discuss with the Premiers
the problem of trying to achieve some
uniformity in the methods of wage
fixation."

AGRICULTURE.
Development of Scott River Area.

Mr. BOVELL asked the Minister for
Lands:

(1) Has the Government any scheme for
the development for agricultural purposes
of land in the Scott River area?

(2) If so, will he inform the House ac-
cordingly?

(3) What is the total area considered
suitable for development?

(4) Will he give immediate considera-
tion to making land in the Scott River dis-
trict available for selection?

The MINISTER replied:
The Lands Department has issued In-

structions. for an inspection and classifica-
tion of the Scott River area, and it is ex-
pected that this will be carried out in
January or February next. As soon as the
classification reports are to hand and

roads can be located; a Plan of subdivision
will be prepared in order that blocks, sub-
ject to release by the Forests Department,
may be made available for selection.

ROAD TRANSPORT.
Restriction on Milling Timber.

Mr. W. A. MANNING asked the Min-
ister for Transport:

(1) Are any restrictions placed on the
road transport of forest logs from the
country to the city for milling?

(2) If so, what are the restrictions?
(3) Are any restrictions placed on the

road transport of milled timber from
country sawmills to the city?

(4) If so, what are the restrictions?
The MINISTER replied:
(1) and (2) Yes. Subject to certain ex-

emptions, the State Transport Co-ordina-
tion Act prohibits the transport of all goods
for hire or for business purposes without
a licence. Licences are granted where the
existing services, such as railways, cannot
adequately carry out the particular trans-
port. As regards logs, handling difficul-
ties frequently arise in loading to and
from rail and in such cases road licences
are ranted.

(3) and (4) The general restrictions
concerning willed timber are the same as
for other goods, Milled timber is not sub-
ject to the same handling difficulties as
logs and road licences are not generally
granted for this item.

RURAL & INDUSTRIES BANK.
Advances on Overdraft.

Mr. HEARMAN asked the Minister for
Lands:

Will he advise the House the total
amounts advanced on overdraft by the
Rural & Industries Bank of W.A.. as at
the 30th September, 1956, under the fol-
lowing headings.-

(a) To private individuals and com-
panies;

(b) to Government instrumentali-
ties:

(c) to any other persons or organisa-
tions?

The MINISTER replied:
Statistics of this nature are not kept,

but it can be said that at the 30th Sep-
tember, 1956, advances on overdraft to
Government instrumentalities were nil.

POTATOES.
(a) Growers and Licensing Position.

Mr. COURT asked the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Is it lawful to grow potatoes in
Western Australia without a licence and
under what circumstances?
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(2) Is it lawful for a licensed potato
grower to grow potatoes additional to his
licensed area and sell such potatoes Inter-
state?

(3) If a licensed grower nominated aind
clearly defined such additional area and
produced potatoes therefrom which he sold
interstate, would he be delicensed?

(4) If so, what is the position under Sec-
tion 92 of the Commonwealth Constitu-
tion?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Under the Marketing of Potatoes

Act, 1945-56 and regulations, It is an
off ence to grow potatoes for sale without
a licence.

(2) Under the same Act and regulations,
it is an offence for a licensed grower -to
grow potatoes other than in accordance
with the terms of his licence.

(3) The policy of the board would be
not to issue a further licence.

(4) The effect of Section 92 of the
Commonwealth Constitution on powers
conferred by the above Act can only be
finally decided by the High Court of Aus-
tralia in the light of the particular facts
and circumstances of the case before it.

(b) Government and Unlicensed Growers.
Mr. I. W. MANNING (without notice)

asked the Minister for Agriculture:
What would be the Government's view

towards a potato grower who grew pota-
toes in Western Australia solely for the
Eastern States market? Is it considered
that such a grower would be committing
an offence?

The MINISTER replied:
Offhand. I would say there Is a, certain

immunity or protection under Section 92
of the Constitution, which no State law
can override. While it is the policy of
the board to issue licences in respect of
the quantity of potatoes required by the
State, plus a certain percentage for wast-
age or export, it nevertheless does not
cover potatoes grown outside the scope of
that licence. It is not actually lawful
to grow potatoes for sale without a licence
but, as I say, there is that Immunity in
respect of the amount grown by people
who decide to do so without a licence.
provided they are marketed in some other
part of the Commonwealth.

GOVERNMENT SUPPIfl
Met hod o/ Acquiring.

Mr. COURT asked the Premier:

Further to part I of the question I asked
on the 24th October, 1956, regarding Gov-
ernment supplies:-

(1) Are all Government supplies as per
1 (b) and (c) acquired through the Tender
Board?

(2) If niot, what exceptions are made
and for what purpose?

(3) (a) Who supplied Education Depart-
ment school desks and seats for
the 1955-56 year?

(b) Who is to supply the 1956-57
year?

(c) Were they the result of open
tenders and who were the tend-
ereirs and on what basis did they
tender?

The PREMIER replied:
(1) Yes, with the exceptions of those

mentioned in the reply to question No. (2).
(2) Trading concerns and instrumentali-

ties administered by boards or commissions
are not bound to obtain all supplies through
the Tender Board, as they claim that the
Acts under which they exist do not require
them to do so.

(3)4

Mr.
Native

(a) Desks were supplied by the State
Engineering Works. Seats were
supplied by the Altona Engineer-
ing Co.

(b) Same as for the 1955-56 year.
(c) Desks-Tenders were originally

called in 1948. The tenderers
were:

Altona Engineering Co.
Vawser & Sons.
Jason Industries Ltd.
State Engineering Works.
The State Engineering Works

was the lowest tenderer and was
accepted. flasis was supply for
two Years. This contract has
been extended since that time,
and a satisfactory quote was
submitted by the State En-
gineering Works in 1954, which
was accepted by the Public
Works Department.
Chairs--Yea. Tenderers were:

Altona Engineering Co.
Steel Furniture Pty. Ltd.
Bouchers Industries Pty. Ltd.
Jason Metal Furniture Ltd.
Basis for supply for two years.

Altona Engineering Co. submit-
ted the lowest tender and It was
accepted.

NATIVES.
Cost of Rations.

COURT asked the Minister for
Welfare:

(1) Has he seen a report in the "Kal-
goorlie Miner," under date the 8th October,
1956, reading-

Rations for Natives.
Food rations for natives on the

Eastern Goldflelds under the control
of the Kalgoorlie office cost the De-
partment of Native Welfare £5,944 for
August and July. The Minister for
Native welfare, Mr. J. Brady, has given
this information to Mr. T. Evans,
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MLA. The average number of natives
in the Kalgoorlie area issued with
provisions each week during the above
months totalled 60. Flor the entire
State the figure was 1,878?

(2) (a) On a basis of eight weeks, this
represents over £12 per native
per week. Is this correct?.

(b) If not, what are the correct
figures?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) No; but Information of this nature
was given in reply to a question by Mr.
Evans in the House on the 27th Sep-
tember, 1956.

(2) (a)

(b,)
NO.
Food ration costs to the depart-
ment for the months of July
and August were stated to b.-

(I KalIg oorl1ie (including
Kurrawang mis s io n)
£705.

(ii) Entire Eastern Ooldflelds
district, including (I),
the control of the Kal-
goorlie office, £5,239.

The average weekly number
Issued with provisions was given
as:.-

(I) Kalgoorlie (including
Kurrawang mission), 60.

QDi Entire Eastern Goldifields
districts, not given;

(III) Whole State, 1.878.
The cost per week per native

for Kalgoorlie (including Kur-
rawang mission) on a basis of
eight weeks was £1. 9s. 4d.

PROBATE.
Exemption on Softwood Plantations.

Mr. HEARMAN asked the Treasurer:
In answer to a, question on the 24th

October last, when it was suggested that
some relief from probate duties might
encourage the planting of softwood plan-
tations on privately-owned land, he
answered-

It is not thought that this would
be the best way to asist the land-
holders concerned.

On the 30th October, In answer to a
further related question, he indicated that
the Government had not considered ways
and means of assisting private softwood
plantations.

Will he reconcile these two answers and
say why he objects to giving some relief
from probate in the circumstances?

The TREASURER replied:
it is not thought that It would be desir-

able to assist the landholders concerned
through the probate duties system.

STATE ENGINEERING WORKS.
(aW Financial Report 1955-56 and Trading

Results.

Mr. COURT asked the Minister for
Works,

(1) Has the report of the State Engin-
eering Works for the year ended the 30th
June, 1956, been made public?

(2) if not, can he explain'how a per-
son writing in "The West Australian" on
the 30th October, 1956. under the name
"H. Baker, Willagee." quotes the trading
results, 1955-56, as £60,000?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) No.
(2) Mr. H. Baker, in a commendable at-

tempt to support the works where he is
employed, quoted the approximate trading
results for 1955-56.

(b) Mr. Baker and Source ofiInformation.
Mr. COURT (without notice) asked the

Minister for Works:
With reference to my question, could

he advise us of the circumstances or
reasons why Mr, Baker would know the
approximate trading results of the State
Engineering Works if the report has not
yet been made public?

The MINISTER replied:
The question of the member for Ned-

lands is a most remarkable one. People
in various places get information from
time to time and there is no police organi-
sation set up in this State to find out how
they get it or why. If there were, it would
be kept pretty busy keeping tab on mem-
bers of Parliament.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: We know that.
The MINISTER: Of course you do, and

so I have not the slightest Idea where Mr.
Baker got his information from and I have
no intention of trying to find out.

(c) Correctness of Mr. Baker's Figure.
Mr. COURT (witout notice) asked the

Minister for Works:
Can I assume, from the Minister's two

answers, that the figure quoted by Mr.
Baker is approximately correct?

The MINISTER replied:
The member for Nedilands can assume

what he likes.

(dJ Availability of 1955-56 Report.
Mr. COURT (without notice) asked the

Minister for Works:
Can he state when the report of the

State Engineering Works for 1955-56 will
be tabled?

The MINISTER replied:
The report Is not quite ready for tabling

and it is not possible to give the exact date.
but It should not be very long now.
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*STATE BRICK WORKS.
Closure of Wire-cut Section.

Hon. D). BRAND asked the Minister for
Native Welfare:

(1) Is it true that the wire-cut section
of the State Brick Works at Armadale has
been closed?

(2) If so, what is the reason for the
closure?

(3) How many men are involved In this
decision?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) No; but this section has been placed

on a reduced scale of production.
(2) This has been necessary on inabity

to market full production.
(3) The services of eleven men have

been dispensed with.

AUDITOR GENERAL'S REPORT.
Availability.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY (without
'notice) asked the Treasurer:

Could he state when the Auditor
General's report will be made to Parlia-
mnent?

The TREASURER replied:
I discussed this matter with the Under

Treasurer this morning and he advised
that it is almost certain that the report
will be available to members with the in-
troduction of the Budget.

BANKING INDUSTRY SELECT
CONMTTEE.

Extension of Time.

On motion by Mr. Johnson, the time for
bringing up the report of the select com-
mittee was extended for two weeks.

BILLS (2-FIRST READING.

1, Land Act Amendment (No. 2).
Introduced by the Minister for Lands.

2. Fruit Growing Industry (Trust Fund)
Act Amendment.
Introduced by the Minister for Agri-

culture.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

on motion by Mr. May, leave of absence
for one month ranted to Hon. J. B. Slee-
man (Fremantle) on the ground of urgent
public business.

BILL-STATE TRADING CONCERNS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Read a third time and transmitted to
the Council.

BILL-CITY OF PERTH SCHEME FOR
SUPERANNUATION (AMENDMENTS

AUTHORISATION).
Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 3rd October.

ME. COURT (Nedlands) t4.58]: I sup-
port this Bill which seeks to remove some
anomalies which, after studying the sub-
missions of the City of Perth and the Bill,
I feel should be removed from the Act.
The member for West Perth covered the
ground fully when introducing the measure
and there is no need for me to go over it
again.

Question put and passed.
Blli read a second time.

In Committee.
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment and
the report adopted.

BILL-POLICE ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).

Second Reading.
MON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling) (5.31 in

moving the second reading said: This Bill
proposes to amend Section 50 of the prin-
cipal Act. That section deals with the
power of police officers to require the
name and address of any person and
reads--

Any officer or constable of the
Police Force may demand from and
require of any individual with whose
person he shall be unacquainted his
name and address, and may appre-
hend without warrant any such per-
son who shall neglect or refuse to
give his name and address or either
of them when required so to do as
aforesaid.

I would now like to quote fromn the obser-
vations made by Mr. Justice fullagar,
which were reported in the High Court pro-
ceedings and appear in the Australian Law
Journal, Volume 29, No. 9, at page 533.
That report reads as follows:-

At common law a constable's auth-
thority to arrest without warrant is
confined to the case where there is
reasonable suspicion that a felony has
been committed. The statutory modi-
fications of the Common Law Rule
are numerous and miscellaneous and
in the opinion of Dr. Williams gen-
erally unsatisfactory.

I might interpolate here to say that the
judge's reference to Dr. Williams was in
regard to a treatise on this subject which
he bad Quoted earlier in his judgment.
He went on to say-

I do not think, however, that he
would approve of such a provision as
that which is contained in the West-
ern Australian statute.
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Section 50- For reasons that are obvious to all and
That is Section 50 of the Western Aus-
tralian Police Act. Continuing-

-if read literally authorises a con-
stable to approach any person any-
where although he has done no wrong
and is suspected of no wrong, and
demand his name and address--then
if the name and address are not given
that person may be arrested and held
in custody.

He goes on to say-
If the power is used otherwise than

for the purpose of bringing an
offender or suspected offender to book
there is an abuse of power which might
give rise to a cause of action.

I would like to refer again to the literal
interpretation of Section 50 which auth-
orises a constable to approach any Person
anywhere although that person has done
no wrong and is suspected of no wrong.
It is with the idea of altering that state
of affairs and also with one other objec-
tive in addition, that I introduce this Bill.

I propose that the constable shall be
able only to demand the name and ad-
dress of any person whom he reasonably
suspects as having committed, is com-
mitting or is about to commit any offence,
because I think they are the only justifica-
tions for a police officer to demand the
name and address of any citizen.

Mr. Lawrence: Did you mention the
word "felony?"

Hon. A. F. WATTS: Yes, as an Instance
of where an arrest, without warrant, can
take place In common law, as referred to
by Mr. Justice Fullagar. That was merely
an introduction to the Paragraph the sub-
stance of which I wished to read to the
House.

I am convinced that this statute, hay-
ing been in operation since 1892-which
is a period of some 64 years-is due for
some amendment and the proposal that
I am submitting is, I understand in
all the circumstances, a most desir-
able amendment in order that the
authority of a police officer to demand
the name and address of any person may
be confined to a Person whom he reason-
ably suspects of having committed, is com-
mitting or is about to commit an offence.

There is the second Proposal in the Bill
and that is that before demanding from
and requiring of any person his name and
address, any officer or constable not in
the uniform of the Police Force shall
produce to such Person evidence In
writing signed by the Commissioner
of Poice or his deputy that he is
such an officer or constable. When this
section was passed in 1892 I do not think
that there was such a person as a plain-
clothes officer. As I understand the situa-
tion, at that time the only constables in
existence were those who wore the uni-
form of the Police Force when on duty.

with which thoughtful people have no
complaint, there has grown up in more
recent times a practice of employing offi-
cers of the force to carry out their duties
in civilian clothing. From their appear-
ance there is no means of determining
whether they are police officers or not. It
is true that a police officer can be required,
according to the regulations, by the person
to whom he addresses himself, to give his
name and number, but even that is not
a guarantee that he Is a police officer be-
cause the type of number that is worn-
I think that is the right word because it
is on all their unlforrns--by a police officer
can easily be referred to or given by a
man who is not a police officer. There-
fore, that is no guarantee whatsoever-
supposing the person addressed knew that
he was entitled to demand his name and
number-that the person from whom he
demands that information is a police officer.

Not so long ago it came to my knowledge
that a reputable citizen of this State was
requested by two Police officers to give his
name and address. They were attired in
what is usually known as sports clothing.
Each was wearing an open-necked shirt,
sports trousers and a sports coat. They
bore no resemblance whatsover to a uni-

formed Police officer.
Mr. Lawrence: Would you be prepared to

give their names?
Hon. A. F. WATTS: No, I would not

wish to do that even though they were
given to me. I am merely referring to the
difficult Position of the person whom they
accosted and who did not know that they
were Police officers and had no means of
finding out except from what they told
him. He asked them to Produce evidence
that they were police officers and they had
no evidence to Produce. In older countries
of the world it has been the custom for
Police officers tG5 carry warrant cards. I
have looked through the voluminous police
regulations of this State and I find that
there is no requirement that such a docu-
ment shall be carried by our Police officers.

There should be, in my opinion, no
reasonable objection to a police officer,
whether in plain clothes or in uniform,
having such a card on his person and
surely there can be no objection to Its
being provided by the department and
signed by the commissioner or his deputy.
That is all this Bill Proposes, namely, that
there will be available evidence of a reason-
able character to indicate that the police
officer, particularly one in plain clothes
who directs his attention towards a citi-
zen, is an officer of the Police Force and
is therefore entitled to do what he intends
to do according to the law. Those are the
two provisions contained in this Bill. I
think they are both highly desirable and
I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by the Minister for Police,
debate adjourned.
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BILL-FACTORIES AND SHOPS ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2).

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 17th October.

MR. MARSHALL (Wembley Beaches)
[5.14): This Bill, introduced by the member
for Cottesloe, Proposes to add to those
items appearing In the Fourth Schedule of
the Act a further list of goods. I have
no doubt that the member for Cottesloe
feels that quite a number of these shops
to which he referred are at the present
time suffering from very keen competition.
That Is quite obvious, of course, because
of the inroads of private monopoly and
enterprise which have gradually extended
from the city area into the outer sub-
urban areas and affected the small or
corner shops which have served a very
useful purpose for a good many years. It
has been an established custom that these
particular shops have provided a way of
life. There is no doubt that they have pro-
vided, and will continue to provide, a very
good service to the community.

I can speak with some concern on this
aspect because my grandparents con-
ducted for many years a similar type of
business to that which is known as a
corner shop. I know they worked very
hard and long hours to maintain a reason-
able standard of living, in competition,
of course, with much larger businesses
that operate today. I would like to claim
your indulgence, Mr. Speaker, for a
moment because I wish to refer to another
Bill that was before the House which pro-
posed to make considerable amendments
to the Factories and Shops Act. On
representations made by myself and other
members from this side of the House to
the Minister relative to the proposed
amendments to that Bill we were able to
prevail upon him not to interfere with
the existing conditions that operated for
those particular shops under the Fourth
Schedule.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Did the Minister
Intend to make any inroads into the
Fourth Schedule shops?

Mr. MARSHALL: The member for
Cattesloe should be patient. I have no
idea what is In the Minister's mind, but
I do know that other members and my-
self asked him not to interfere with shops
mentioned in the Fourth Schedule, What
was in the Minister's mind I cannot say.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Was that after
the introduction of my Bill?

The SPEAKIER: Order!

Mr. MARSHALL: The member for
Cottesloe should be less impatient. He
knows what the policy of the Labour
Party was prior to the election. It was
proposed then to bring down amendments
to the Factories and Shops Act. Accord-
ingly, he should have been patient and

waited to see what the Government in-
tended to do in accordance with that
legislation.

Hon. D. Brand: They did not mention
Saturday afternoon closing at Merredin,
did they?

Mr. MARSHALL: So in that respect the
Government has not interfered at all with
the existing trading conditions of the shops
that come within the scope of the Fourth
Schedule. It is necessary for us to make
a logical approach to this position because
we find that under the previous legisla-
tion I mentioned, there has been a further
restriction placed on other businesses
which will be closed much earlier an
Saturday than they did before. So it
is obvious that the shops that operate
under the Fourth Schedule will be allowed
toi continue normal trading In competition
with the other types of shops.

When the time comes for them to put
their shutters up to conform to the
regulations that are imposed upon them
in order to restrict trading in certain types
of goods, they can continue to trade in
the remaining lines listed in the schedule.
Looking at the various Items contained in
that schedule, we find a fairly considerable
range of goods covered. I will not say that
the range Is all that can be desired. Like
the member for Cottesloe, I feel that
something should be done for the business
People who trade within the ambit of
that particular schedule. But we have to
be logical about these matters.

I think the hon. member mentioned
when Introducing the Bill that it is quite
obvious that these people do a considerable
amount of illicit trading under existing
conditions. I do not think we should con-
done anything that Is done outside the
law because if we agree to increase the
schedule and permit aL further range of
goods to be sold, It might be quite easy
to imagine that they would continue to
trade illegally in the further range of
goods they had in stock. Accordingly, I
cannot see how that situation would help
them at all.

