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

QUESTIONS,

BASIC WAGE.

As to Effect of Butter and Meat Price
Increases.

Mr. W. HEGNEY asked the Attorney
General:

What increase in the State basic wage
would follow—

(a) an increase of 11id. per lb. in
the price of butter;

(b) an increase of 6d. per lh. in the
varicous kinds of meat which are
included in the regimen from
which the “C" series index is
compiled,
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assuming In each case all other relevant.
factors remain unchanged during any par-
ticular quarter?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:

On the assumption that the State Court
of Arbitration would adopt the same
method of quarterly adjustment as in the
past and vary the previous quarter’s hasie
wage by the movement in the “C" series
retail index, and that the price increases.
mentioned would have operated for the
entire quarter under review, the answers
for the metropolitan area are—

(a) 2s. 4d.
(b) Ts. 11d,

SUPERPHOSPHATE,

As to Authority for Reguiring Statulory
Declaration.

Mr. CORNELL asked the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Under what statute or by what auth-
ority is the Department of Agriculture:
acting in requiring farmers to complete
and furnish statutory declarations in re-
gpect of superphosphate used by them this.
year?

(2) What is the position of those
farmers who do not furnish statutory
declarations? :

The MINISTER FOR LANDS repled:

(1) The information i5 being sought:‘
without authority or statute.

(2) Every effort will be made to deaL
equitably with these cases.

HOUSING.
fa)} As to Homes for Railway Employees..

Mr. BRADY asked the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Railways:

(1) When will a commencement be made-
on building of houses at Greenmount or
Midvale for use of railway employees?

(2) Ig it intended to give preference in
allocation to loco. and trafic employees:
working on shift work? or

(3} Wil all sections of railway em-
ployees be invited to apply for new homes?

IFEE MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied:

(1) Building is contingent upon arrival
of prefahricated and precut houses from
oversea contractors. No definite date of
shipment has yet been recetved.

(2) The bulk of the houses will be allo-
cala.ted to Midland Junction workshops em-
Ployees.

(3) Applications from other employees.
will be considered in the allotment of the
balance.
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(b) As to Outstanding Applications.

Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for
Housing:

What was the number of oulstanding
applications in the hands of the State
Housing Commission at the 30th June
last—

(a) in the metropolitan ares;

{p) in the country?

The MINISTER replied:
" If the hon. member will state what out-
standing applications are referred to, the
information will be supplied.

fc) As to Approvals Granted.

Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for
Housing:

How many approvals for the erection
of dwellings have heen granted during the
12 months ended the 30th June last?

The MINISTER replied:
‘Nine thousand- one hundred and seven.

(d)..As to Cost of Manning Estate Land.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for -Housing:

- What was the purchase price of the
Manning Estate land upon which the
Housing Commission "has had - a number
of houses erected?

The MINISTER replied: .

The Manning Estate was resumed for
housing under the provisions of the Pub-
lic Works Act. The price to be paid by
way of compensation has not yet bheen
“finalised.

fe) As to Commis:sion Costs and Spec.
Builders’ Charges.

Mr. W. HEGNEY asked the Minister
for Housing: .
(1) What is the present approximate
cost of building brick homes of—
(a})} four rooms,
(b} five rooms,
by the State Housing Commission?

(2) What is the approximate sale price
charged during the past six months by
spec. builders for ea.ch of the above types
of house?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) The present base price for standard
type brick homes built in the metropolitan
area under the Commonwealth-State
rental scheme are—

Type TA (4 rooms)—£2,287;
Type 56B (5 rooms)—£2,548.

These figures represent contract prices
only and excluded such extra costs as
additional foundations, extra length sew-
erage line, imported materials and archi-
tectura) fees.

(2) Separate figures are not available
for 4- and 5-rcomed houses. Prices {inelud-
ing cost of land) in cases investigated by
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the Commission range from £2125 to
£4,100, but as costs of houses of similar
type (let alone different types) are sub-
ject to variations by virtue of a number of
factors, it is difficult to use average figures

for comparative purposes.

ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES.
fa! As to State-wide Flat Rate.