There is one point which I feel could
possibly assist In many ways those traders
who are established at tourist resorts. I
refer to the hours of trading. We find
under the Act that they are limited to a
certain extent and that they must only
trade on certain days. In view of the cir-
cumnstances In which people trade, par-
ticularly at holiday resorts, I feel it might
be a good thing if they traded on Satur-
day and Sunday and the shops were closed
an Monday.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: What holiday
resorts are you thinking of?

Mr. MARSHALL: if the hon. member
will be patient I will come to that in a
moment. If the holiday falls on a Monday
they could possibly trade on the Sunday
and Monday and close on Tuesday and
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Wednesday because it is obvious that it is
during the holiday period that they will
get mast of their trade.

Mr. I. W. Manning: The Public would noat
know where they were.

Mr. MARSHALL: The public would be
aware of the position because they would
be buying goods at the tourists resorts.
Those are the people for wham we are
catering; the people who do business dur-
ing the holiday period.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Would the Minis-
ter agree to that?

Mr. MARSHALL: I do not know; the
Minister can speak for himself. I am
pleased to see that because the Govern-
ment has not interfered with these people
In their trading, they will be able to con-
tinue to trade In the normal manner they
have enjoyed over many years. If they
were given an extension of items they could
handle, it might lead to a clamour and a
suggestion that if they are allowed to sell
a certain type of goods, they should be
allowed to remain open all the time. I
think they should trade between 8 a.m. and
5.30 p.m. which are their normal trading
hours and then continue selling their other
goods from 5.30 until, say. 8 o'clock. If
they were permitted to sell a considerable
range of goods under existing conditions
after that closing time, I do not think It
would be satisfactory.

THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR (Hon.
W. Hegney-Mt. Hawthorn) [5.25]: At
the outset I must say I am strongly opposed
to the Bill introduced by the member for
Cottesloe. I was not present at the time,
but I took the opportunity of studying
very closely the remarks made by the hon.
member when he brought the measure
down. There was considerable discus-
sion on another Bill to amend the Fac-
tories and Shops Act recently. The par-
ticular provision that the member for
Cottesloe seeks to amend was added but
was not included in the Bill that I intro-
duced recently.

When one examines the proposals put
forward by the member for Cottesloe it
will be seen that the list of items in his
proposed eighth schedule will very sub-
stantially extend the range of goods that
can be traded in by people who conduct
Fourth Schedule or small shops. For a
moment let us examine what the Bill means
in relation to those two categories. Refer-
ence is made in the measure to "small
shops." I would point out, however, that
under the Act there are no small shops;
there have been no small shops, as such,
registered for the past 10 years. So, that
eliminates any applicability to small shops
as far as this Bill Is concerned.

We now come to the Fourth Schedule.
In that schedule there are a number of
shops enumerated including newsagents,
tobacconists, florists, railway booksellers,
confectioners and milk and vegetable shops.

Those are the main shops referred to. The
member for Cottesloe proposes that the
commodities enumerated in his proposed
eighth schedule shall be sold only in Fourth
Schedule shops, excluding newsageflts,
tobacconists. railway bookstalls. and florists.
Those that will be concerned are confec-
tioners, vegetable shops, fruit shops and
milk shops. it will mean that all these
commodities can be sold up to 11 o'clock
every night and up to 11.30 or 11.45 at the
week-end.

It must be pointed out immediately,
however, that under Section 111 of the
Factories and Shops Act provision is made
f or exempted shops; and such shops are
neither small shops nor Fourth Schedule
shops. Anl exemption or a suspension can
be obtained from the Chief Inspector of
Factories, if in those mixed shops-I will
use that term now-the shopkeeper erects
a partition screening off his grocery section
from his milk, butter, eggs and so forth.
It is not a Fourth Schedule shop as such;,
It is a mixed business. Under this Bill
they will not be entitled to sell tea and so
forth after the prescribed trading hours,

Mr. Roberts: Why not?
The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: It is

all very well for the member for Cot-
tesloe and others-I believe in this case
they are trying to be helpful to what Is
generally termed the small or corner shop-
keeper-to tell us these things because
there is a fair amount of eye-wash about
it when one examines it closely. There
are mixed businesses which will not be
able to sell commodities after 6 O'clock,
but the proposed eighth schedule will en-
able certain shopkeepers to sell until 11
p.m. The position would be that we have
unrestricted trading and people would
trade all round the clock.

As members know, there is an award
covering shop assistants in the metropoli-
tan area and quite a large number of
firms who employ labour are required to
observe in full the provisions of the in-
dustrial award or an Industrial agree-
ment. So it can be seen that the traders
who employ labour would have a legiti-
mate argument and would be able to say,
"There will be unfair competition if you
are going to extend the list of Items with
respect to which trading can be indulged
in until 11 p.m. every night." I suggest
that if this Bill were passed, it would be
another step in the direction of breaking
down the standard hours of trading for
general commodities and it would also
help to undermine the conditions under
which shop assistants work.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Rubbish!1
The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: That is

what the member for Cottesloe is used to
talking, and that word came naturally
out of his mouth.

Mr. Wild: Would not they get overtime
rates if they were called upon to work?
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The MINISTER FOR L-ABOUR: I am
glad the member for Dale mentioned over-
time because it is not a matter of over-
time; it is a matter of extended hours
of trading in certain commodities.

Mr. Wild: You said employees condi-
tions would be broken down.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Yes. I
said conditions may be broken down or
the conditions of employees could be
broken down. That is what I meant to
convey.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: How?
The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: Because

the list of items in the proposed eighth
schedule is fairly extensive and could ex-
pand to an extent where business people
who now engage labour and pay award
rates would dispense with their services
because of the after-hours competition.

Here are some of the items. I am not
going to weary the House by reading all
that the various types of shops can sell
after hours as they are act down in the
regulations. There is a schedule setting
out the hours for newsagents, stationers
and booksellers. The trading hours are
Monday to Friday, 8 p.m.; and Saturday, 10
p.m. Quite a number of goods can be
sold. Confectionary shops can sell sweets,
cakes, biscuits, non-alcoholic beverages,
and ice-cream. The opening time is 6 a.m.
and the closing time is Monday to Friday
11 p.m., and Saturday 11.4 p.m.

Vegetable shops can sell margarine, but-
ter, cheese, eggs, potatoes, onions and a
number of other commodities. The clos-
ing time is 11 o'clock for a Fourth Schedule
shop. A tobacconist's shop, provided the
hairdressing section is closed, can sell
tobacco until 8 o'clock at night and they
usually have an agency for the Lotteries
Commission, and sell lottery tickets.
Chemists and druggists can sell quite a
large list of goods after hours on Saturdays
and public holidays so long as the dis-
posal of general merchandise is confined
to prescribed closing hours in accordance
with their award or industrial agreement.

I believe if this Bill were permitted to
become law it would help to increase un-
fair trade competition. So far as I under-
stand the measure, it would mean that a
person in a Fourth Schedule shop on the
corner or down the street which sells fruit,
vegetables, ice-cream, non-alcoholic drinks,
butter, cheese, margarine and so on,
could extend its list by the commodities set
out in the suggested eighth schedule. It
would not apply to mixed businesses which
partition off groceries at 5.30 pm. or 6
p.m. at night. It would bring about a posi-
tion whereby the standard for employees
in shops would be greatly broken down.
I would like to refer to a point which was
raised by the member for Wembley Beaches
in regard to beach shops, or shops which
are adjacent to holiday resorts.

Mr. Roberts: Wembley Beaches.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: The
same thing could apply at Mandurah or
other places.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Cottesloc.
The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: There

is also Albany and Bunbury.
Mr. Hall: I am glad you mentioned

Albany.
The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: The

question of hours of trading and the com-
modities which the traders in these
pleasure resorts should be able to sell, has
been the subject of discussion and criti-
cism for quite a time although it is not
the subject of this Bill. I know the Leader
of the Opposition will probably recollect
discussing the matter with me in regard
to Mandurab. For some years and up
to the present time, the Factories and
Shops Department has done a reasonably
good Job and has been tactful and reason-
able in all ways. I invite members of
this Chamber to take time off and draft
a clause for insertion in the Factories and
Shops Act which would meet all require-
ments and allow fair trading and fair com-
petition to continue.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You therefore say
that what the member for Wembley
Beaches proposed is impracticable.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: I did
not say anything of the sort.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I am not trying
to put words into your mouth.

The MINISTER FOR LABOUR: What
I did say was that the reference to the
beach resorts as such Is not the subject
of the Bill but the member for Wembley
Beaches suggested in regard to the hours
of trading that there might be week-day
closing at those places instead of Saturday
or Sunday. It is a difficult question, but
It is not before the House at the present
time.

The member for Cottesloe wants to ex-
tend the number of items--set out in the
eighth schedule of his Bill-which can be
sold by shopkeepers until 1.1 o'clock on
week nights and 11.45 p.m. on Saturdays.
I think It would be a retrograde step and
I hope that the Bill will be defeated.

MR. WILD (Dale) [5.401: I am sorry
the Minister has taken this attitude to the
amendment because there are ordinary
People in this world and we have to face
up to what are hard, cold facts. Does
anybody really deny that these shops which
are permitted to sell certain items in cer-
tain hours-shops which the Minister de-
scribes as being able to sell certain articles
till 11 o'clock-never sell alter hours?

Let us be factual about this. I consider,
and have done so for years and years--
I am not being party- politIcal-tha t it is a
rotten law because it is not possible to
police it. We do not want hundreds of
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inspectors going around the place all the
time to see if locks are undone. We must
get our heads out of the clouds and be
realistic about a position which goes on
every hour of the day.

The Minister for Labour: It was there
during the years you were Minister.

Mr. WILD: I suppose when Parliamrent
in its wisdom put this Bill on the statute
book it did so thinking it was the right
course to adopt. But why have a bad
law on the statute book? We know that
people will purchase goods after hours,
so why should we allow small shopkeepers
to be in the position where they have to
break the law? The Minister mentioned
in relation to small shops, that if this were
allowed to happen it would break down
conditions of employment and all sorts of
things like that. I cannot see eye to eye
with the Minister on that point because
there is the award. If a man has to work
long hours in order to compete with his
next-door neighbour or with the big self-
help store and he employs labour, he has
to pay overtime f or the extra hours worked
in the shop. I would say-I am certain I
am right and I said it the other evening-
that the day of the small shopkeeper is
slowly receding.

Ron. Sir Ross McLarty;. Not too slowly.
Mr. WILD: As the Leader of the Oppo-

sition says, not too slowly but very, very
quickly, and if we believe there should
be these small traders, surely now Is the
time to give them an opportunity to re-
gain the trade they have already lost
or are losing rapidly to the big self-help
stores.

I rose to speak because I think this is
a bad law and I repeat that whoever put
it on the statute book-it would be Parlia-
ment that did it-has been responsible for
a bad law over the years. So let us get
our heads out of the clouds, Shopkeepers
open these wire partitions, so what is the
use of having a few inspectors hovering
around from place to place to pick up the
odd citizen? For every conviction under
the law, it would be broken a thousand
times.

It is my intention to support the mem-
ber for Cottesloe in his attempt to amend
this Act because it is a law which over
the years has been very foolish. At this
time when we have the big self-help stores
taking the business away from the small
shopkeeper, we should do something for
him and let him trade longer hours if he
wants to sell more commodities than
he can today.

'M. PERKINS (Roe) 15.451: 1 am dis-
appointed that the Minister has refused
to go any way at all with the member
for Cottesloc. I cannot really follow
the point that the Minister was at-
tempting to make about the danger of
breaking down the industrial conditions for

shop assistants. We are all conversant
with the little corner shops, as we call
them.

All members would regret the passing of
those small businesses which, I think the
Minister will agree, are finding it harder
and harder to compete with the larger firms
which can buy in bigger quantities and can
cut costs in other directions. We have to
recognise that this type of small business
will always have to charge more for what
it sells, compared with the larger businesses
that can buy better and can cut prices by
spreading their costs over a much larger
turnover.

What the member for Cottesloe proposes
in his Bill is that we add slightly to the
range of goods that these small businesses
can sell. They almost all deal in perishable
commodities of one kind or another and,
as the Minister has pointed out, they are
entitled to sell them as the law stands.
Surely the addition of a few extra com-
modities is not going to have all the un-
desirable consequences that the Minister
envisages!

Mr. Ackland: They will give a service to
the householder, too.

Mr. PERKINS: I also wanted to make
that point. Many householders are looking
to saving as much as they can and making
the allowance that they have for house-
keeping go as far as possible. These small
shops provide a convenience, and If a
great number of households just buy a few
odd commodities costing, perhaps, a few
pence more than they would at some other
Place, it does not make much difference to
the household expenses, but, to some of
these small businesses, It does make the
difference between continuing and going
out of business. This brings in the point
that the member for Moore has mentioned
that these small shops do provide a6 reail
convenience in our suburban districts.

What attitu de would the Government
take if we found that a large number of
the corner shops went out of existence?
It is not possible for every household to
so organise the gathering of its domestic
supplies as to get them in bulk or to
make other provision for getting the
various small commodities which they may
be short of from time to time. The small
shopkeepers have provided for that need.
With the increase in competition In the
retailing of goods, we find that fewer firms
are willing to provide deliveries of a small
number of commodities.

Real hardship can be caused to many
families if these small shops are not avail-
able for them to obtain some of their
emergency supplies, if one may call them
such. I1 think we are all conversant with
the general situation. The real point I
want to deal with is what the Minister had
to say about the dangers of breaking down
the industrial conditions for the shop
assistants. Surely in this instance the
Minister is making a mountain out of a
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molehill. The few commodities which the
member for Cottesloe wishes to allow
these small shopkeepers to sell, in addition
to those that they can legally sell at the
present time-disregarding any illicit
trade which may be going on and which
has been referred to by the member for
Dale-will surely not have a serious impact
on the people working in those shops. For
the life of me I cannot see that the Mini-
ster's arguments are well based.

I would have thought that a Govern-
ment which pays a great deal of heed to
the needs of the less Privileged members
of the community, as I have heard them
referred to by members on the other side
of the House, would have been anxious
to increase facilities rather than to restrict
them. That is what this boils down to.
II also think the Government should take
any action which it reasonably could to
help the small shopkeepers who. I think
we will agree, are not making a fortune.
I agree with other members that the out-
look for them in the future is no rosier
than it Is at present. I hope the Minister
will reconsider his attitude towards the
Bill.

MR. ROBERTS (Bunbury) [5.521: The
member for Cottesloe is to be compli-
mented on bringing down this legislation
because, as the member for Roe mentioned,
today quite a number of trading concerns
which have in the past given a delivery
service to many of their clients are, be-
cause of the high cost of transport, fuel
and wages, cutting out that service. When
one looks at the measure one sees that the
items mentioned in the proposed eighth
schedule are tea, coffee, cocoa, sugar,
prepared foods for invalids and infants,
tobacco, cigarettes, cigarette papers,
matches, toilet soap, shaving soap, razor
blades, candles and powders and tablets
used for relief of pain, the sale of which
is not restricted under the Pharmacy and
Poisons Act.

I am convinced the Minister is wrong in
adopting the attitude he is because
quite a number of young married people
and aged persons rely to a large extent
on the small corner store for certain of
the goods that they require. In the list
I have just quoted we find included pre-
pared foods for invalids and Infants. We
have to be realistic about this. There is
not one member Present who has not
been in a chemist's shop, anywhere in the
State. without having seen baby foods
displayed. I will bet that mothers, if they
want baby foods, will get them from the
chemists' shops outside the normal trading
hours; and I will say that the chemists,
without any compunction, will supply the
baby food. So I feel that the Minister
should reconsider his present attitude. As
the member for Roe has said, he is making
a mountain out of a molehill.

only about five weeks ago I arrived In
Perth with my family, late in the evening,
and I went into a small shop in the

suburbs and asked for three lines-milk,
golden syrup and jam. The comment was,
"Well, I can supply you as long as you are
not an inspector of the Factories and
Shops Department, or a member of Parlia-
ment." I grinned when I said. "I am
neither." However, I got the goods.

The Minister for Labour: You are what
they call anti-veracious.

Mr. ROBERTS: The member for
Cottesloe is only endeavouring to legiti-
matise what is today considered an illegal
Practice. This is not a Party matter. The
Minister has said that what is suggested
here will affect certain employees, but
when it is all boiled down very few Fourth
Schedule shops employ labour up to 11
p.m. If statistics were taken out, we would
find that the majority of Fourth Schedule
shops were self-employed concerns.

I support the measure. This may be a
surprise to some members Opposite who
have, over the past few months, indicated
that I am a representative of big business.
Prior to entering this Chamber I was In
the retail business and I have full sym-
pathy for the keepers of small or Fourth
Schedule shops, especially in tourist cen-
tres. I support the second reading.

HON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling) [5.56]:
I. too, Propose to support the member for
Cottesloe in his attempt to make this small
alteration to the Act. As a matter of fact,
one of the local authorities in my elec-
torate some months ago indicated to me
the considerable need, in its opinion, for
such an amendment to the law. I had
some correspondence with this local auth-
ority on the subject, but before the corres-
pondence came to a head the member for
Cottesloe, to my satisfaction, gave notice
of his intention to amend the Act.

The request from the local authority
was based on the needs of the travelling
Public-particularly those who go to sea-
side resorts, one of which is within Its
territory, for the purpose of camping there.
Those people are generally of the type
who are not possessed of a tremendous
quantity of this world's goods, and they
are frequently not able to arrive at these
places during business hours. In con-
sequence, when they discover that they
have left something behind, or that they
have not got something because it was
not possible to carry it owing to climatic
conditions or for other reasons, they are
faced with the position of either having
to break the law or do without it. The
Bill, as I understand It, is an attempt to
place them In a better position in that
regard,

We can go the other way round and
say that when people come from these
outside areas to the metropolitan district,
very much the same circumstances occur.
I have in times past been in exactly the
same position as the member for Bunbury,
because one cannot always run over
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a long road Journey to a complete schedule,
and occasionally one arrives-against one's
will, of course-later than one intends, and
one finds that the well-laid plans for lay-
ing in the necessary supplies, have all gone
crooked, and one is placed in the position,
or something like it, that the member for
Bunbury referred to a few minutes ago.

If this were a, major amendment to the
law which was going to uproot the whole
process of the Factories and Shops Act,
there might be some Justification for the
Minister taking up the attitude that he
has, but in the net result it is only going
to give a small service to a section of the
public which, In my opinion-especially in
the circumstances I have outlined-both
deserves and desires it. I think in these
days we are losing sight far too much of
convenience to the public. We are busy
considering the interests of one section or
another, or on one side or another, and
we lose sight of the real interest of that
great mass of the people that are in be-
tween. I contend that this legislation is a
slight move in the direction of recognis-
ing that there are times when the public
is entitled to somewhat more consideration
than it is getting.

As a matter of fact, if one were to look
at that section of the Factories and Shops
Act which deals with the restricted hours
for the sale of liquid fuels and motor ac-
cessories. without the proviso which was
inserted by an Opposition amendment in
1946 and which settled the issue so far
as limitation of hours is concerned, one
would find that it would be virtually im-
possible to travel in this country in the
week-end. We have endeavoured so to
restrict and retard the laudable ambi-
tions of our people by regulations and
enactments of this nature, regarding the
hours of trade, that were it not for the
proviso to which I have referred, it would
be virtually impossible to travel any dis-
tance in this country at the week-end in a
vehicle motivated by liquid fuel, because
unless one carried a considerable quantity
of it in tins in the boot of the car-which
is contrary to insurance policies and most
unwise in any event-it would be imprac-
ticable to travel more than a couple of
hundred miles between Saturday morning
and Monday morning.

There are a great many people-and
not all of them well-to-do-who wish to
travel during those times either for pleas-
ure or for some other purpose and It Is
fortunate indeed that at present they
cannot lawfully be prevented from ob-
taining the additional supplies that they
require on their travels. But if the inten-
tion of the Factories and Shops Act, as
to the limitation of hours originally stated,
were being carried into effect, the position
In that regard would be intolerable.

Under this Bill the member for Cottes-
boe is endeavouring to insert a proviso
which would have a similar effect upon

another section of the principal Act be-
cause it will enable people, if it is approved,
to acquire the bare necessities of life
which are in some eases difficult to carry
and which are so easily forgotten or over-
looked In the course of one's travels and
which in most cases one cannot do without
even for a short period. As the member
for Bunbury has indicated, it cannot affect
the legitimate business of other traders:
even if it could, in my view the service
to the public is a matter of greater im-
portance. So far as I am concerned, I
entirely agree with the proposal and I
hope that the majority of members in this
House will at least agree to the second
reading and allow it to get into the Com-
mittee stage where it can be discussed
further,

HON. SIR BOSS MeLARTY (Murray)
[8.5]: Some time ago the member for Cot-
tesloe discussed this proposal with me at
considerable length and I fully intend to
Support the measure. Members know that
during the last few years it has been my
good fortune to travel over a considerable
Part of the world and to visit many
countries. I have found it more difficult
to get a meal in Perth after 7 o'clock at
night than I did In any other city in the
world. During my travels, if I have been
sightseeing or on business, I have never
had any difficulty in getting a meal at any
time; but if I arrive in Perth after 7
o'clock at night, it Is a different story.
I certainly could not get a meal at a hotel.

The Premier: Has this Bill anything to
do with that?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I was just
leading up to that. Do not be so irritable!
The Premier has probably had the same
experience as I have had.

The Premier: Yes. I have gone hungry.
Hon. Sir ROSS McLA.RTY: I believe that

we have too many restrictions in our State
and many of them are not necessary. I
Support the Bill because I know that in
my own electorate great numbers of people
have been inconvenienced because they
have been unable to purchase certain food-
stuffs when arriving at holiday resorts.
In my opinion some consideration should
be shown to people like that. Not long
ago it was estimated that during one holi-
day period 10,000 people visited Mandurab
and I know that great numbers visit sea-
side resorts such as Rockingham. Safety
Bay and many others. As the Minister has
said, I have discussed this matter with him
on several occasions with the object of see-
ing if anything could be done to lengthen
the hours so that necessary foodstuffs
could be bought when people arrived at
these holiday resorts.

Members can visualize what an incon-
venience the present restricted hours are.
Furthermore, our suburban areas are grow-
ing rapidly and small stores are being est-
ablished to meet the needs of those dist-
ricts. It is true that with the intense
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competition today. particularly In the
grocery trade, a number of these small
storekeepers are finding it difficult to com-
Pete.

The Minister for Labour: But the sub-
urban grocer will not enjoy the benefit of
that if this Bill is passed.

Hon. Sir R0S8 McLARTY: I do not
think that the grocer, as we know him.
will be hurt if this Bill becomes law. The
schedule in the Bill is limited and I do
not think it would make any difference to
an established grocery business, nor would
it have any detrimental effect upon em-
ployees. The Minister said that it would,
but on looking at the proposals in the
measure, I am afraid I cannot agree with
him. Recently the Belte Government in
Victoria introduced similar legislation but
I think the schedule contained in their
Act is much more comprehensive than the
one we are now discussing. When in
Melbourne I made inquiries as to how
that amendment in their Act was working,
and I asked what was the public reaction
to it. I was told that the legislation was
working very satisfactorily and that there
had been a favourable, public reaction.

For my part, I am sorry that the Minis-
ter has taken the attitude that he will op-
pose the measure and I agree with the
Leader of the Country Party that he should
at least let it go into Committee so that
we can have a further discussion on it
and, if thought desirable, amend it. I
have had representations made to me on
a number of occasions about the matter
and people have asked that some altera-
tion be made to the Act. The Minister said
that tact was used at these holiday resorts.
I am glad that is so, and I hope that that
sort of affairs will continue. But if It
is necessary to use tact in order to meet
the needs of a great rush of people from
time to time, would it not be better to
make some amendment to the Act so that
traders would know exactly where they
stood?

The Minister for Labour: But this Bill
would not affect them, It would not give
them the right to trade after ordinary
hours.

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLART Y: It would give
the Fourth Schedule shops-

The Minister for Labour: But not the
ordinary suburban grocery shops.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Would ydu not
want to do that?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: -the right
to sell the goods listed in the schedule in
the Bill. There is a reluctance on the part
of many business people to break the law.
As far as possible they wish to keep within
the law and they know that if they Ignore
it, the whole system will break down and
there is bound to be trouble.

But as members can Imagine, consider-
able pressure is brought to bear on traders
from time to time, especially when people

arrive home after being on holidays, or
when they arrive at holiday resorts and
find that they are short of certain food-
stuffs. It is only natural that in the
circumstances those people will make every
effort to buy their requirements even if it
is after hours. Even if the Minister were
prepared to adjourn the debate with a
view to giving the Bill further considera-
tion, it would be an indication that both
he and the Government are Prepared to
have another look at the legislation.

The Minister for Native Welfare: Does
the Leader of the Opposition know
whether the retail grocers favour this
amendment?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTy: I under-
stand that the member for Cottesloe has
had some discussions with retail grocers
and they are not offering any objections
to it.

Mr. ROSS Hutchinson: They are in
favour of it.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I Support
the Bill and hope that it will be agreed
to at the second reading stage so that
there can be a further discussion on it.

On motion by Mr. Rodoreda, debate
adjourned.

Sitting SuSvended fromt 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

BILL-POUICE ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 1).

Returned from the Council without
amendment,

BILL-CHILD WELFARE ACT
AMENDMENT.

Third Reading-Amendment "Three
Monthis.,,

Debate resumed from the 23rd October,

MR. ACKLAND (Moore--on amendment)
[7.31]: 1 rise to oppose the amendment
and I hope the House, in its wisdom, will
Pass the Bill as it was Introduced. The
member for Beeloo has moved an amend-
ment to strike out the word "now" and
to add the words "this day three months"
to the motion. If such an amendment is
carried, the Bill will be defeated. Un-
fortunately I was not present in the House
when the third reading debate took place.
I had to go to Esperance and was paired
with the Minister for Justice. I was
amazed to read in last Wednesday's news-
Paper that there had been a debate on
the third reading and that it had been
adjourned.

When it is realised that a full debate
took place during the second reading and
the Committee stage, and in each case the
Bill was carried as desired by the sponsor,
I was indeed surprised that such a trend
in the passage of the Bill had taken place.
I have read the speeches of the three
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members who opposed the third reading.
I notice that the member for Beeloo
stated that the Bill was contrary to the
principles of British justice, but in no
part of his speech could I find any valid
reason to support the contention that It
did depart from those principles.

It is quite true that he objected to the
phrase "purporting to have control of the
child" and that he asked the Minister for
Justice for a definition of that term. He
accused me of not being Prepared to make
inquiries or to'find out whether or not It
was desirable to alter that phraseology. I
can assure this House that I did make
inquiries.

Mr. Jamieson: Who from?
Mr. ACKLANDl: I went to the Crown

Law Department; I interviewed the magis-
trate and I discussed the Bill with the
Under Secretary for Child Welfare. Al-
though the Under Secretary could see no
reason why the alteration suggested by
the member for Beelco should be made,
at the same time he had no objection to
it being effected.

Mr. Moir: Why should he have any ob-
jection? Has he a direct interest in this
Bill?

Mr. ACKLANqD: He has no right to take
any objection. What I should have said
was that, in his opinion, the Bill would not
benefit by the alteration suggested by the
member for Beeloo. This is the question
asked by the member for Beeloo, and the
answer given by the Minister: He asked
for a definition of the term "purporting
to have control" and the answer given
was, "Crown law interpretation of the
term is that it includes a person who is
professing or pretending to have the con-
trol, notwithstanding that some other
person may have, or have, the legal right
to the control." The object of that
phraseology was to cover the de facto
parent.

Mr. Jamieson: That is rubbish.
Mr. ACKLAND: It is not. If this Bill

reaches another place and it is consid-
ered desirable to make that amendment,
I would have no objection whatever. I
might mention that at the suggestion of
the Minister for Child Welfare, I did dis-
cuss the contents of this Bill with the
Under Secretary of the Child Welfare
flepartment and the magistrate of the
Children's Court. I wag glad to do that
because I knew both of those gentlemen
had a very Practical approach to the
problem, and a desire to help the children
who appeared before them or came under
their Jurisdiction. The proposals in the
Bill have been put forward as a result of
a round table conference with those two
gentlemen. I know they are very much
In favour of the Bill being passed. Wheth-
er or not those words are amended, is not
of very great importance to me.

Mr. Evans: it is vastly important.

Mr. ACKLAND: The hon. member
might think so. If another place decides
to make the amendment, it will have no
opposition from me. Opponents of this
Bill have lost sight of the fact that there
is no compulsion on the magistrate to take
any action.

Mr. Jamnieson: That is the bad feature,
Mr. ACKLANDl: We cannot have it both

ways., It Is impossible to have a situation
which can best be described as "heads
you win, tails you lose." The word "may"
appears in proposed new Section 137A
which says--

Where a child is found guilty of an
offence with respect to which payment
of damages, costs or restitution may
be ordered, the court, on being sat-
isfied that any parent or guardian of
the child has conduced to the com-
mission of the offence by neglecting to
exercise due care or control of the
child, may order that the damages,
costs or restitution be paid-

Then follow the three methods under
which the penalty can be Imposed. The
court may order payment by the child if
the magistrate thinks that is the right
action to take.

Mr. Norton: Who pays it?

Mr. ACKLAND: A child, under the Act,
is one who is under 18 years of age. In
the last three years of childhood, most
children have some income of their own.
If the magistrate thinks that a child was
guilty of an offence and he was in a posi-
tion to pay, the magistrate can order him
to pay the damages, The award can be
made against the parent or guardian; or
it can be made against both the child
and the parent or guardian in such pro-
portions as the court may determine.

Mr. Norton: Have they any right of
appeal?

Mr. ACKLAND: As far as I know, there
is no right of appeal under the Child
Welfare Act. There is no compulsion on
the magistrate to make any charges
against any party.

Mr. Lawrence: What do you mean by
that?

Mr. ACKLAND: It Is not in the Child
Welfare Act.

Mr. Lawrence: You said charges could
not be made against anybody in the
Children's Court.

Mr. ACKLAND: I did not.
Mr. Lawrence: What did you say?
Mr. ACKLAND: I read out the provi-

sion in the Bill. The court may make'
charges against the child, the parents, or
against both. The member for Kalgoorlie
made what, in my opinion, was a most
extraordinary speech. He stated that he
had obtained legal advice, but so have 1.

Mr. Jamieson: I do not know where
your legal advice came from,
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Mr. ACKLAND: I have already told the
Hlouse where the advice came from.

Mr. Jamieson: I would like to know the
Crown Law officer who gave that advice.

Mr. ACKLAND: There is only one offi-
cer in that department that private mem-
bers of this House can approach.

Mr. Jamieson: It seems funny that I
have obtained different advice from the
same person.

Mr. ACKLAN4D: I have discussed this
matter not with one person, but with the
three that I mentioned. I would like
to refer to the contribution by the member
for North Perth. He is recognised as a
person of sound judgment and has earned
a reputation in this House.

Mr. Lawrence: No wonder: he is a mem-
ber of the Government.

Mr. ACKLAND: I believe that some day
the member for North Perth will occupy
a very much higher position in politics
than he does today. I would say this to
him: He wants to be a little more careful
in the statements he makes in this Cham-
ber, We all know that he is the President
of "Torchbearers," a section of Legacy.
He was of the opinion that the guardians
of the children in Legacy would carr some
responsibility under this legislation. I am
a member of Legacy; and in the early
years after the last war I had charge of
three or four wards whose mothers re-
sided in my electorate, and there was no
r'esponsibility of guardianship concerning
any ward of Legacy.

Mr. Jamieson: The Crown Law ruling
Is that there would be under this Act.

Mr. Roberts: He has already done so.
Mr. Jamieson: Let the hon. member

speak of what he knows something about.
Mr. ACKLAND: I think It would be an

excellent thing if the member for Beeloo
did the same. He poses as an authority
on everything that comes before the House.

Mr. Jamieson: You are speaking of the
member for Moore. You have the two
members mixed up.

Mr. ACKLAND: Not at all. Nobody
knows anything in this House if he dis-
agrees with the hon. member. As one of
those who was responsible to a degree for
members of Legacy in the early years after
the war, I can say that a man who occu-
pies that position is an adviser for the
children and acts in an advisory capacity
to Legacy's head office, advising them as
to what assistance should be given as
regards education and employment and
finance, if such is necessary.

Mr. Lawrence: Why not the depart-
ment?

Mr. ACKLAND: I am telling the hon.
member that Legacy has no responsibility
under this Act at any time.

Mr. Lawrence: Answer my question!
Mr. ACKLAND: It is not done so much

by the Government and the Child Wel-
fare Department as by a voluntary organ-
isation which has dedicated itself to look
after the children of deceased soldiers.
That organisation is doing a great Job.

Mr. Lawrence: You have evaded the
question. I know that Legacy does a good
job. Nobody admires it more than 1.

Mr. ACKLAND: It is not necessary for
the department to take over. Members
of this House need to realise the fact
that this Bill places no obligation on the
court to make charges against anybody.
It is left to the discretion of the magi-
strate-a magistrate who In the past has
done a good job. If one reads reports
of the cases that have come before him,
one observes that he seems to have realised
not only his responsibility but to have a
great deal of sympathy for the children
who come before him.

I would like to say again that both he
and the Child Welfare Department have
told me that in respect of g0 per cent. of
the cases that come before the court, they
have a great deal of sympathy for the
children and feel that in many cases par-
ents have evaded their responsibility, either
through selfishness or for some other
reason, and that the children have run
wild without any control being exercised
over them whatsoever. Only in tonight's
"Daily News" we read of how two boys.
using a knife and an axe ruined a blind
man's home, and, according to one wit-
ness, they were juveniles. This sort of
thing is not uncommon; and I believe that
where it is proved that there has been
negligence on the part of parents, the par-
ents should be made responsible.

Mr. Lawrence: On a point of order,
Mr. Speaker, is It allowable in this Cham-
ber for members to read from a current
newspaper?

The SPEAKER: Yes. The hon. mem-
ber is in order. The Standing Orders have
been amended in that respect.

Mr. ACKLAND: I had no intention or
desire to read the article. It is a lengthy
one and I have not the slightest doubt
that all members have read it. All I did
was to make passing reference to an in-
cident reported therein. On the same page
of the paper we read of what happened in
connection with a jive hold-up and a re-
port of the court case which resulted from
it.

In view of the delay in the passage of
this Bill, I took advantage of the oppor-
tunity to send to America for a copy of
the Act on which this proposal was based
and that Act is along the lines of the Bill
that I introduced in this Chamber. I
would like to remind members that both
in the United Kingdom and in two of the
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American States-Michigan and Washing-
ton-this legislation has been enacted. In
the Michigan measure, however, the word,
"may" is not used. The word employed is
"shall". I have not asked for compulsion
in this measure.

Mr. Lawrence: You voted against that
in regard to the industrial arbitration
measure.

Mr. ACKLAND: In this measure the
word "may" is used. It is provided that
the magistrate may do these things. I
would like to read the remarks of two
parents who had something to say with
reference to this legislation in Michigan.
One father, after he had been called before
the court and asked to pay expenses on
account of some child delinquency had this
to say-

Its our failure in bringing up our
kids--and believe me, we're correcting
it. If a wan's dog wrecks somebody's
property the man is responsible: why
shouldn't he be much more responsible
for a child whom he's supposed to
teach the difference between right and
wrong.

Mr. Lawrence: What are you quoting
from?

Mr. ACKLANDl: "The Reader's Digest"
of April of this year. When I quoted be-
fore, I quoted from the remarks of the
Commissioner of Police in the State of
Michigan. I think it will be agreed that
his was a document which would not con-
tain departures from the facts. Unfortun-
ately, I have not got it with me now; it was
something I borrowed and used during
my second reading speech.

Mr. Lawrence:
concerning the
"Reader's Dligest"?

What would you say
authenticity of the

Mr. ACKLAND: I am not the best Judge
of that.

Mr. Lawrence: No, I do not think you
are.

Mr. ACKLAND: I do not know suffi-
cient about it. But I thought this article
was well worth reading.

Mr. Lawrence: But is it true?
Mr. ACKLAND: I have read the state-

ment of a parent who appeared before the
court. The writer of the article says-

In the two years since the Parental
Responsibilty Act became effective,
officials have noted significant im-
provements. "Parents we formerly
had trouble with are now much more
co-operative" reports James Hunt,
Director of Children's Services in one
district in Michigan. "Before, they
let their children run wild. Now they
know where their youngsters are,
especially at night and they take a
more active interest In their leisure
hour activities."

Child delinquency Is one of the bad
features of social life in Western Australia.
I did not introduce this Bill lightly but
only after finding out what had been done
in other countries: and even then not until
after I had talked with social service
workers in Western Australia-not only
the two gentlemen who occupy official
positions, but also those who are giving
honorary service. And they all agree that
if parents in Western Australia could be
made to accept responsibility for the con-
duct of their children, there would not be
so much delinquency on the part of
youngsters.

Mr. Evans: Did you ask any parents for
their views?

Mr. ACKLAND: AS it happens, I do not
know any parents who have had their
children before the Children's Court on
charges under the Child Welfare Act. But
I do know those working for the uplift of
children are considerably worried, and that
they have had their enthusiasm dampened
because of lack of co-operation by some
parents-not by all the parents, because
some are models. If in the interests of
those Parents who do meet their respon-
sibilities, if it is at all Possible provision
should be made so that their children
will not be influenced by the children of
Parents who do not accept their respon-
sibilities.

Mr. Lawrence: Have You had any dis-
cussions with the gaol authorities?

Mr. ACKLAND: I have not been to any
gaol but I have been amongst social
workers, and they are in favour of this
measure.

Mr. Roberts: Why the gaolers?
Mr. Lawrence: They are the ones who

can say, Perhaps the member for Bun-
bury does not know.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. ACKLAND: Who has the right to

speak, Sir, I or these two members who are
cross-firing at each other? I hope the Bill
will be carried at the third reading. If it
is thought desirable that the clause which
has met with some criticism, should be
altered to tie it up completely to de facto
parents, that will not meet opposition
from me. All those who assisted me to
frame the Hill and with whom I have dis-
cussed the measure see nothing to object
to in the proposed amendment of the Act
but are very much in favour of its being
carried. I hope members will realise that
this is a sincere attempt to remedy a state
of affairs amongst the children of this
State which should be corrected.

MR. HALL (Albany-on amendment)
[7.581: I support the amendment because
I feel that the Bill thrusts a hardship on
seven-tenths of the population since it is
usually the workers who are penalised. I
do not think we should support legislation
that contains penal clauses that would
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occasion hardship to parents, who should
be given every opportunity to provide
decent surroundings for their children, be-
cause a, good home environment is the
answer to this problem.

Here an attempt is being made to remedy
an evil that exists. A mistake is made in
not building the foundations properly. I
might upset members opposite by saying
the anti-profiteering measure might be the
answer, by putting many things within
the reach of families so that they will not
have to grasp too hungrily for them.

Mr. Ackland: Who would pay for the
destruction wrought by children in the
blind man's home?

Mr. HALL: That is a matter for the
hon. member to decide for himself. I
would point out to the member for Moore,
who I believe is an honest and hard-work-
ing farmer with two strong, healthy sons,
the article recently in the Press headed
"Sister of Two-and-a-Half Fails to Save
Baby in Burning Car." H-ow many of the
people in the picture theatre that night
had children outside in cars-children who
might have suffered the same fate?

Many farmers travel long distances to
do their shopping or attend picture shows
and I dare say that a few years ago the
two children of the member for Moore
were left in a motorcar while he went to
the pictures. In regard to the recent
tragedy I would say that every person in
the picture show that night was respon-
sible for those children. If the father and
mother were sinners in that regard, every-
one else in the theatre sinned in the same
way, and that brings me back to my
original argument. If we are to get any-
where in regard to this problem we must
meet it by establishing centres where
children can be left in safety while their
parents shop or go to the pictures.

Mr. Perkins: Leaving children in cars
makes for delinquency.

Mr. HALL: They are not really delin-
quent children, but are classed as such.

Mr. Perkins: They are neglected, if left
in a motorcar like that.

Mr. HALL: I reiterate that the cure of
this trouble must start in the home and
the provision of a £150 penalty will not
overcome the difficulty. I congratulate
the member for Moore on his intention,
but the penal clause will only create
greater hardship for those least able to
bear it. People with money will be able
to hire someone to look after their child-
ren, but those less well off will not be able
to do so.

MR. MOIR (Boulder-on amendment)
[8.5]: 1, too, support the amendment. I
have no sympathy with, and do not bear
the cudgels for, anyone who does not
exercise proper control over their child-
ren. I deplore the fact that there are in
the community children who cause damage

to property, but to me this measure has
some rather peculiar features. I refer,
firstly, to the clause which provides that
any person who, in the opinion of the
court, has cognisance of any case in rela-
tion to the child or in which the child is
concerned or has for the time being charge
or control over the child shall be deemed
to be the guardian of the child.

A little earlier there is provision that
"an order under this section may be made
against the parent or guardian." That
provision is altogether too wide as it could
bring in people who, in the ordinary course
of events, would not stand in the place
of parent or guardian of the child. Sup-
porters of the Bill say that would not be
done, but we must remember that what we
place in legislation has the force of law
and will be carried out.

Mr. Court: That was my point on the
profiteering measure.

Mr. MOIR,: The member for Nedlands
can speak to the debate later if he so de-
sires. The fact is that quite a lot of
poits that are not apparent when legisla-
tion is passing through this Chamber be-
come apparent later to the legal gentle-
men who read into Acts all sorts of things
that were never intended by Parliament.

I repeat that I hold no brief for those
who do not exercise control over their
children, and many parents in the com-
munity today could not care less what their
children do. I think it proper that if the
child of such parents causes damage to
someone else's property, those parents
should be required to recompense the
owner of the property. I have no quarrel
with that provision but with this proviso,
which, In my view, is far too wide. The
member for Moore explained that his
reason for including that provision was to
deal with de facto parents, but there is a
simple way of doing that.

There are both State and common-
wealth statutes which make provision for
the recognition of de facto parents and In
this regard I would refer to the Workers'
Compensation Act, which says "a person
standing in the place of a parent.' I
think that wording would achieve what
the hon. member desires in this case, but
the definition in the Bill is too wide open
and means that any person who might
have a child in his or her care for even
one day, would purport to have control
of it and for the purposes of this measure
could be regarded as its guardian. It would
be most unfair if any person having
temporary control of a child in that way-
a child who through some family mis-
fortune had to come into the care of
relatives or friends-should be held re-
sponsible.

We know that children, like adults, can
behave very well when it suits them, but
when not under observation may behave in
a vastly different manner. It has been
pointed out that not all delinquent
children come from Poor homes or homes
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-where due control is nbt exercised. -Many

come from homes where there is proper
and perhaps even harsh control, and
homes that would properly be assessed
as well above the average in the comn-
munlty. There are delinquent children
whose parents are in a position to give
them an education far above the average,
and we even have students at the uni-
versity whose pranks could come under
the heading of delinquency.

A person might be in temporary control
of a child, believing it to be well behaved
and if it caused damage to property, he
could be dealt with under this measure..
Another bad feature of the Bill is that
these cases are heard in the Children's
Court; a court of summary jurisdiction,
from the decision of which there is no
appeal. I do not think the member for
Moore can name any other offence where
a penalty of up to £150 is provided and
where there is no appeal to another court.

Hon. A. F. Watts: Of course, there is
a right of appeal from the Children's
Court.

Mr. MOIR: Would there be an appeal
in this case?

Hon. A. F. Watts: There is nothing in
the Bill to say there shall not be.

Mr. MOIR: The Leader of the Country
Party is well versed in the law and should
be able to answer my question "Yes" or
"No" in regard to the Children's Court.

Hon. A. F. Watts: Decisions of the
Children's Court have always been open
to appeal,

Mr. MOIR: That is something which
many people are not aware of, because I
have heard bitter complaints about cases
heard in that court and in which there
was no appeal from the decision. I have
the highest regard for the Children's
Court but know that it is governed by the
Acts under which it functions. A point
on which I would like enlightenment is
whether the parent is charged in the court
or whether the damages are awarded
against the child, or are the damages
awarded against the child and it is the
responsibility of the guardia~n or the parent
to pay the damages? I cannot see any-
thing in this measure where the person
responsible for the payment of the damages
would be able to say a word in court in
his defence. It certainly means that if,
in the opinion of the magistrate, due
control is not exercised, he can award
damages. That is an extraordinary pro-
vision for inclusion in an Act of Parlia-
ment.

There are adults who commit criminal
acts and if the offence is proved they can
be sentenced to terms of imprisonment,
but I have never heard of any case where
damages have been awarded against a
person for committing such an offence.
There are various ways by which off ences
can be dealt with. For instance, a child
can be placed in an institution until 18

years of age. Surely that is a very severe
penalty to impose! I can think of nothing
more dreadful for a child than for it to be
taken away from its parents and brothers
and sisters and placed in an institution to
be reared there until 18 years of age.

However, we have other cases where
criminals can enter premises: blow up
safes and destroy property and, when
arrested and the crime is sheeted home
to them, they receive a term of imprison-
ment, but no damages are awarded against
them.

Mr. Lawrence: They have to make
restitution.

Mr. MOIR: They make restitution in
some cases if goods are stolen by them,
but they do not pay anything towards the
damage they have caused. Therefore.
when this Bill is studied carefully it is
realised that there are some extreme
provisions contained in it. I support the
main provisions of the Bill to a certain
extent, but there are extraordinary aspects
of it regarding which all sorts of people
who are regarded as parents or guardians,
can be involved under this legislation and
if it is passed, they would have no chance
of defending themselves. I support the
amendment because I cannot agree to the
measure.

MR. LAWRENCE (South Fr'emantle-
on amendment) [8.191: I am somewhat
perturbed that a Hill such as this should
be introduced in its present form, What
I would like to ask is: Are we getting down
to the basic facts in making an endeavour
to deal with child delinquency? This Bill
merely provides for an increase in penal-
ties to be imposed on parents, whether
de facto or otherwise, but I do not think
we are getting down to the real task of
doing something for these children who
are delinquents. The whole Bill seems to
be nothing but tommy-rot, because I am
certain that we would not achieve any
good by agreeing to it.

Mr. Ackland: That is not borne out
in other countries.

Mr. LAWRENCE: I doubt that because
I have been around and although I appre-
ciate the hon. member's gesture in bring-
ing this Bill forward and realise that he
is trying to do the right thing by child
delinquents, I doubt whether he is going
the right way about it. The matter is
surely not right.

Mr. Ackland: It has proved right In
other countries.

Mr. LAWRENCE: It has not proved
right anywhere, because, in speaking paro-
chially as member for South F'remantle, I
am certain that I1 have more child de-
linquents in my electorate than has the
member for Moore in his seeing that my
district is greater than the Moore elec-
torate as far as population is concerned.
The electorate of South Fremantle is more
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closely settled, and no doubt the member
for Moore appreciates that. To legislate
merely for an increase in penalties to be
imposed on Parents for the misdemeanours
of their children is not getting down to
the basic problem of child delinquency.

Mr. Ackl and: We are not increasing the
Penalty. We are providing for a penalty
which does not exist now.

Mr. LAWRENCE: It may not be increas-
ing the penalty but a penalty is to be
imposed on a parent purporting to be in
control of a child. Does that deal with
the Problem of child delinquency? That
is the question we have to face up to. If
we visited another place at this moment,
we would see exhibits indicating that child
delinquency is rife. It is a problem which
exists in this State today and it should be
dealt with not only by this but also an-
other Chamber.

Mr. Ackland: This is an attempt to deal
with it.

Mr. LAWRENCE: This is a feeble at-
tempt and, in fact, it will get us nowhere
towards solving the problem. Perhaps the
member for East Perth will disagree with
me and Possibly other members on this
side of the House will disagree with me,
but when I saw the lethal weapons that
were exhibited at the Perth Police Court
the other day, I came to the conclusion
that whipping should be reintroduced as
a punishment for many of the crimes com-
mitted by delinquents. This Bill, however,
does not get us anywhere nearer a solu-
tion. In this piece of legislation we have
the word "may" referred to. What does
that word mean?

Mr. Ackland: It protects the widow who
cannot Pay the costs.

Mr. LAWRENCE: And yet the word
"may" is used in relation to the
term "time payment." I do not be-
lieve in time payment and that is
another aspect that should be investi-
gated. When the member for Moore re-
quests that the word 'may" be inserted
in the Act by this amending Bill, I can
remember when he objected to that word
being inserted in the Industrial Arbitra-
tion Act and he moved that the word
"shall" should be inserted in its place.

Mr. Ackland: I think you are getting a
little mixed up in what you are saying.

Mr. LAWRENCE: No, I am not. T
think consideration should be given to the
fact that this Bill does not get down to
the basic requirements of this Chambef
making an attempt to overcome the prob-
lem of child delinquency and how we can
prevent its growing. No matter what the
political beliefs of members may be, it
is our duty to handle this problem in a
proper way and we on this side of the
House have the right to hold our politi-
cal beliefs. The member for Bunbury
must be interjecting because I can hear his
ears flapping.

The SPEAKER: Order, Please!

Mr. LAWRENCE: In fairness to the
people of this State, we should get down
to tintacks and deal with the problem of
child delinquency in a proper manner.
Legislation that is introduced in this
House to deal with the problem should be
passed not with a view to increasing Penal-
ties, but to stamp out all child delinquency
as it exists today, because there is no
doubt that this problem is an extremely
serious one.' I say that in all sincerity
and I support the amendment.

HON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling-on amend-
ment) [8.251: 1 intend to oppose the
amendment because I think the Bill should
now be read a third time. Many argu-
ments have been raised during the course
of this debate, but I would like members
to recall that the matters which gave rise
to the amendment and which were referred
to during the debate on the third reading
were agreed to in Committee, after a satis-
factory discussion, by very substantial
majorities indeed and nothing has hap-
pened in the meantime to justify any
change of front in this matter.

When this Bill was first introduced, it
might have been open to some of the ob-
jections that have been raised this evening
because at that time it did place the
magistrate in a position of being compelled
to impose a penalty in regard to damages
which might have been occasioned by the
act of a child, upon the parent or guardian
of that child and to that degree it might
have been regarded as objectionable.

However, as it was amended in Com-
mittee, it has taken away that actual obli-
gation upon a magistrate and has given
him the absolute discretion which the use
of the word 'may" involves, because It is
clearly laid down in the Interpretation Act
-which all members here know governs
the Interpretation of all our statutes-that
the word "may," when used in a statute,
indicates that the discretion of the person
empowered to administer the statute is to
be exercised and that he has no obligation
Placed upon him, as he would have if the
word "shall" were used instead.

So when that amendment was made In
Committee, the only possible objection that
could be raised was removed. A great
majority of cases In the Children's Court
are dealt with by the special magistrate
and if he has erred at all in the hearing of
them-I do not suggest he has-he has
erred on the side of mercy; he has erred
on the side of being extremely reasonable:
he has erred on the side of being kind-
hearted. I suggest he would not be a. suit-
able special magistrate for the Children's
Court if he were not Possessed of those
characteristics because, in my opinion, it is
fundamental to the position of special
magistrate that he should temper his
justice with mercy unless and until there
is some outrageous case that comes before
him which calls for sterner measures.
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So with those two matters clearly in
mind, I have not the faintest fear of any-
thing unreasonable being done under this
measure. I say to the member for North
Perth that under no circumstances could
the terminology of this Bill be taken to
include the wards of Legacy as he men-
tioned. I adjourned this debate the other
evening for two reasons. Firstly, because
the member for Moore was not present and
I preferred that he hear the debate rather
than he should not hear it, and, secondly,
the adjournment was moved immediately
after the speech made by the member for
North Perth and I wished to place beyond
reasonable doubt in my own mind that
what he said was untenable and, after
giving the matter serious consideration, I
have arrived at that conclusion without
any doubt whatever.

Mr. Lapham: It took you some time to
arrive at it.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: No, it did not take
me some time to arrive at it, but I could
not do so within an hour or two of the hon.
member's speech. I think I spoke to the
hon. member, if he recalls the fact, on the
subject sonme time subsequently. Now it
has been suggested that there is no right
of appeal from a decision of the Children's
Court. I interjected that was not so. It
is quite clearly laid down in the Act itself,
taken in conjunction with the Justices
Act, that there is the same right of appeal
as there is from any other court of petty
sessions-because this is only a court of
petty sessions.

Subsection (6) of Section 19 of the
Child Welfare Act reads as follows:-

Subject to this Act all the provi-
sions of the Justices Act, 1902-1942
shall apply to the proceedings, orders,
and convictions of children's courts
and for the purposes of this Act the
special magistrate of a court shall
have the powers of a police magistrate
throughout the State, and every mem-
ber of the court shall have the powers
of a justice of the peace in and for
the area of the court...

There are two rights of appeal under
the Justices Act: One to the Supreme
Court In the ordinary way, in the ordinary
hearing: the other appeal is by way of
order to review, which is dealt with by a
judge, I understand in chambers, and is
referred back to the court if the judge
makes an order for the case to be reheard.
Those provisions apply to all the Proceed-
ings of the justices of the peace and police
and stipendiary magistrates and apply
equally with proceedings in the Children's
Court.

I do not think there have been many
appeals lodged, for the reasons I gave
earlier, that as a general rule the magis-
trates both present and past have been
inclined to err on the side of mercy; and,

therefore, in many cases their decisions
would not warrant an appeal. In other
cases, of course, it is so obvious that they
have done th6 right thing that an appeal
would not be successful. But the right is
there and there is no question about that.
Accordingly, there is nothing to fear on
that account.

Mr. Potter: What about if the child is
found guilty of an offence?

Hon. A. F. WATTS: I think the hon.
member will find that that is provided
for, and that the court may order that
the damages caused by the child be paid
by the parents or guardian where the
parent or guardian has not exercised due
control of the child, and may also direct
that such sum be paid by periodical pay-
ments. The Child Welfare Act states that
the Justices Act shall apply to the pro-
ceedings, orders and convictions of child-
ren's courts; so if the magistrate makes
an order for payment of damages by the
parent that order is necessarily subject
to the provisions of the Justices Act.

Mr. Lapham: Is the parent charged in
the first place?

Hon. A. F. WATTS: No, it only arises
when the magistrate has satisfied himself
that the damage has been caused and that
the parent has conduced to that damage
by his neglect. He then makes an order
against the parent and if the parent is
dissatisfied, a right of appeal under the
Justices Act will lie. Except for the some-
what unfounded fears of my friends op-
posite, I cannot see any reason why this
Bill should not be read a third time, and
I hope the amendment will be defeated.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:-

Ayes ..
Noes ... ..

Majority against

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Rvans
Hall
Heal
Jami eson
Johnson
Lawrence

Ackland
Andrew
flovell
Brand
Cornell
Court
Crommelin
daffy
Graham
Graydent
Hawke
W. Hegney
Hoar
Hutchinson

Ayes.
Mr. Marshall
Mr. Moir
Mr. Norton
Mr. Potter
Mr. Rhatigan
Mr. Lapham

Noes.

12
.... .... 28

..- 16

(Teller.)

Mr. Mann
Mr. 1. Manning
Mr. W. Manning
Sir Ross McLarty
Mr. Nalder
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Oldieid
Mr. Owen
Mr. Perkins
Mr. Roberts
Mr. Toms
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Watts
Mr. O'Brien

(Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third

to the Council.
time and transmitted

1804



[31 October. i956.1 10

MOTION-KING EDWARD MEMORIAL
HOSPITAL.

Wrongful Action of Government.
Debate resumed from the 24th October

on the following motion by Mr. Ross
Hutchinsan:

That In the opinion of this House the
Government acted wrongly, and not in
the best interests of the King Edward
Memorial Hospital, the patients and
hospital administration generally-

(a) by interfering with the ap-
pointment, made by the board
of the King Edward Memorial
Hospital for Women, of a
trained hospital administra-
tor for that institution:

(b) by refusing, because of the
board's adherence to its deci-
sion re the above appointment,
to re-appoint the members of
the board when their term of
office expired; and

(c) by overriding the board,
which had an excellent record
of service, and which in the
particular case of the appoint-
ment of its own administra-
tor, was acting in an efficient,
legitimate and constitutional
manner.

THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH (Hon.
E. Nulsen-Eyre) [8.40): 1 will be as con-
cise as I can; I do not want to take 21 hours
dealing with matter. At the outset, I de-
sire to say this no one regrets more than
I do the situation that has developed at
the King Edward Memorial Hospital con-
cerning the appointment of an adminis-
trator of the board, the members of which
are known to me personally; I have the
greatest respect for them. Furthermore, no
one has a greater knowledge and apprecia-
tion than I of the work done by hos-
pital boards not only in the metropolitan
area but throughout the State.

These boards play an important part in
the efficient functioning of the hospital
system and bring to the hospitals con-
cerned a community interest which other-
wise would be lacking. They work in a
voluntary capacity and the members give a
great deal of their time and energy in the
interests of the hospitals. They have
earned the gratitude of successive Govern-
ments for their efforts over the years and
they are now recognised as an integral
part of hospital administration.

These facts are well known and appreci-
ated by me as Minister responsible to
Parliament far the administration of our
hospitals and as one who has been per-
forming the task of hospital chairman at
Norseman for ten years. I have also been
associated with other hospitals as secretary;
.so I do appreciate the work they have done.
On the other hand we must have justice
and we must also see that the boards do
not override their power.

Mr. Roberts: Has this board ever over-
ridden Its power?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I shall
explain to the hon. member in a moment
and show him that the board had over-
ridden its power. Surely we are niot going.
to allow boards to supersede Governments
in their policy! We would be in a sorry
plight if 'we did. Not even the Common-
wealth Bank can supersede the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: How did this
board override its powers?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: If the
hon. member will wait a minute I will tell
him. He has read the file thoroughly and
should know. He took long enough to ex-
plain the position.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That may be so,
but-

The SPEAKER: Order!F I must ask the
hon. member to keep order and let the
Minister make his speech.

The MINISTER FOR HEATH It
should be obvious to all that the decisions
taken with regard to the King Edward
Memorial Hospital have not been taken
lightly or with any degree of irresponsi-
bility; nor have they been taken without a
full knowledge of the facts, not all of which
have been given to the House by the mem-
ber for Cottesloe. He inadvertently, or
otherwise, failed to refer to some of the
Important details which are contained in
the files,

The reason for the trouble relates to the
appointment of an administrator for the
hospital and the desire of the board to ap-
point an overseas applicant in lieu of a
suitable local applicant, The Query also
arises as to whether 1, as Minister, have
interfered unreasonably with the authority
of the board in seeking the appointment
of a suitable local applicant after the
board had decided to appoint an overseas
candidate. There is also the consequential
matter of the reappointment of the board,
These are the issues 'with which we are
concerned.

The facts are that, firstly, the position
of administrator was advertised through-
out Australian and in the United Kingdom
and as a result a number of applications
'were received. These included six from
Western Australia; three from South Aus-
tralia; two from New South Wales and one
from Victoria. There were a number of
applications from the United Kingdom and
I think there was also one from Hong
Kong. We could probably have appointed
the man from Hong Kong if we wanted
to go outside Australia.

As regards Mr. Hodhinison, who was
selected from the British applicants by the
interviewing committee in London and
the favoured candidate of the board,
I have no doubt whatever that he
is a highly qualified administrator. The
member for Cottesloe has told the House
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all about him and there is no need for
me to elaborate much further. Mr. Hod-
kinson Is evidently a highly respected and
well-endowed hospital administrator, but,
just as the member for Cottesloe is criti-
cal of my not accepting and supporting
the London committee's and the board's de-
sires, so also am I critical of the board in
its non-acceptance of the suitability of a
local applicant.

Let us examine the applications as dis-
closed by the file and the result of the
local interviewing committee's review of
Australian applicants. This interviewing
committee comprised-

Mr. S. W. Perry-chairman.
Dr. H. Callagher.
Mr. H. R. Smith, with
Mr. J. Griffith, administrator of Royal

Perth Hospital, co-opted.
Of the 12 applicants from within Australia.
this committee selected four for interview.
three from Western Australia and one from
Victoria. With regard to the Victorian
applicant, certain inquiries were made in
the Eastern States and it was decided that
his qualifications were not such as would
warrant his selection as against the local
applicants. These were Messrs. Dyer,
Thomson and Hutchinson.

After interview by the selection commit-
tee. it was decided-here I would refer to
an extract from the committees report.-

After interviewing the candidates
and carefully considering their appli-
cations. some members of the commit-
tee expressed their disappointment at
the general quality of the applicants
and after further discussion it was
felt that a recommendation should be
made to the board that-

Messs. Hutchinson and Thom-
son had equal qualifications al-
though they differed in certain re-
spects and it was felt that the two
applications should be put forward
before the board for the final selec-
tion.

An opinion was expressed that if the
board desired the applicants to have more
practical experience, they would possibly
decide in favour of Mr. Thomson who has
had experience in most departments of
hospital administration. On the other
hand, the committee felt that Mr. Hutchin-
son had a far better personality, valu-
able experience in medical teaching schools
and his academic qualifications were ex-
cellent and he is a younger man, but al-
though he has had considerable senior
executive posts they have mostly been con-
cerned with dental hospitals and not gen-
eral hospitals. The committee recom-
mended that the board should give con-
sideration to these various aspects of the
applications.

It will be noted that mention is made
that some members of the committee ex-
pressed disappointment at the general

quality of the applicants. It is pertinent
to observe that there were three members
of this committee, plus Mr. Griffith. who
had been co-opted. Obviously, their dis-
appointment could not have been unani-
mous. Indeed. I would suggest that only
two of the four expressed such disappoint-
ment. This is important and I shall refer
to it later.

Let us examine local references, discard-
ing that in connection with Mr. Dyer and
confining ourselves to the two selected local
applicants, namely, Messrs. Thomson and
Hutchinson. Mr. Thomson is at present
the accountant at the F'rem~antle hospital.
He is an Associate of the Australian Society
of Accountants and an Associate of the
Chartered Institute of Secretaries. He holds
a diploma of hospital administration issued
by the Australian Institute of Hospital Ad-
ministrators, and was one of the founda-
tion members of the W.A. branch of the
Australian Instiute of Hospital Administra-
tors, of which he is the State Registrar.

H-ere is a reference from Mr. J. Oriffth.
administrator of Royal Perth Hospital. It
reads--

Mr. Alex Thomson informs me that
he is an applicant for the position of
administrator of the King Edward
Memorial Hospital for Women, and I
have much Pleasure complying with
his request for a testimonial.

I have known Mr. Thomson for
nearly five years. Although in that
time he has not worked at this hos-
pital, there has been ample oppor-
tunity for me to observe Mr. Thomson
as a fellow-member on a number of
committees, and I have seen a good
deal of him at conferences and else-
where, On that basis I have formed
a very high opinion of his character,
his personal Integrity, and his intelli-
gent interest in all aspects of hospital
administration. In respect of these
personal qualities, your selection com-
mittee need be in no doubt when con-
sidering Mr. Thomson's application.

Mr. Thomson joined the Royal Perth
Hospital staff at the beginning of 1937
and served thereon for 11 years to
February, 1948, when he was appointed
accountant at the Fremantle Hos-
pital. In that period he was absent
for about five and a half years on
military service. I have perused his
personal file at this hospital and find
that he gave satisfaction In a number
of clerical positions.

As a vice president of the W.A.
Branch of the Institute of Hospital
Administrators, I can speak with in-
timate knowledge of Mr. Thomson in
his capacity as the Institute's State
Registrar. In this work he displays
ability to handle committee records,
agenda, and the like. Incidentally, he
was himself a most successful student
in the Institute's training course,
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achieving excellent results in the ex-
amination for Associateship. I under-
stand that Mr. Thomson has also
gained distinction in other professional
examinations.

For a period of about five years Mr.
Thomson served on the governing
committee of the Hospitals Benefit
Fund of Western Australia and I was
impressed by his grasp or the essentials
of the fund's financial structure which
at that time was subject to many
changes and rapid expansion.

To sum up, I have no doubt what-
ever that in all subjects connected with
hospital finance Mr. Thomson is both
sound and competent. Whilst I have
no direct knowledge of his capacity
in other aspects of hospital admini-
stration, his examination successes
provide evidence of his knowledge of
the numerous practices of hospital
organisation. In view of his personal
Qualities, I feel certain that he would
be successful in handling staff and
directing their functions. To this work
I know he would bring a very charm-
ing and pleasant manner and a sense
of humour. He was very popular with
his fellow members when on the staff
of the Royal Perth Hospital. Mr.
Thomson is regarded as being a man
of high principles and I believe he
enjoys a happy family life.

I would be pleased to supplement
this testimonial by answering any
question that the selection committee
may raise thereon.

Yours faithfully,
(Sgd.) Joseph Griffith,

Administrator.
Mr. Thomson is 40 years of age. Mr.

Hutchinson is aged 38 years. With regard
to Mr. Hutchinson, at the time of his
application he was the secretary of the
Perth Dental Hospital and at present is
administrative assistant at the Royal
Perth Hospital. He is an Associate of the
Australian Society of Accountants, a
Fellow of the Chartered Instiute of Secret-
aries and an Associate of the Australian
Institute of Hospital Administrators. Mr.
Hutchinson saw war service. Before and
Immediately following World War Ir, Mr.
Hutchinson held active membership in the
Perth Junior Chamber of Commerce. He
served for four years on the council of that
body and was for a period assistant honor-
ary secretary. Mr. Hutchinson has sub-
mitted testimonials from the late Mr.
Glaskin, formerly chairman of the board
of management of the Perth Dental Hos-
pital and from Dr. Thomson, Inspector
General, mental Health Services, and is
thought of very highly in hospital circles.

if the reference by Mr. Griffith concern-
ing Mr. Thomson is worth anything at all
and Mr. Thomson has the personality
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which has been referred to in that refer-
ence, and the board's opinion is that Mr.
Hutchinson has a far better personality
than Mr. Thomson, in addition to valuable
experience In University teaching schools,
then surely Mr. Hutchinson must be given
some consideration in the appointment of
the vacancy of administrator at King
Edward Memorial Hospital. I have already
referred to the fact that the interviewing
committee had reported that selected local
applicants were disappointing. At least
two of the four members of that com-
mittee were not of that opinion, so I query
the report.

But what of Mr. Thomson's reference
from Mr. Griffith? I think that any mem-
ber of this House would be proud to have
such a reference but, in any event, I would
concede that Mr. Hutch inson would be
better suited for the job and would be pre-
pared to support the committee in the
recommendation made in connection with
Mr. Hutch inson. I leave the House to
judge whether it is necessary to appoint
an overseas applicant, allowing for the size
of King Edward Memorial Hospital and
considering the prospect of future exten-
sions and the advent of medical school
teaching facilities.

Dealing with the criticism voiced that I
have interfered with or usurped the
authority of the board and that some veto
should have been applied before adver-
tising in the United Kingdom, if that were
desired, I wish to say that, In respect of
the latter, no one could anticipate what
applications might be received for the
position nor the quality of the applicants.
If local applicants were unsuitable, then it
would be logical to assume that recruit-
ment from elsewhere must eventuate. There
is the aspect, too, that when the position
was first advertised early in the year, the
employment position was much better than
it is today, and to make an overseas
appointment in today's atmosphere would
be adversely criticised, and rightly so.

But it could be criticised on another
score. For instance, I have here a protest
dated the 18th September, 1956, from the
W.A. branch of the Australian Institute of
Hospital Administrators reading as fol-
lows:-

This branch of the institute views
with alarm the possibility that the
position of an administrator of King
Edward Memorial Hospital may be
given to an applicant from outside the
State. The branch considers that
there are properly qualified hospital
administrators in W.A. and would re-
quest that the Minister give his sup-
port to the appointment of a Western
Australian applicant.

As to any interference with the board's
authority, I have already indicated my
appreciation of the work of hospital
boards throughout the State, and for that
reason I had hesitated to take action of
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which this H-ouse Is aware, firstly, with
the knowledge that the department had
indicated repeatedly to the chairman of
the board the desirability of appointing a
suitable local applicant if one were obtain-
able, and, secondly, with the legal advice
as to my powers in the matter.

The chairman of the board was always
aware of my attitude to this matter. In
this connection I will read a minute from
the Under Secretary dated the 11th Octo-
ber-

As these papers are to be tabled
there are certain aspects which are
not evident herein and which, in my
opinion, should be put In writing.

Firstly I had on a number of occa-
sions indicated to the chairman of
the board (Mr. Perry), the desir-
ability of the appointment of a local
applicant if suitable. The board's
authority to appoint had always been
appreciated.

At that stage Government policy
was not emphasised, it being thought
that the board would co-operate. Fur-
thermore, the employment market had
not developed as adversely as now.

My deputy (Mr. H. R. Smith) on the
board was in touch and brought these
aspects under notice of the board, and
so did Dr. Henzell, the other depart-
mental representative on the board,

When I was informed that the board,
by six votes to three, had decided on
an overseas appointment, 1 immedi-
ately contacted you at Parliament
House and from there we rang the
Acting Administrator of the Hospital
(Mr. Cairnie) to ask him how far he
had gone in advising the overseas ap-
plicant of his appointment. Mr. Cair-
nie replied that, "The letter had not
been sent but that a cable to the
Agent General had gone just half an
hour ago."

He was asked to hold the letter and,
if possible, cancel the cable pending
your discussion with Mr. Perry to be
arranged for the following morning,
and first of all to contact Mr. Perry
before be took any action.

As you know, the letter was sent
the next day, although Mr. Perry had
indicated to you that it would not
be sent. When you contacted Mr.
Perry that day he requested that you
put in writing your desire that the
matter be reconsidered by the board
and he would call a meeting of the
board immediately.

I take exception to that, too. I do not
know why he should have had a letter
from me. It seemed to me that he was
doubting my word and integrity. I did
not think it was necessary to write, but
I did write.

Mr. Court: I do not think he was doubt-
ing your word. From what you said, he
was getting a message second-hand.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I got
in touch with him; I interviewed him.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You were doubt-
ing the board's ability.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I
never doubted their ability, but I doubted
their foolishness in appointing someone
from outside the State when we had quali-
fied men here. I have here a reference
to a Mr. Thomson who is highly qualified;
almost as highly qualified as the other
man. How do we know that the appli-
cant from England was suitable, psycho-
logically? To bring him out on trial for
three months would have cost £900. No
consideration was to be given to a West-
ern Australian with high qualifications.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Professor Gor-
don King thought he was a 1-plus man.

The Premier: Western Australians need
not apply!

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: We got a Pre-
mier from South Australia! What are you
talking about?

The Premier: The people chose him.
Hon. D. Brand: He came over here with-

out the people's invitation in the first
place, I bet.

The SPEAKER: Order!
The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The

minute continues--
This briefly Is the story immediately

preceding the meeting of the 14th Sep-
tember, 1958, about which I have
already reported to you, and when the
board by five votes to four resolved
to ask the overseas applicant to defer
acceptance of appointmenit for a period
of three months.

Prior to this, Mr. Perry had been to see
me to ask approval to bring Mr. Hodkinson
from the United Kingdom to Western Aus-
tralia on trial at an expense of approxi-
mately £900. Had I agreed, the Treas-
urer would have sacked me immediately.
We were to bring this man from England
and not give highly qualified Western Aus-
tralians an opportunity.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Where does it
say on the file that he was only to come
out on trial?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: it
may not be on the file, but Mr. Perry saw
me personally and explained the position
to me. He said that the board had in
mind to bring Wr. Hodkinson out here on
trial for three months. This would have
cost the Government £900. I said, "No,
not on your life."

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Why did you-
The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-

ber will have his opportunity in reply.
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Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Thank you, Sir.
The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: There

was no request to give a local applicant
a trial, but the board was quite willing to
Proceed on such a venture for the over-
seas man. I would not agree.

At that time because I would not agree,
he suggested he should see the Premier.
I said, "I1 have no objection." The Pre-
mier, however, was too busy to see him
and he was referred back to me. I think
he must have been very piqued on account
of that because he did not come back to
mue at all. He became almost antagonistic,
but!I did hear, and I think it Is true, that
he said that if the Premier was not
interested in seeing him, probably the
position was not of such great importance,
so he did not see any reason why they
should not bring out the man they wanted.

Since that time all rmy contact with the
board has been with the chairman (Mr.
Perry) per telephone, and whenever I
asked him to reconsider matters. I was
met with a request to put It in writing and
he would submit it to the board for con-
sideration, etc. Does any member think
that is reasonable; that he could not take
my word, as a Minister of the Crown;
that I had to put It in writing for him?

Mr. Court: At that stage he did not
exist as chairman of the board, did he?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: He did
not exist as such, but he did not know that
I had not signed the papers. Had he not
adopted the attitude that he did, probably
no one would have known, and the board
would have gone on.

With regard to ministerial authority, the
activities of hospitals are governed by the
provisions of the Hospitals Act and I, as
Minister, am responsible to Parliament
for the administration of that Act. The
hospital estimates are reviewed by Parlia-
ment each year and in so far as K.E.M.H.
is concerned, they will require from the
State approximately £200,000 this financial
year for the services of the hospital. Last
year the figure was approximately £187,000
-that was the net cost to the State for
the functioning of the hospital.

It is incumbent on any Minister in his
dealings with statutory authorities that he
should take a close and intelligent interest
in their affairs, and In the case of hospitals
and the Hospitals Act, this is evident by
the provisions of the Hospitals Act, 1927I-
1955. Section 15 provides-

(1) For the management and control
of any public hospital, subject to
this Act, the Government may ap-
point a hospital board and may
assign a name to such board.

(2) The members of a hospital board
shall be appointed for a period
to be deter-mined by the Governor
and should be eligible for re-
appointment, but the Governor
may from time to time remove all
or any of the members...

Section 8 provides,-
The Governor may close any public

hospitai or abolish any board.
So, according to that I had the power to
dismiss the board at any time. I am in
full control of the administration of the
hospital, but it is not a habit of mine to
interfere so long as the board is reasonable
but unless the Minister is a rubber stamp
be cannot allow any board to supercede
the policy of the Government, and the
policy of this Government is that where
we have a suitable applicant we must give
consideration to him.

in these circumstances, therefore, it
must be obvious that the Minister should
have some authority where policy and
other matters are concerned, which autho-
rity should be exercised in a manner cal-
culsated not to Interfere unreasonably with
the rights of the board in making its own
decisions. in this connection I quote ex-
tracts from Nicholas on the Australian
Constitution, Second Edition, 1952, pages
194 and 195. I shall quote the whole of
the statement because it deals with com-
mon law and it shows exactly where a
Government stands with regard to policy
and boards. This particular matter
concerns the Commonwealth Bank. It
states-

The Commonwealth Bank also, dur-
ing the depression, assumed control
of the exchange rate, the first step in
devaluation having been taken by the
Bank of New South Wales. The ques-
tion of the right relation of the Bank
to the Commonwealth Government
was examined by the Commission on
Banking in 1936. Its majority con-
clusion, after a discussion of alterna-
tives, is set out at par. 530 of the
Report: "The Federal Parliament is
ultimately responsible for monetary
policy, and the Government of the
day is the executive of Parliament.
The Commonwealth Bank has certain
powers delegated to it by statute, and
the Board's duty to the community is
to exercise those powers to the best
of its ability. Where there is a con-
filct between the Governiment's view
of what is best in the national
Interest, and the Board's view, the
first essential is full and frank dis-
cussion between the two authorities
with a view to exploring the whole
problem. In most cases this should
ensure agreement on a policy to be
carried out by the bank which it can
reconcile with its duty to the com-
munity, and which has the approval of
the Government. In cases in which
it is clear beyond doubt that the diff-
erences are irreconcilable, the Gov-
ernment should give the bank an
assurance that It accepts full respon-
sibility for the proposed policy, and
is in a positilon to take. and will take,
any action neces,;Pry to implement it.
It -s ti',n the du~ty of the bank to ac-
cept this arsurance and to carry out the
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Policy of the Government. This does or Eastern States applicants had no chance
not imply that there should at any
time be interference by the Govern-
ment or by any member of the Gov-
ernment. in the administration of the
Commonwealth Bank. Once the
question of authority is decided, there
should be little difficulty in preserving
close and cordial relations between
the Commonwealth Government and
the Commonwealth Bank.

That Is my attitude towards the K.E.M.H.
Now they should know the position with
regard to Government policy.

If the member for Cottesloe were in
my place, on this side of the House, and
Government policy was not being carried
out by boards, which are subordinate to
the Government, he would take the same
view as I have. If he did not do so, he
would not be worth two hoots. If I had
not taken this attitude, all the boards
under the control of the Government
would have been superseding the Govern-
ment and telling it what to do.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You have made
one very grave mistake.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: There
is no mistake there.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: One very grave
mistake.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Is the
hon. member going to argue against the
solicitor's opinion?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You have made
one very grave mistake, and I will tell
you about it.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I will
see what the hon. member has to say. The
opinion I quoted indicates quite clearly
an authoritative definition of the relation-
ship between the statutory authority and
the Minister in certain circumstances. In
any event, in the matter of K.E.M.H.,
where the board is interested mainly in
the hospital, 1, as Minister, must con-
sider the public reaction to any situation.
having regard to the facts that might not
be available to the board. In this con-
nection, however, I have clearly Indicated
that the chairman knew of my views
through the department. I have all along
hesitated to veto any action of any board
and if I have erred at all, it has been on
the grounds that I have so hesitated in
this particular instance.

The hon. member asked whether boards
are to become "stooges" of the Minister
or the department. This, to me. is non-
sense, but the answer is that, as far as I
can recall, not on any occasion have 1, as
Minister, taken any action to Interfere
with the rights of boards to appoint their
staffs until this occasion, and I hope an-
other will not arise.

Summed up, therefore, the position as I
see it is that the board, to all intents and
purposes, would appear to have embarked
on the course of an overseas appointment,
and it might well be claimed that local

from the start. I mention this aspect be-
cause I have been accused of pressing the
claims of a local candidate, if suitable-
I repeat, if suitable. I put this question
to the House: Assuming that the appoint-
ment of an overseas applicant were ap-
proved and proceeded with, could we not
anticipate a request for the tabling of the
papers and a debate on the need for the
appointment of such an applicant? Would
I not be in the position of trying to defend
the board in such an appointment and in
a difficult situation, having regard to the
qualifications of local applicants as dis-
closed by these papers? As to the fact that
I have not reappointed the board, this is
purely coincidental and is just as embar-
rassing to me, as Minister, as to the board.

Mr. Court: floes that mean that you are
about to appoint a board or reappoint the
old one?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: That
remains to be seen.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It will depend on
how good they are.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: We will
have a board.

Mr. Lawrence: I hope its members are
as good as the member for Cottesloe.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: It so
happens that the board's term of appoint-
ment expired at this particular time-the
13th September, 1956. Since that date I
had been asking the board to do certain
things and the fact that I had been do-
ing so, indicated my attitude towards the
board. Had I reappointed the board, it
would have been accepted as a vote of
confidence in its attitude. In those cir-
cumstances, I deemed it necessary to post-
pone the appointment of the board.

However, it is pertinent to observe that
in a letter dated the 5th October, 1956,
sent by Mr. Perry as chairman, he indi-
cated that the following resolution had
been carried by the board: -

That the executive officers be ad-
vised that the board no longer exists
and that all matters which they norm-
ally refer to the board should, until
further notice, be referred to the Min-
ister for Health, and that they should
conduct the business of the hospital
in accordance with such Standing
Orders and regulations as have been
passed by the board,

It was that letter, the full contents of
which I need not refer to. which caused
me to send a letter in reply to the effect
that pending further consideration, the
K.E.M.H. would be managed by its execu-
tive officers who would be responsible to
the department under the direction of the
Minister. The House can be assured, how-
ever. that a board will be appointed at the
earliest possible date. I think that is a
fair answer to the member for Cottesine.
I do not know whether the hon. member
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wants to practise speech-making, but he
brings all sorts of things forward. He even
introduced an amendment to the Electoral
Act, but we have had Plenty of precedents
to enable us to cancel all the arguments
he put up in that regard. As regards Mr.
Thomson, I think he is known to many
members here and he is highly respected.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLarty: Evidently you
are going to appoint him.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: As re-
gards Mr. Hutchinson-

Mr. Court: You have gone past Mr.
Hutchinson.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I have
not done anything yet.

Mr. Court: From what you said tonight,
you favour Mr. Thomson rather than Mr.
Hutchinson.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I do
not know. That will have to be considered.
As I said, I have never intervened before
but if a situation such as this came up
again. I would take the same action as
I did on this occasion. No one in this
House can say that I exceeded my duties,
and we should expect boards to carry out
Government policy. If we allow them, or
any other Organisation appointed by the
Government, to supersede Government
policy, where will we be? They will be gov-
erning the State. It is all very well for
the hon. member to bring this forward now
that he is an Opposition member but if
he were on this side of the House, he would
not have tolerated the board's action un-
less he were a rubber-stamp.

The King Edward Memorial Hospital is
a most important institution because it is
the leading maternity hospital in Western
Australia and will be worked in conjunc-
tion with the medical school when it Is
established. But if this man to whom the
member for Cottesloe referred is so highly
qualified-despite the importance of
K.E.M.H.-I think the job would be too
small for him. We are not asking for
somebody to manage the Suez Canal or
Boans or FOY & Gibsons. The managers
of those concerns have a much greater re-
sponsibility than will be the position in the
case we are discussing.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You want only
those Englishmen who do not have good
qualifications to apply?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The hon.
member must have been a schoolteacher!I

Mr. Court: That stirred the Minister
for Works.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
member for Cottesloe thinks he is speak-
ing to a boy in the fifth or sixth grade.
I am not reflecting on schoolteachers, as
a number of my relatives are members of
that profession; but many of them forget
they are out of school, and even when they
are in this House, they think they are
talking to a lot of schoolboys.

Hon. Sir Ross Mctarty: Do not get any
deeper into the mire.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: There is
a lot more that I could have said, but I
did not want to be nasty about this busi-
ness. For instance, I was not quite satis-
fled with the administration so far as the
matron was concerned on one occasion.
Some bungles were made there. So mem-
bers can see that I lost a certain amount
of confidence in the board. Sometimes
highly Qualified People are not always good
administrators and that was the case here.

Mr. May: That lets the member for
Cottesloe out.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Some of
them are highly qualified in their own
branch but make bad administrators.
Probably the member for Nedlands is a
highly skilled accountant but, on the other
hand, if he were made the manager of a
business he would probably want to balance
his ledger before worrying about running
the business. He might make a good book-
maker.

Mr. Court: I do not think I would qualify
there; I am not quick enough in the wits
for that.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I think
that the chairman was a little hasty when
he rushed to the Press. Why did he do
that? He must have thought that he had
something on the Government or on the
Minister, but fortunately for us. or un-
fortunately for him, the Press did not take
it up, although I1 notice that reference was
made to in the "Kalgoorlie Miner." But
as far as he was concerned, it was more
condemnatory than complimentary.

Mr. May: He must have had a pretty
weak case if "'The West Australian" would
not take it up.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: Some-
times 'The West Australian" is quite just.

Mr. Court: That Is embarrassing to the
Premier!

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: I think the
Premier would like the Minister to sit
down.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
chairman also accused us of financial
stringency. But there again he did not
get the support that he thought he was
going to receive from the Press. I do not
think he was quite fair, although I have
tried to be fair tonight. I have some other
facts here which I could mention if I
wanted to be unfair. They would be
rather condemnatory, but I do not wish to
bring them forward because I like to be
just. The majority of the members of the
board are very fair and they really thought
that the man they wanted to appoint
from England was a person of outstanding
qualifications. But there again they did
not take all aspects into consideration.
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They might have got the most highly
qualified man in England but when he
,Came to a place like Australia he might not
bave been suitable. I had an experience
-of it on one occasion in my business when
:1 sent down to Wood & Son and asked
them to send me up a highly qualified
accountant. They sent me up a man who
bad topped the accountancy examinations
in Western Australia. His name was Rus-
sell and probably the member for Nedlands
would know him. That man had had no
practical experience and, of course, he was
a failure. I kept him a month and was
glad to pay his fare back to Perth.

Mr. Court: I hope his present employer
does not read Hansard.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: He will
have gained more experience by now. I
am not condemning the man personally,
and I am not questioning his integrity.
lie did not have the experience and when
he took over the books they probably were
not kept in accordance with orthodox
methods. But they suited my business and
they were quite efficient.

The same gentleman went along to the
Taxation Department. About a fortnight

-afterwards a man turned up at my office
and said he was from the Taxation Depart-
ment. I asked him who had sent him
along, but he replied that he could not
tell me. He looked through my books. At
the time I had some trouble with my
partners, and an amount of £300 was in
dispute. After seeing Mr. Black and Mr.
TCrisp, I eventually got a refund of £295 of
that amount.

These remarks relate to the administra-
tive quality of highly skilled persons. Prob-
ably in their own lines, highly skilled
Persons are qualified to do their work
efficiently, but it may be a different matter
when it comes to administration. In busi-
ness I have found that I have had more
trouble with qualified accountants doing
the work than with those not qualified. I
have said sufficient in reply to the argu-
ment put forward by the member for
Cottesloe who condemned the local ap-
plicants. By appointing an overseas
applicant, the opportunity was taken away
to appoint a local applicant. It is a very
bad outlook if we canuot find some Person
in this country to fill that post.

Mr. Court: The member for Cottesloe did
not condemn the local applicant I
thought he went to great lengths to explain
their qualifications.

The Minister for Works: He said they
were not good enough for the job.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That was what
the board said.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The in-
ference was that the local applicants were
not good enough.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That was not the
inference. I pointed out their qualifica-
tions in my speech.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: We
have two or three applicants in this
country who are well qualified to fill the
job and I see no reason why the policy of
the Government should be superseded in
order to appoint someone from abroad.

HON. SIR ROSS MeLARTY (Murray)
[9.381: 1 have followed this debate with
close attention and considerable interest.
I first of all heard the M[inister express
appreciation at the work done by the board
of the King Edward Memorial Hospital for
Women and by hospital boards generally.
We all have appreciation of the work done
by hospital boards, realising that they
carry out their duties in an honorary
capacity and that they desire to give of
their best in the interests of hospitals.
That has been my experience over a con-
siderable number of years.

Furthermore, I realise that hospital
boards, like other boards, are not infallible.
and that from time to time they do make
mistakes. In this Particular case I cannot
help but feel that the Minister has given
the board of the King Edward Memorial
Hospital a severe rebuff. Looking at the
applicants I find that very great considera-
tion had been given to the qualifications of
those from Britain and Australia. From
what is contained in the file, it will be seen
that some were very well qualified to fill
the position. The most important feature
in the case of such an important position
as administrator of that hospital is to
obtain the most efficient administrator that
it is possible to engage.

When I was in office we had to make an
appointment on the administrative side of
the Royal Perth Hospital. and an applicant
from Britain in the Person of Mr. Griffith
was appointed. As the Minister said, he
turned out to be very efficient Indeed. At
the time we did receive some criticism for
making that appointment, but looking back
it will be generally agreed that we made
the correct appointment.

The Minister for Health: The two hos-
pitals are not comparable.

Hon. Sir ROSS MCLARTY: As Was
Pointed out, the King Edward Memorial
Hospital for Women will play a very im-
portant part in the work of the medical
school. That school will be a great factor
in the life of Western Australia in regard
to the teaching of medicine, and because
of that it is essential to staff the hospital
with the most efficient persons possible,
whether the appointments be on the pro-
fessional side or the administrative side.
All things being equal, I would wish to
see preference given to local applicants,
but that policy cannot be cardied into
effect at the expense of efficiency. Every-
one will agree with me when I say that.

Mr. Lawrence: You think that members
of this House should be the Judge?
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Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I did not
suggest that. Referring to the recom-
mendations which were considered by the
board, among them was an applicant
from Britain in the person of Mr. Hodkin-
son. He appears to have qualifications of
an outstanding nature.

Mr. Lawrence: Whose opinion was that?
Hon. Sir ROBS McLARTY: If the hon.

member will keep quiet, I shall proceed.
Mr. Lawrence: I shall not be quiet.

You are misleading the House.
The SPEAKER: I ask the member for

South Fremantle to keep order and allow
the Leader of the Opposition to make his
speech.

Mr. Lawrence: I do not like the House
being misled.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: Mr. Hodkln-
son was interviewed by aL committee in
London including, amongst others, the
Agent General for this State. r under-
stand that a highly qualified man in the
person of Professor King, who has been
appointed to the Chair of Obstetrics
and Gynaecology in the medical school,
was also a member of that committee.

The Minister for Health: He might not
be a highly qualified administrator.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: He has not
been appointed to the administrative side.
of the medical school. He interviewed Mr.
Hodkinson, among other applicants. The
Minister said that not only does the hospi-
tal require a highly qualified man on the
Professional side but also a man with
practical experience. He went on to give
us some of his own experiences in that
regard. I say that the British applicant
has a very wide practical experience be-
cause I understand he has been on the
administrative side of a very large
maternity hospital in Britain which
accommodates 900 beds. From that it will
be seen that he has had considerable
practical experience. Professor King spoke
very highly of him indeed.

The Principal of the hospital In which
Mr. Hodkinson served for some consider-
able time wrote a letter stating how sorry
the hospital was to lose the services
of Mr. Hodkinson and what an efficient
administrator he had proved himself to be.
He talked about this applicant as a first-
class officer.

members considered not only the applica-
tions from Britain and elsewhere, but also
the local ones. They came to the con-
clusion that the British applicant was the
most suitable for the post. I am also aware
that the honorary staff at that hospital
expressed disapproval at the action of the
Minister. The honorary staff had ap-
Proved of the action of the board in
appointing Mr. Hodklnson. I repeat that
efficiency is the great need.

Mr. Lawrence: What is the honorary
staff ?

Hon. Sir ROSS MoLARTY: There is an
honorary staff at every great hospital. It
consists of leading specialists, surgeons,
etc. That being so, the board of the
King Edward Memorial Hospital has
reason to be aggrieved at the action of
the Minister. The Minister told us that
after interviewing the local applicants,
some of the board members, if not all, were
disappointed with the general quality.

The Minister for Health: Very poor
outlook on their part.

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: I can only
Quote what the board members said. They
were disappointed with the general quality
of the local applicants.

Mr. Lawrence: Did these people tell you
this, and by name?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I am only
quoting what the Minister said. I have
no doubt that it is correct. Even so,
knowing that the general quality of the
applicants was disappointing and, I pre-
sume, knowing that the Minister wished
a local applicant to be appointed, the mem-
bers of the board picked what they con-
sidered to be the best of the local appli-
cants.

The Minister for Health: Did you hear
the references given by Mr. Griffith, a
highly qualified man?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: Yes: and I
will say something about that, too. I am
not convinced by any means when I hear
of the disappointment expressed by the
selection committee in Western Australia
with the general quality of local appli-
cants, and yet know that from Britain
there was a recommendation from people
who would be the most highly qualified
to make such a recommendation.

Mr. Lawrence: That is your opinion.

Mr. Lawrence: Was the figure of 900 Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: No, it is
beds You quoted correct? not my opinion. I am stating something

which I believe to be factual. The Mini-
Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: Yes. The ster said something about a reference

committee in Britain considered that Mr. given by Mr. Griffith in regard to one
Hodkinson's qualifications were outstand- of the applicants. I take it that Mr.
ing. All the applications were considered Griffth was expressing his real opinions.
by the board members of the K.E.M.H. .He was giving a reference which he would
Looking at the personnel of that board one 4be fully prepared to stand up to. But let
cannot help but have every confidence in _ the Minister not forget that the British
them. Their names are well-known in&applicant, too, had references which would
this State, and no one would doubt the'be equally valuable when the board was
integrity of any one of them. The boardsconsidering who had the best qualifications
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of the applicants generally; and if the
Minister were able to read to us the
references which I have no doubt Mr.
Hodkinson had, that, too, would make an
impression upon us.

As the Minister would know full well,
one of the first things that the committee
that sat in London to interview applicants
would require would be references from
highly qualified People, and it got those
references both on the Professional side
and on what the Minister is concerned
about-the business or administrative side
-as well.

The Minister for Health: Why did they
want to bring him out on trial?

lion. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: I did not
know that, but I was interested to hear
the Minister say it. I think the Minister
said it was the chairman of the local
board.

The Minister for Health: He was speak-
ing on behalf of the board.

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: I think the
Minister said it was the chairman of the
local board, Mr. S. W. Perry, who made
that suggestion. I must confess that I
thought that rather strange, and I would
,be somewhat hesitant at this stage to say
zthat such a suggestion should have been
accepted. But, of course, I would take it
that the recommendation was made by Mr.
*Perry, because he and his fellow members
of the board, taking into consideration the
Information they had obtained, had such
* fonfidence that Mr. Hodkinson would
23rove a success-the Minister smiles but
1I put this to him and I think it is true-
they thought that he would be such a
success that in the three months he would
prove himself. I would be inclined to
doubt very much whether a man with Mr.
Hodklnson's qualifications would be pre-
pared to leave Britain and come to West-
em Australia under such conditions.

The Premier: Why not give the best
local applicant a trial for three months?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I think that
the Premier will agree that for this Im-
portant position-linked up not only with
a great hospital, which the K.E.M.H. is,
but linked also with the medical school-
we must get the most efficient man we
can possibly obtain. If the local man was
as efficient or had the qualifications of
the British applicant, I would say that
by all means the local man should be
given a chance.

Mr. Hall: How do you define his
qualficatlons?

Ron. Sir ROSS McLARTY: The hon.
member could see them for himself on
the file if he wished to, and they have
already been read out by the member for
Cottesloe. I find this rather hard to
swallow. A cable was sent to England to
this successful applicant, though I under-
stand that he had been informed that his
application was successful. If he is not

appointed, he will be put or may be put
in a very embarrassing position. I would
say that he has already told the great
hospital in which he is employed that he
has received this appointment.

The Minister for Health: Whose re-
sponsibility is that? They knew my
attitude from the beginning.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: Who did?
The Minister for Health: The board.
Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: But the

applicant did not.
The Minister for Health: But the board

did. So it is the board's responsibility.
Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: The appli-

cant was notified that he had been ap-
pointed. Then he is told that owing to
financial stringency, and as a result of the
Re-establishment and Employment Act,
certain complications might arise, and
that was the reason given for holding up
the appointment for three months.

Recognising that there is a financial
difficulty, I cannot for the life of me
make myself believe that it is as bad as
that. If so. it is much worse than I ever
thought it was. I cannot believe that it is
so bad that an appointment like this had
to be cancelled for three months. I sug-
gest that the proper thing to do, in view
of all that has taken place, is to appoint
this man, Mr. Hodkinson. I do not want
it to be said or thought that I am op-
posed to the local applicants. I say again
that efficiency must be our first considera-
tion when we remember the great import-
ance not only of the administration of a
great hospital but the part that that hos-
pital will play in the teachings of the
medical school.

The Minister for Works: You are not
against local applicants but you don't think
they are good enough for this Job!

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I do not
think the Minister should say that.

The Minister for Works: If a local appli-
cant is efficient enough, why shouldn't he
be appointed?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I can only go
on the evidence before me; I have nothing
else to go on. If I were put In the position
of having to make a decision on what I
have heard from the member from Cottes-
boe and from the Minister for Health, I
would unhesitatingly say that the most
highly qualified and practical man is Mr.
Hodkinson who has been recommended
from Britain.

Mr. Lawrence: Absolute rot!
Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: It is but

natural that he would have a much wider
experience-

The Minister for Health: Not of Aus-
tralian conditions.

Hon. Sir ROSS MCLARTY: -and a much
greater chance of having gained experience
in a great hospital such as the one in
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which this man has served in Britain than
could be obtained by an individual in West-
ern Australia and, perhaps, generally
speaking, in Australia as a whole, because
our sphere, as the Minister knows, is
limited.

Hon. D. Brand: The appointment of Mr.
Griffth has proved most satisfactory.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I think I
have covered the points I set out to deal
with and in the circumstances I think the
Minis ter-

Mr. Andrew: Did the right thing.
Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: No: if the

hon. member will give full consideration to
the matter, I do not think he will come
to that conclusion. His might have been a
smart interjection; but then the hon. mem-
ber is a smart man! I feel that in the
circumstances, in view of the fact that Mr.
Hodklnson has already been notified of
his appointment. the Government is under
an obligation to appoint him, and, from
all the evidence before me, I do not think
it would be making any mistake in ap-
pointing him.

MR. COURT (Nedlands) [9.55]: 1 feel
that the debate on this matter has degen-
erated into an argument more appropriate
at a local products week exhibition. It
seems to me as though the Minister is de-
termined to put a local products tag on
this particular debate.

The Minister for Health: You do not be-
lieve in local products?

Mr. COURT: I believe implicitly in local
products.

Point of Order.
Mr. Lawrence: On a point of order, Mr.

Speaker, is the member for Leederville
trying to say that this House-

Members: The member for Leederville
is outside.

Mr. Lawrence: I meant the member for
Nedlands. Is he trying to say that this
House is a hurly burly. I think-

The Speaker: I did not hear the hon.
member say that. Therefore there is no
point of order. The member for Nedlands
may proceed. Incidentally, I would ask
members to be silent and to allow other
members to address the Chair and to
speak without interjections being made.
We would then get on much better.

Mr. Lawrence: Then he should-
The Speaker: Order, please!

Debate Resumed.
Mr. COURT: I submit to the Minister

that this is not a debate about a tin of
jam, or a ton of cement, or a suit, or
local steel. We are dealing with some-
thing entirely different. We are dealing
with a decision made by a board in good
faith-and I think the Mfinister must agree

that the board did make its decision in
good faith-to import a person with
a speclalised knowledge for a specialised
job.

The Minister for Health: So we should
bring all people for special jobs from the
Old Country?

Mr. COURT: No, not at all. If the Minis-
ter will bear with me for a few moments,!I
will try to demonstate my point. The de-
cision of the board was made in good faith
to bring a person with specialist know-
ledge here to do a specialised job. Both the
Minister for Health and the Minister for
Works at different stages have adopted the
attitude that this job is comparatively
unimportant.

The Minister for Works: I refuse to be-
lieve that we cannot find a person in
Western Australia who could satisfactorily
fill this position.

Mr. COURT: It may be that there are
a dozen and one people in Western Aus-
tralia who could satisfactorily do this job.
But the people who are in everyday touch
with this matter and think very seriously
of their responsibility consider that the
man in the United Kingdom is the best
man.

The Minister for Health: Mr. Hutchin-
son is highly qualified.

Mr. COURT: That may be so. The
member for Cottesloe has been at some
pains to say that Mr. Hutchinson has cer-
tain qualifications, and he has not decried
the man. But a decision was made in all
good faith by a responsible board that the
other man is the better man.

The Minister for Health: In defiance of
Government policy.

Mr. COURT: Not at all. It did not defy
Government policy at the time.

The Minister for Health: Yes.
Mr. COURT: It was subsequent to

that that the argument between the Min-
ister and the board arose, and the argu-
ment seemed to be something deeper than
this appointment of Mr. Hodkinson; be-
cause I cannot imagine that the ivnister,
who is usually a tolerant sort of fellow.
would make such an issue over this that
he would virtually dismiss a board.

The Minister for Health: I do not want
to be a rubber stamp all the time.

Mr. COURT: Surely this was not a vital
enough matter to cause the dismissal of a
responsible board which had done a good
job!

The Minister for Health: They knew
the policy of the Government and they
superseded it.

The SPEAKER: I suggest
member address the Chair
will not become involved in
teriections.

that the hon.
and then he
so many In-
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Mr. COURT: I am developing the qlues-
tion of importing a person with a specialist
knowledge to do a specialised job. In a

-country such as this we, from time to time,
import people with specialised knowledge
and that is desirable to prevent us becom-
ing parochial and gives us the advantage
of world practice and experience in
-various things.

The Minister for Health: We have here
'people well trained in hospital administra-
tion,

Mr. COURT: When the KwlnAna Re-
finery was to be built, men were brought
from abroad to top executive positions in
the construction work and when the job
was finished, they admitted that they left
here in Australia a team of men the equal
of any In the world. As the Minister well
knows, we have men now from this State
who, owing to the experience they gained
at Ewinana, have been a great credit to
this State elsewhere.

The Minister for Health: Mr. Griffith is
a highly qualified man.

Mr. COURT: I have a very high regard
for him and his qualifications. He came
from the United Kingdom in the face of
some opposition.

Mr. Lawrence: Did not the men from
the Kwlnana Job stop here?

Mr. COURT: That would make my
point stronger. If these men with special-
ised engineering knowledge stayed here,
we are the gainers and have inherited that
knowledge. Perhaps in connection with
the Narrows bridge project, the Minister
for Works may think overseas people are
better able to do the job and then we will
gain from their knowledge and experience.
I would prefer to see the work done by a
Western Australian firm and failing that
by an Australian firm, but if we have not
people who can tender as well as overseas
firms, we will probably take the outside
tender and those people will bring their
top brains here and give our men the
benefit of their experience and knowledge.
The same applies to law, medicine and
architecture, although I admit we have
had some awful failures, as we cannot
pick winners all the time. That is a risk
we must take.

The Minister for Health: Would you
bring highly qualified accountants here
from abroad?

Mr. COURT: In recent months the pro-
fession to which I used to belong decided
to establish in Australia a highly special-
ised research section in order to keep
abreast of world Practice in view of the
e-xtension and intricacies of Australian in-
dustry. Applications were called through-
out the world for this well paid
job with a fairly reasonable term of con-
tract. After weighing up the merits of
the respective applicants, among whom

were some very fine ones, they chose Pro-
fessor Murphy, of America, who is a
woman. In spite of the prejudice of some
members against a woman professor of
accountancy coming here, she was ap-
pointed and is being brought from America
to be the No. I research officer for the
Institute of Chartered Accountants in
Australia.

The Premier: That would not be Dr.
Buller Murphy, would it?

Mr. COURT: That is an entertaining
interjection, but I can assure the Premier
it is not the same person. The reason for
bringing her here Is her highly special-
ised knowledge and the fact that she can
bring to the profession in Australia some-
thing which we have not at the moment.

The Premier: You would not bring
an accountant from America or England
to run the firm of Hendry, Rae and Court.

Mr. COURT: If there are any young
chartered accountants--or the equivalent
-who wish to come here from America
I am sure we would be happy to offer them
attractive positions.

The Premier: To run the show?
Mr. COURT: To run the place and take

care of the work I should be doing but
cannot do while I am in Parliament. if
this was Just an ordinary little hospital-

The Minister for Health: It is a small
hospital by comparison.

Mr. COURT: Just a little hospital, as
the Minister said.

The Minister for Health , It is.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members must

keep order.
Mr. COURT: I know the Minister is

very proud of the hospital, and so is
Western Australia. owing to its unique re-
cord in its own sphere.

The Minister for Health:, it has Just
under 100 beds.

Mr. COURT: The importance of the
hospital in the future is the guiding fac-
tor and that Is what makes it important
to get a very good man for this job. If
this man is as good as his references and
the committee say he is, he would leave
his mark on hospital administration in this
State.

The Minister for Health: With these
qualifications he would be so disappointed
here that he would want to go back.

Mr. COURT: He has obviously done
pioneering work in his own field and one
can see from his application and references
that he is used to doing constructive jobs
in the face of considerable difficulty and
opposition.

The Minister for Health: Until about
12 months ago Matron Walsh ran the hos-
pital.
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The Minister for Works: If we followed
your argument to its logical conclusion,
we would sack all our top men and import
replacements from England.

Mr. COURT: That is unreasonable. I1
have stressed that there are only odd top
men who come In and make their mark
in this country in their particular field
of endeavour. If we look at the qualifi-
cations that the comrnitttee were asked
to pay attention to, with the full auth-
ority of the Public Health Department, we
find it an interesting list. It says-

For your information the sub-com-
mittee appointed to deal with this
matter set down the following points
to consider in respect of the appli-
cants.

Senior hospital administrative
practical experience.

Comprehensive experience in the
various departments of hos-
pital administration.

Academic qualifications subdivided
into hospital administration,
accountancy, secretarial and
personality, including ability
to handle all manner of per-
sons including staff and the
public.

Proof of ability.
Experience In maternity as well as

general hospitals,
Experience in nurse training

schools.
Experience in medical teaching

hospitals.
Knowledge of local conditions.

On all those points, with the exception of
local conditions, the Minister would agree
that this man had a first class dossier.

The Minister for Health: We do not
dispute his qualifications.

Mr. COURT: One of the main points
was experience in medical teaching hos-
pitals.

The Minister for Health: We know we
have men just as goad in Australia.

Mr. COURT: We may have even
better men than those who have applied
but that is not relevant to the debate. My
point is that this move is related to some-
thing more important In the medical his-
tory of the State than lust getting a man
to administer the hospital in its present
form. If we bring out a really first-class
administrator, he will have a role in the
future hospital administration of the State.
The fact that the medical school is about
to commence its work and this hospital
will become an important part of our
medical teaching facilities must give this
job a, slant it did not previously have.

This man has had a great deal of ex-
perience In this type of hospital and I
would Imagine that if Professor King is

to be the professor in this particular
section of the medical school and was on
the selection committee, his main idea
would have been to get a man with the
knowledge of the requirements of a teach-
ing hospital and, secondly, a man he could
work with, which is important. A brilliant
man may not be able to get on with other
people. This man will be responsible for
the obstetrics and gynaecology sections of
the medical school and will have more to
do with it than any other man in the State
and he, on the selection committee, gave
this applicant first place. Surely that in
Itself is the best testimonial he could have.

The minister for Health: He did not have
an opportunity of meeting the local appli-
cants who are highly qualified In every
respect.

Mr. COURT: The board met them and
obviously was not impressed that they were
outstanding. The Investigating committee
that saw this man was a high level board.

The Minister for Health: Mr. Griffith
gave a wonderful reference.

Mr. COURT: The local selection com-
mittee did not see fit to take the man that
Mr. Griffith recommended. I have a great
respect for Mr. Griffith as an outstanding
hospital administrator.

The Minister for Works: But the board
did not think much of his opinion.

Mr. COURT: He was one of the selectors
in the finish but apparently that did not
sway him as much as one would have
thought. I am concerned at the repercus-
sions that the action of the Government in
not continuing the appointment of this
board may have. Many boards functioning
under the same legislation as this one will
be concerned as to how far they can go in
the future. The Minister read out the
relationship between the Commonwealth
Bank board and the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment and we do not dispute It.

The Minister for Health: I have said that
the board knew they were acting against
Government policy but still continued.

Mr. COURT: There is a time when men
of principle take a stand on an Issue.

The Minister for Transport:, That goes
for Governments, too.

Mr. COURT: If the Government said it
had to have a certain man from a Particu-
lar country or State just because it was
policy, regardless of his qualifications.
would not a board take a stand when it 15
obviously trying to get a man of excep-
tional qualifications?

The Minister for Health: Not against
Government policy.

The Premier: The member for Nedlands
is being very loyal to the member for
Cottesloe.

Mr. COURT: Having read the file, I am
strongly in favour of his motion and am
amazed at the Minister's attitude. Had the
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:boaxd defied him about charges or sone the Minlster's Policy was so determined
vital issue in the administration affecting
*Government policy, I believe he might
have had some justification for his attitude.
If there is something more to it than is
disclosed by the file, we are entitled to
know.

The Minister for Health: There is noth-
Ing more to it.

Mr. COURT: I can only say that I am
:disappointed to think that such a stand
Vas taken on this issue. It must have its
repercussions in the attitudes of the several
boards appointed in this State under the
same legislation. I support the motion by
the member for Cottesloe.

HON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling) [10.151:
1 do not propose to vote on this motion
without saying a few words about it al-
though I do not intend to spend a great
deal of time speaking on it because the
whole matter has been thrashed out over
a considerable period already. However,
after bearing the debate, perusing the
file and considering the matter, I can-
not do other than think that the Minister
has handled this matter very clumsily in-
deed.

On the one hand I do not think he made
it clear to the board, in the early stages of
this move to obtain the services of a new
administrator, that he was going to in-
sist on the appointment of a local product.
He left that intention delightfully vague
if he gave any indication of it at all and
in consequence he placed the board--as far
as I can see-in a most invidious position
when the showdown finally came.

The Minister for Health: It knew the
Government's policy.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: As I have said,
the intention of the Minister was de-
lightfully vague. On such evidence as
might be available, the Minister may have
expressed his intention, but as far as the
evidence that we have before us IS con-
cerned, the Minister said practically no-
thing.

The Minister for Heath: Was the Minis-
ter in a position to say something?

Hon. A. F. WATTS: The Minister told
us tonight that he had something to say
about it a short time before these appli-
cations were called, but I am saying that
the file reveals-and from what one can
gather from any other source available-
that the Minister was delightfully vague
and he therefore placed the board in an
invidious position.

Mr. Lawrence: The Minister-
The SPEARER: Order, please!
The Minister for Health: That was be-

fore the appointment was made and the
board knew what it was doing.

Hon. A. P. WATTS: I dare say, but
In the early stages it was obvious that
it had occurred or was about to occur. If

and so complete that it was necessary sub-
sequently to fire the board, I think the
Minister should have been more explicit
and for that reason-as I said earlier-I
think the matter was handled rather
clumsily.

All things being reasonably equal, I am
the last person in the world to suggest
that there should not be an applicant
appointed from within the Commonwealth
of Australia or from within the State of
Western Australia. However, on the face
of the evidence it could not possibly be
suggested that either of the local appli-
cants mentioned by the Minister were pos-
sessed of anything like the experience and
had knowledge of administration of a hos-
pital such as the King Edward Memorial
Hospital that the selected applicant from
the United Kingdom possessed. So it
would not appear that all things were
reasonably equal in that respect.

There is this aspect to be considered,
too. If we are going to say that a Oov-
ernnment should have a local applicant re-
gardless of other considerations and that
attitude were adopted by Governments
appointing persons in other Parts of the
world, woe betide the possibility of an Aus-
tralian ever getting a job elsewhere and
his chances of obtaining experience.

The Minister for Health: We had two
applicants here who were highly quali-
fied and who had 20 years' experience.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: I suggest that
neither of them have had experience of
managing a hospital such as the King
Edward Memorial Hospital for Women and
they certainly have not had any experi-
ence of handling a hospital which is part
of a medical school.

The Minister for Health: Mr. Hutchinson
was connected with a dental hospital and
a university.

Hon. A. P. WATTS: A dental hospital
is an entirely different institution to a
hospital that is connected with gynaeco-
logy, obstetrics and all the rest of it, to-
gether with the Particular duties that this
hospital is said to perform. I realise full
well the duties which Mr. Hutchinson has
had to perform in a dental hospital-and I
have no doubt that his qualifications are
very good so far as they go-but his duties
in a hospital, such as the King Edward
Memorial Hospital would be entirely dif-
ferent, especially when it assumes its
rightful place when the medical school is
established.

Therefore, they are sound reasons in-
deed why the Minister could have been a
little more generous with the board of
management in the circumstances that
obviously existed in this case than he has
been. I would like to know what the
Minister would have done if the board's
term of office had not expired about the
time that this dispute arose. Would he
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have taken steps to dismiss the board out
of hand then? He was lucky this time in
that the expiry date of the board's term
of appointment had been reached, and
therefore he had the opportunity simply
to do nothing and the board's term of
office expired.

However, supposing this dispute had
arisen half-way through its term. Would
the Minister then have dismissed the
board? Because if he would not have done
that, he has no justification now for not
having the members still as a board. If it
were not sufficiently important to dismiss
the board in the middle of its term, it was
not sufficiently important to treat the
members of the board in the cavalier man-
ner that he did when the board's term of
office expired. That sums up my view on
the subject and I support the motion.

MR. POTTER (Subiaco) (10.22]: When
the file relating tr this dispute between
the King Edward Memorial Hospital Board
of Management and the Minister In regard
to the appointment of an administrator
was laid on the Table of the House, I made
a careful perusal of it. I am now inclined
to relate to the House the real secrets of
the story told by the member for Cottesloe
by expanding on the letters of which the
hon. member only read portions. How-
ever, I am sure the House would not
appreciate it if I went to such lengths.
Nevertheless, in brief rebuttal of the
arguments advanced by the member for
Cottesloe in support of his motion, it
would appear to me that someone has to
be a stooge and a rubber stamp, and I
am now using the words mentioned by the
hon. member.

However, I do not think the Minister
should be a stooge or a rubber stamp in
regard to the actions of the board of
management when, in making this ap-
pointment, it conflicts with the Minister's
point of view and the Government's policy
in regard to its desire to have a local
applicant appointed if possible. We should
be factual on this matter. The King
Edward Memorial Hospital is a 116-bed
one and I know it Is intended It should be
attached to the proposed new medical
school. I am going to suggest that any-
body with a sound knowledge of ad-
ministration should not have any difficulty
in filling the position of administrator of
that hospital

When the board had recourse to secur-
ing an applicant from overseas and when
it is realised that we have so many promis-
ing young men coming forward in this
State capable of filling such positions who
are members of hospital administration
institutes, accountancy institutes, sec-
retarial institutes and also who are uni-
versity graduates, it should have kept In
mind that such young men should be given
an Incentive when it comes to appointing
an administrator to an institution such as
the King Edward Memorial Hospital. It

seems to me that the local product, no
matter who he may be, is always at a
discount, according to the opinions of
some members of this House.

We have to realise that people overseas
have an advantage over our local men in
that they can practice in larger institu-
tions. When it comes to considering our
local personnel who have been through
these institutions and who have some
managerial knowledge, apparently it is
considered they must be overlooked. Also,
when it comes to making out testimonials
for our local men, there is, always a pau-
city of words used. That has been borne
out by the references that appear on the
file which has been tabled. How embel-
lished were the testimonials relating to the
overseas applicants and how poor were
those relating to the local atspirants!
There was only one exception in that re-
gard and that was the testimonial signed
by the administrator of the Royal Perth
Hospital. He certainly did expand him-
self.

However, in most instances we do not
seem to give the local product the en-
couragement and the chances that we
should. The board of management of
the King Edward Memorial Hospital was
going to bring a man out from England
on approval so to speak, so why could it
not act along those lines with one of our
local men? Two of the local applicants
at least had very good Qualifications,
Moreover, they had the psychological out-
look which is so necessary when it comes
to handling the average Australian em-
ployee.

in reading between the lines of the
application made by one of the selected
applicants, I consider that he would not
have the same psychological approach to
the staff members of an Australian hos-
pital that a local man would have.
Further, in dealing with this particular
aspect, I will quote the words of the mem-
ber for Cottesloe as follows-

Then on the practical side we find
that the Englishman has been group
secretary and supplies officer of the
Rochdale Group of Hospitals, and
superintendent, Birch HI Hospital,
Rochdale, Lancs., since August, 1948.
The group comprises seven hospitals
and two clinics, and besides acting as
secretary to the committee of man-
agement he has the responsibility of
the day-to-day administration of Birch
Hill Hospital. This hospital has over
900 beds comprising medical, surgical,
obstetrics (50 beds), gynaecology (36
beds), paedlatries and psychiatry. The
visiting and resident medical staff
number 65 and at their invitation he
acts as secretary to the medical ad-
visory committee. The hospital is
recognised for general training, mid-
wifery Parts I and Hr and Is recognised
for post graduate medical training,
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Then there is a whole list of what he
does and the work he has done since
he has been in that position.

I suggest that the board would not have
been fair in bringing a man from that
position to administer a hospital with 116
beds. That seems to be commonsense.
The second point is the psychologi-
cal handling of Australian staff, and in
this respect there is a great difference in
running a hospital and in Its administra-
tion. Another point which was fairly
obvious in the file was that somebody was
required with a teaching knowledge, and
this applicant did not have that knowledge.
Furthermore, the man in question had
what we considered from this distance very
high qualifications. The board still wanted
to bring him out on trial for a period of
three months.

The Question of a pension was also
raised; apparently he would have lost cer-
tain pension rights; and a further point
dealt with accommodation. Surely the
board could have appointed a local man.
We can go from one part of the world
to another and find Australians serving
abroad when they should be here holding
down Jabs as engineers and the like. Ad-
mittedly, we must be very proud of these
people although when it comes to appoint-
ing them to a hospital of some size and
giving them a post as an administrator, we
promptly go overseas In search of an ap-
plicant.

It Is quite understandable that the deci-
sion was reached to appoint the man we did
to the Royal Perth Hospital, because that
is a very much bigger job. Accordingly, I
feel that the Government, and the Minis-
ter in particular, acted wisely in the ap-
pointment of this administrator. I move
an amendment -

That all the words after the word
"acted" be struck out with a view to
inserting the following words:-

wisely by insisting on the ap-
pointment of a local applicant to
the position of administrator of
the King Edward Memorial Hos-
pital.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: A vote on this
motion would indicate what you thought.

Point of Order.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: On a point of

order, Mr. Speaker: Is the member for
Subiaco in order in moving an amend-
ment to my motion, or is it in direct con-
tradiction to that motion?

The Premier: The amendment before
the House is to delete all words after
the word "acted".

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Yes, but with a
view to Inserting other words.

The Speaker: The member for Subiaco
has moved to delete all words after the
the word "acted"; he hns not moved to
insert any words as yet and I rule that his

amendment is in order. It is competent
for any member to submit an amendment
to any motion.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: Could the hon.
member tell us the words he proposes to
insert?

The Speaker: I have not got a copy'of
the hon. member's amendment but I think
that the words he proposes to Insert are
as follows:-

wisely by Insisting on the appointment
of a local applicant to the position of
administrator of the King Edward
Memorial Hospital.

He proposes to insert those words after
the word "acted" if his amendment to
strike out all the words is carried. Whether
the words will be inserted or not Is for
the House to decide; but I rule that the
hon. member is in order In moving an
amendment at this stage.

Debate Resumed.

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe-
on amendment) [10.39]: I oppose the
amendment because It is entirely contrary
to the terms of my motion. The words
which the hon. member proposes to strike
out are those which constitute the main
portion of my amendment. I refer par-
ticularly to the words "the Government
acted wrongly, and not in the best inter-
ests of the King Edward Memorial
Hospital. the patients and hospital admin-
istration generally-" because of the
reasons outlined on the notice paper.

So far no part of the debate could have
led any unbiased hearer to come to any
other conclusion except that the board
acted in the best interests of the King
Edward Memorial Hospital and the
patients generally, having in mind its
clear duty towards the public. The Min-
ister made reference to a number of
points to which I directed attention, but
the fact sticks out clearly that the board
in its attempt to appoint an adminis-
trator was motivated by the desire to
choose the best man for the job. In en-
deavouring to do that, applications were
called from both inside and outside of
Australia.. Is that wrong? Should appli-
cants for positions here be called only
from within Australia, because If the
Government's attitude is to be Interpreted
correctly I feel that should have been in-
corporated somewhere in legislation stat-
ing that they want certain applicants for
these positions, or that the board cannot
do such and such with regard to its hir-
ing and firing, unless it obtains the con-
sent of the Minister. That is a very
important point.

Nothing that has been said has indi-
cated in any way that the board acted
wrongly. Rather is it apparent that the
Government acted wrongly in interfering
with what the board did legitimately, in
the observance of its duty towards the
public, and in its endeavours to carry out
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the job it was given to do. For as long as
I have had knowledge of boards of this
nature, and others of a similar type, it
has been taken for granted that when
applications are called, it is invariably
done by inserting advertisements in
numbers of places both inside and outside
Australia where it is felt those advertise-
ments will help secure the best applicants.
The Government was in power when this
board called for applications and the
board, under the general supervision of
the minister, inserted advertisements in
various parts of the world in its attempts
to secure the right man.

The Minister for Health: It was impos-
sible to get him in Australia or Western
Australia?

Mr. ROSS UUTCHINSON: I am not
saying that it was impossible to get him
in Australia or Western Australia.

The Minister for Health: You are.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON -I am not. I
am merely saying that the board endeav-
oared to get the right man for the Job.

The Minister for Health: You are not in
favour of the Western Australian appli-
cant.

Mr. ROSS HTJTCHINSON: Do not try
and put words into my mouth.

The Minister for Health: I cannot; you
are too far away.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I am point-
ing out that the Government condoned
the action of this board in calling appli-
cations from both inside and outside Aus-
tralia. I do not think anyone would deny
that. The fact that it condoned the call-
ing of applications from outside Australia
in effect means that it condoned the
appointment of the successful applicant;
the man whomn the board appointed. If
it did not do so, why did it allow that
sort of thing to go on? Why did it allow
the board to send out to these various
places to try to obtain the best man for
the job if. when the final selection was
made by the board in Its wisdom after
giving the matter full consideration, It did
not agree to that selection? I do not say
the board did not give the matter full
consideration, although the Minister
tended to say so. Surely the board gave
full consideration to all the aspects of
the case!

The Minister for Health: Not neces-
sarily.

Mr. ROSS HUTrCHINSON: I would say
the representatives of the Minister were
lacking in their duty if they did not
ensure that the board gave consideration
to all these points. The Minister has two
direct representatives on that board and
I can only conclude that the board con-
sidered the merits of everyone concerned.
I say that the Government In condoning
the calling of applications outside Austra-
lia, condones the appointment of the

successful English appointee and it follows
that the Government is morally bound to
accept this motion.

The Minister for Health: When the
board appointed that man in defiance of
the policy of the Government?

Hon. Sir floss MeLarty: Why did you
advertise outside Australia?

The Minister for Health: I did not ad-
vertise outside Australia.

Hon. Sir Ross MeLarty: You are getting
imbecilic.

The Minister for Health: I am not as
imbecilic as you are.

The SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: The point

regarding the calling of applications out-
side Australia is one to which the Minister
is paying no regard whatsoever. The Gov-
ernment is morally bound-the Minister
may not believe that Is so-but I believe
it is so. I think the Government's case
would be stronger if it had included party
policy somewhere in an Act to ensure that
applications would be called for only in
Western Australia. But In the hospitals
Act the board is given power to call for
applications.

The Minister for Health: You have not
read the Act; only one section of it.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I have read
the section which was mentioned by the
Minister for Transport, but the Act does
not say the board shall call for applica-
tions only within Australia, It is ap-
parently a matter of Government policy
that irrespective of qualifications, it will
get a local applicant.

The Minister for Health: I told you
half a dozen times.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Whenever
competitive qualifications are taken into
consideration. there can he no doubt that
the man appointed by the board is the
right man for the Job. The Minister for
Works was consistent in his approach to
the question with regard to certain state-
ments he made by way of interjections
during my rather lengthy speech. He said
that we must be a poor lot if we have to
go out of Australia to 1l11 this job, and I
think he said something similar this
evening.

The Minister for Works: That Is what
I believe.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I am not
denying it is what the Minister believes.
He also said that surely in the whole of
Australia it was possible to get a mnan good
enough to do this job. The Minister will
not deny that and so he continues to
believe it. Where the Minister is not con-
sistent is that he upholds his Government
in this appointment but he is, in fact,
morally bound to support the board.

The Minister for Works: He is not.
Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: That Is

where the Minister and I1 disagree. Those
who have taken an interest in this debate
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and have followed the course of the
various speeches will be able to arbitrate
as to who is right.

The Minister for Works: The board
called applications overseas without appris-
Ing the Minister.

Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: I happen
to be on two boards of management on
which there are representatives of the
Minister and since I have been working in
that honorary capacity, I have had ex-
perience of boards calling applications for
positions and the boards in Question have
called for applications both interstate and
outside Australia. The boards appointed
under the Hospital Act may do so and
the board felt in its wisdom that It was
unwise Just to call for applicants within
Australia. If the board had called for
applicants within Australia, there would
not have been any motion before the House
at the present time; but as the board was
seeking for the best man, it called for
applications overseas and appointed the
best man. There is no doubt that the
qualifications of the man the board ap-
pointed are absolutely outstanding despite
anything said to the contrary. Indeed,
the Minister for Health said that during
the closing stages of my speech.

The Minister for Health: I have never
disputed the qualifications of the English-
man.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: He said he
did not dispute the Qualifications of the
applicant in question.

The Minister for Health: I still say it.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON. The Minis-

ter may still say that, but I do hope he
will have regard to what I have said in the
last five or ten minutes, otherwise I shall
feel compelled to say them again, and I
am just as sick of it as the people are
over there.

The Minister for Health: Don't you
think the people in Western Australia
have any qualifications at all?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I do not
know why the Minister insists on saying
that.

The Minister for Health: Because they
have the qualifications.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Why did not
the Minister prevent the board from calling
applications outside Australia?

The Minister for Health: I was not
apprised of it.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The Minis-
ter should know these things.

The Minister for Health: How would I
know?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Do not tell
me the Premier does not know these
things!

The Minister for Health: You are on a
board, but do you tell me everything?

Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: Do not tell
me the Minister is in ignorance!

The Minister for Health;, I have been
on more hospital boards than you, and I
know we did not tell the Minister.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The Minis-
ter knows these applications were called
and is morally bound despite anything to
the contrary.

The Minister for Health: We did not
know.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The amend-
ment to My Motion as moved by the mem-
ber for Sublaco is quite wrong because
of the reasons I have stated and indeed
the Minister, when he was speaking to
the motion, praised the board's work; he
handed out a great deal of fulsome praise,
so much so It tended to sicken one.

The Minister for Health: You want to
go outside to be sick.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The Minis-
ter said such boards were an integral
part of hospital administration and
worked very well. However, when he felt
it acted wrongly, he sacked it.

The Minister for Transport: Parliament
charged the Minister with the respon-
sibility.

The Minister for Health: If you were
Minister, You would not allow boards to
do what they like.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON:- That is en-
tiirely ridiculous. I do not know, Sir, how
far you will let me criticise what the Min-
ister has said regarding my motion. I
Presume you would prevent my going too
far in that regard.

The SPEAKER: The discussion at this
stage is around the amendment before the
Chair and if that is disposed of, you will
have the right of reply.

Mr. ROSS HUTrCHINSON: In reply to
Questions asked in another place the
Minister gave answers to the effect that
consideration would be given by the Gov-
ernment to the reappointment of the
board. If the Minister adheres to his stand
and from what he has said this evening I
Presume he will-

The Minister for Health: The motion
does not influence me in any way.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: If the board
is reappointed on the condition that it
will do just as the Minister tells it, I would
say no self-respecting board would have
any part of it. if it were acting in the best
interests of the public. A further point was
made that apparently a man with the
Englishman's qualifications--he was suc-
cessful-was obviously too good a man for
such a comparatively small position as
that available at the King Edward Mem-
orial Hospital.

Mr. Lawrence: How small was he?
Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: That was

said tonight and we are led to believe that
the administrator in charge of this place
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is a man who does not require good quali-
fications. That leaves the field wide open
to speculation. When applications are
called we get applicants with excellent
qualifications; applicants with good quali-
fications and applicants with mediumi
Qualifications and what sort of a man are
we to choose?

The Minister for Health: The best in
Western Australia.

Mr. ROSS HUTTCHINSON: What the
board did in its wisdom was to choose the
best man. I am not going to say that I
am standing in favour of the Englishman
because he is an Englishman or of a local
because he is a local man. That is beside
the point. It is just too silly to say that
this man is too good for such a small job
as the King Edward Memorial Hospital.

The Minister for Health: It is 100 beds
as against 900 beds.

Mr. ROSS HUTlCHINSON: It was felt
that if a man with excellent qualifica-
tions filled that Job. he would succeed in
bringing about certain economies that a
lesser mnan might not effect. One must
consider that. To fill a position of this
nature the board must In its wisdom con-
sider all aspects.

Mr. Lawrence: Would you know?
Mr. ROSS HU'TCHINSON: I do not

Intend to speak any further on this sub-
ject but oppose the amendment moved by
the member for Sublaco.

MR. BOVELL (Vasse-on amendment)
[11.01: I oppose the amendment, and if
the Standing Orders permit such an
amendment to be moved it is time they
were amended. The member for Sublaco
has moved an amendment which will make
the motion meaningless.

The Minister for Works: No.
Mr. BOVELL: He has foreshadowed the

words he will move to be inserted in lieu
of those he wants struck out.

The Minister for Transport: That is not
before the House.

Mr. BOVELL: If the amendment is
agreed to, the motion will be completely
negatived and made meaningless. The
member for Sublacoi is wasting the time
of the House by moving a senseless and
ridiculous amendment which you, Sir, have
ruled to be in order. It has been indi-
cated that the words to be inserted in lieu
will not be accepted because they consti-
tute a direct negative. For that reason
the amendment is a waste of time.

The Government has the numbers to
defeat the motion, and from the tone of
the debate it is apparent to mec that that
is what it intends to do. The simple
method would have been for the Govern-
ment to defeat the motion instead of mov-
Ing ridiculous, timewasting amendments
such as the one now under discussion. I
rose to express my concern at the attitude
adopted ty the moiner fz2. Subiaco.

RON. SmR ROSS MeLARTY (Murray-
ofl amendment) [11.2]: I cannot discussthe amendment because as the motion
now reads there is no amendment to dis-
cuss.

The SPEAKER: The Leader of the Op-
Position can oppose the words going out.The amendment is to strike out certain
Words.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLAlrTY: Thank you.Sir. I cannot understand the extraordin-
ary attitude taken by the Minister when
he says it is the Policy of the Government
to appoint a local applicant, and for thatreason a local applicant will be appointed.

The Minister for Health: As long as
he is qualified.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLATn: Now theMinister is qualifying it. We will dealwith what he says as we go on. Whydid the Government advertise this posi-tion outside Australia?
The minister for Health: I have told

You half a dozen times.
Hon. Sir ROSS MCLARTY:- The Ministerhas told us that there are men in AustraliaWell qualified to occupy this Position, andit is Government policy to appoint a manfrom within the Commonwealth. Knowing

that. I ask again: Why did the Govern-ment advertise the Position outside Aus-
tralia?

The Minister for Transport: The Gov-ernment did not.
Ron. Sir ROSS McLARTY: Did notwhat?
The Minister for Transport: Did not

advertise overseas.
Ron. Sir ROSS McLARTY: That is aquibble. The Minister knew perfectly well

the board was advertising the Position.
The Minister for Transport: The Minis-ter for Health, or the members of theGovernment did not know. Has that notSunk into Your skull? It has been saida dozen times.
Hon. Sir ROSS MCLARTY: The Minis-ter can be as offensive as he likes. Hecame from the gutter; he can stay there.
The Minister for Transport: It is abouttime you got Pushed out of Your job,
Hron. Sir ROSS McLARTY: If the Minis-

ter gives it, I will give it back.
The Minister for Transport: Who cares

about you? You are finished.
The SPEAKER: Order! Will the Leaderof the Opposition resume his seat? I askmembers, Particularly the Minister, notto indulge in interjections, because ac-cording to Standing Orders they are highlydisorderly. A member should be allowed

to make his speech without interruptions
and as far as Possible I will see that he Is.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTy: I say againthat this Position was advertised outside
Australia and because of the fact that
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it was so advertised, each applicant would
think that his application would receive
consideration and that if he was the best
qualified to occupy the position, he would
be appointed. When I look at the pro-
posed amendment I agree with the member
for Vasse that it is a direct negative of the
motion as outlined by the member for
Cotteslce. I think the Premier must agree
with that.

The Premier: No, he does not.
Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: All right, he

does not. In any case, I would think that
the Government instead of getting a sup-
porter to give it a pat on the back, would
be better advised if it thinks fit to do so,
to defeat the motion outright. The Minis-
ter from time to time has tried to make out
that the member for Cottesloc and others
who have spoken from this side of the
House, are opposed to the local applicant.

The Minister for Education: It looks like
It.

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: That is not
true. It may look like It In the opinion of
the Minister, but I repeat, it is not true. If
the recommendation for a local man had
been as strong as that for the applicant
from England, I would have had no hesi-
tation in supporting the application. I am
not going to cast any reflection on the local
applicants. They are not known to mae
personally and I can only deal with what
I read on the file. I have no other evidence
to go on apart from what has been told
to us by the Minister and by the member
for Cottesloe who read from the file.

The Minister has told us that this local
committee, which he set up, expressed dis-
appointment at the quality of the local
applicants. I did not say that; I cannot
say it. But a committee set up by the
Minister himself expressed disappointment
at the general quality of the local ap-
plicants. Surely in the appointment of an
applicant to a position such as this, we
should appoint the most highly qualified
man we can get. It is a matter of
efficiency.

Mr. Potter: Are not Western Australians
efficient?

Mon. Sir ROSS MoLARTY: You fog-
horn!

The SPEAKER: Order!
Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: it Is not only

a question of efficiency in regard to the
management of the hospital, but also the
relationship that the King Edward
Memorial Hospital for Women will have in
regard to its close tie-up with the teachings
of the medical school. We have this
recommendation from the London com-
mittee of which Professor Gordon King was
a member. He Is the doctor who has been
appointed to take the Chair of Gynwvcology
and Obstetrics at the medical school. Hle
is a. most eminent man and he has recom-
mended the appointment of this applicant
from Britain.

The Premier: Yes, but he has never seen
the local applicant.

Hon. Sir ROSS MoLARTY: That Is true,
but he has seen this man and he speaks in
most glowing terms of him. He describes
him as an Al applicant.

The Premier: That Is fair enough.
Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: As the Pre-

mier knows, some doubt has been expressed
by the local committee in regard to the
local applicants.

The Premier: There is no doubt ex-
pressed by Mr. Griffith.

Hon. Sir ROSS MoLARTY: Mr. Griffith
has not seen Mr. Hodkinson.

The Premier: Quite so, but Mr. Griffith
declares at least one of the local applicants
to be very suitable.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: He was on the
selection committee.

The Premier: What difference does that
make?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY:, Mr. Griffith
was a member of the committee that
selected this man.

The Premier: Yes, but the vote was not
unanimous.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: Even so, it
was the recommendation of the board. No
doubt if the Government Insists, the
amendment will be carried, but from the
Government's point of view I think it
would. be more satisfactory to defeat the
motion of the member for Cottesloe rather
than that the Government should give
itself this pat on the back by means of an
amendment. I can only say I oppose the
amendment and I hope it will not be
carried.

Amendment (to strike out words) put
and a division taken with the following
result-

Ayes .... ... .... .... 24

Majority for ..

Mr. Andrew
Mr. EELvaS
Mr. Gaffy
Mr. Graham
Mr. Hawke
Mr. Heal
Mr. W. Hegney
Mr. Hoar
Mr. .Jamleaon
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Lapharn
Mr. Lawrence

Mr. Ackland
Mr. Bovell
Mr. Brand
Mr. Cornell
Mr. Court
Mr. Greyden
Mr. Hutchineon
Mdr. 1. Manning
Mr. W. Manning
Amendment (to

passed.

'7

Ayes.
Mr. Marshall
Mr. Moir
Mr. Norton
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. O'Brien
Mr. Potter
Mr. abatigan
Mr. flodoreds
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Tomns
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. May

(Teller.)
Noes.

Sir Ross Mcriarty
Mr. Nelder
Mr. Oldifeld
Mr. Owen
Mr. Perkins
Mr. Roberts
Mr. Watts
Mr. Cronimelin

(Teller.)
strike out words) thus
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Mr. POTTER: I move an amendment-
That the following words be inserted

in lieu:-
according to it policy by Insist-
ing onl the appointment of a. local
appicant for the position of ad-
ministrator of the King Edward
Memorial Hospital.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member can
only move to Insert the words: he cannot
speak on it.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I wish to
ask for your ruling, Mr. Speaker. It ap-
pears to me that this amendment is a
direct negative of the motion moved by
the member for Cottesioe.

The Premier: That motion no longer
exists.

Hon. Sir ROSS MeLARTY: Under the
circumstances can a motion be mutilated
in this manner?

The SPEAKER: I rule that the amend-
ment is in order.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON (on amend-
ment): I oppose the member for Subiaco's
amendment and I would have liked to
disagree with your ruling, Mr. Speaker,
because I think the amendment is a direct
negative. In my opinion It Is not right
that a member's motion should be able
to be changed in this way. The whole
sense of the original motion has been
altered as to make it untrue. In effect,
what the Government has done in regard
to the matter is quite wrong and unwise.
It insisted upon the appointment of a local
applicant because of reasons I mentioned
previously and yet it allowed applications
to be called from outside Australia. So it
should be morally bound to accept the
appointment made by the board.

Amendment (to insert words) put, and
a division taken with the following re-
sult:

Ayes .... . .. 24
Noes .... .... .... 17

majority for ..

Mr. Andrew
Mr. Elvans
Mr. Gaffy
Mr. Graham
Mr. HAwke
Mr. Heal
Mr. W. Hegney
Mr, Hoar
Mr. .Jami~eson
Mr, Johnson
Mr. Lapham
Mr. Lawrence

Mr. Ackland
Mr. Bovell
Mr. Brand
Mr. Cornell
Mr. Court
Mr Grayden
Mr' Hutchineon
Mr. I. Manning
Mr. W. Manning
Amendment thuf

Ayes.
Mr. Marshall
Mr. Moir
Mr. Norton
Mr. Nulsen
Mr. O'Brien
Mr. Patter
Mr. Rhatigar
Mr. Rodoredi
Mr. Sewell
Mr. TOME
Mr. TonkIn
Mr. may

Noes.
Sir Ross MeC
Mr. Nalder
Mr. Oldfield
Mr. Owen
Mr. Perkins
Mr. Roberts
Mr. watts
Mr. cromme

passed.

The SPEAKER: The question is that
the motion as amended be agreed to.

Mr. COURT: would it be possible to
have the motion In its amended form
read?

The SPEAKER: Yes. The member for
Subiaco has moved, and this has been
agreed to, that the following words be in-
serted in lieu of those struck out:-

according to Its policy by insisting
on the appointment of a local appli-
cant for the position of administrator
of the King Edward Memorial Hos-
pital.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Those are not the
words that were read before.

The SPEAKER: The member for
Subiaco moved to insert those words.

Mr. COURT: I shall be brief but I want
to make the point that now that the Gov-
ernment has amended this motion to its
present form it means that for all future
positions within the Government service,
no matter how Important they might be
or no matter how specialised might be the
person required, the positions will be ad-
vertised only in Western Australia.

The Minister for Works: The Govern-
ment did not say that.

Hon. D. Brand: Outsiders need not
apply.

Mr. COURT: That is what the motion
implies. All things being equal, and, in
fact, with a little bit thrown in in favour
of local candidates, we would also support
the appointment of a local man; but there
are times, and the Minister must agree
with this-

The Minister for Health: You are try-
ing to ingratiate yourself with the local
applicants now.

Mr. COURT: I think the Minister is
romancing a little. The hour is rather late
for him. There are times when we have to

- go outside the State and even outside Aus-
7 tralia to get people with specialised know-

- ledge. As the motion now reads, it means
that it is Government policy to take only
Western Australian appointees.

The Premier: Where they are suitable.
Mr. COURT: irrespective of people who

2 have higher qualifications. In an expand-
Ing State like this there will be neces-
sity from time to time to appoint people
with speclalised knowledge to certain post-
tions. Take the case in point. There is

(T~r, to be a big change in the overall outlook
Larty towards the medical profession in this

State and here we had a man with
specialised knowledge and practical ex-
perience-

lin Point of Order.
(Teller.) Mr. Lawrence: On a point of order,

Mr. Speaker.
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Hon. D. Brand:* You have t,
-upside down!

Mr. Lawrence: I would like you
Mr. Speaker. As regards Standin
No. 144, does the Speaker considel
be tedious repetition?

The Speaker: I rule that the
for Nedlands is in order. If I rule
wise, I would of necessity have
rule out of order half the memb
have spoken this evenling.

Debate Resumed.
Mr. COURT: I had nearly co

what I wanted to say. But I want
this point. Of necessity1 in view
wording of the motion we will not
to call applications from abroad to
with specialised knowledge. Also,
consider that the Government is
to have a motion recorded in the
which it has now been amended
reason that the Department of
knew full wel]-it must have doni
cause it has two men on the bo~
if they were doing their duty at lI
of them must have been present w
applications were being discusse'
was going on. The conditions of
vertisement are clearly set out on
and they provide for the calling c
cations outside Australia and fox
who live outside Australia. The
cannot deny that his Oovernmen
through the department, if not
through him personally, that the
tions were being advertised abros

Motion, as amended, put and a
taken with the following result:-

Noes .. .. ..

Majority for .. .

Mr. Andrew
Mr. Evans
Mr. Glaff y
Mr. Graham
Mr. Hawks
Mr. Heal
Mr. W. Hegney
Mr. Hoar
Mr. .ramieson
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Lapham
Mr. Lawrence

Mr. Ackland
Mr. Baouel
Mr. Brand
Mr. Cornell
Mr. Court
Mr. Cromtmelin
Mr. Orayden
Mr. I. Manning
Mr. W. Manning

Ayes,

Mr. Marshall
Mr. Moir
Mr. Norton
Mr. NUlsen
Mr. O'Brien
Mr. Potter
Mr. Rhatigan
Mr. Hodoreda
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Tomas
Mr. Tonkin
Mr, May

Noes.
Sir Rosa Mcts
Mr. Nalder
Mr. Oldield
Mr. Owen
Mr. Perkins
Mr. Roberta
Mr. Watts
Mr. Hutchinso

Motion, as amended, thus passed
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 3.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

VETERINARY SURGEONS.
Shortage in Country Districts.

d--what Hon. A. R.. JONES asked the Minister
the ad- for Railways:
the file (1) How many veterinary surgeons were

if appli- practising privately in country districts at
people the 30th June, 1954?

Minister (2) Have any veterinary surgeons ceased
,t knew, practising in country districts since the
at least 30th June, 1954?
applica- (3) If any have ceased practising-
id. (a) how many have ceased:
division (b) in what districts were they

practising?
24 (4) Does the Minister for Agriculture
17 disapprove of veterinary surgeons, practis-

- ing privately, carrying out t.b. testing and
7 Strain 19 vaccination for contagious.

abortion?
(5) If the answer to No. (4) is "Yes,,,

what are his reasons?
(6) Is the Minister for Agriculture

aware of the shortage of veterinary sur-
geons in country districts?

('7) What is being done to attract more
veterinary men to this State?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) Five.
(2) Yes.

(TeLler.) (3) (a) One.
(bi) Albany.

rty (4) No.
(5) Answered by No. (4).
(6) There is a shortage of veterinary

surgeons, both Government and private.
n in country districts; but, in the majority

(Teller.) of districts without A, veterinary service, it
is considered that there would not be a

I. sufficiently large animal practice available
to enable a private Practitioner to make a

In. living.
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