Mr. GUTHRIE asked the Minister for
Works:

(1) Has the Government definitely de-
cided there is no possibility of a flat rate
being charged for electricity for the whole
of the State?

(2) If not, has the Government consid-
ered whether a flat rate charge would tend
to inerease the number of factories and
works in the country areas, and so help
the decentralisation of industry?

The MINISTER replied:

(1} The Government is not prepared at
the present time to provide for a flat rate
for electricity for the whole of the State.

(2) The Government's policy is to de-
centralise industry wherever possible and
practicable and, as proof of its intentions,
is subsidising the South-West Power
Scheme to the extent of £72,000 per annum.

(b} As to Current Frequency for
Fremantle.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN asked t.he M:mster
for Works:

(1) In answer to questions a.sked by me
on Tuesday last, “If a main had been laid
direct from the South Fremantle power
house to Fremantle? If so0, for what
purpose was it laid?” he replied; "It
would convey electricity.” What I want
him to tell the House is, in view of the
fact that the South PFremanfle power
house will be generating on a 50 cycle
frequency, would it be possible to con-
vey 40 cycles direct from the South Fre-
mantle power house to Fremantle?

(2) Was the line laid in order to trans-

-mit a 50 cycle frequency from South Fre-

mantle {o Fremantle?

(3) Will he say, for the information of
industries wanting to order machinery,
what frequency Fremantle is to be supplied
with?

(4} Is the statement, made by Mr.
Dumas and Mr. Edmondson at the inspec-
tion of the South Fremantle power house,
that Fremantle was to be kept on 40 cyeles,
correet?

The MINISTER replied:

To answer the guestion satisfactorily
1 shall have to make a brief statement.

(1) No.

{2) Yes.

(3) The existing agreement with the
Fremantle Electricity and Tramways Board
specifically provides for supply at 40 cycles,
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(4) Mr. Dumas and Mr. Edmondson at
South Fremantle pointed out to Mr.
Sleeman that the agreement specified
supply at 40 cycles.

The conditions of supply of electricity
to the Fremantle Electricity and Tramways
Board are set out in an agreement made
ilgs'%gm and which does not expire until

Under that agreement the board is re-
ceiving electricity at a little over half the
actual cost of generation today. As a
result, the Electricity Commission is losing
approximately £90,000 per annum, which
has to bhe made up by other consumers
within the metropolitan area. This loss
may increase to £150,000 per anhnum in
1956 and to £240,000 per annum in 1961,

The Government does not consider this
position to be equitable, or tenable.

Negotiations are proceeding between the
Fremantle Electricity and Tramways Board
and the State Electricity Commission with
a view to an amendment of the conditions
imposed by the agreement, and I am hope-
£ul tahat a satisfactory solution may he

ound.

Failing this, the Government proposes
to submit the agreement for review by
Parliament, which is the only authority
with the power to amend it.

There has never been any doubt, and I
have said so before, but that Fremantle
must change over to 50 cycles electricity,
but, until finality has been reached regard-
ing the agreement, it is not possible to
state the conditions under which the new
supply will be made.

fc} As to Negotintions with Fremantle
Board.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN (without notice)
asked the Minister for Works:

Following on the Minister’s reply, on
what authority does he make the state-
ment that—

Negotiations are proceeding between
the Fremantle Electricity & Tramways
Board and the State Electricity Com-
mission with a view to an amendment
of the conditions imposed by the
agreement, and I am hopeful that a
satisfactory solution may be found?

May I say that no negotiations are pro-
ceding, or are likely to proceed until the
Fremantle Electricity and Tramways
Board has a guarantee that it will get
50 cycle electricity. .

The MINISTER replied:

I am given to understand that negotia-
tions are proceeding. Following on a
deputation to me, when it was decided
that certain negotiations would take place,
I feel that, until I receive a report on the
conference, I should say nothing that
might prejudice a satisfactory solution.

[17)
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(d} As to Possibility of Negotiations.
Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN (without notice)
asked the Minister for Works:

(1) Is the Minister not aware that the
Fremantle Electricity and Tramways
Board has decided thai no negotiations
shall take place until a guarantee is given
that it will get the 50 cycle frequency?

(2) I he is not aware of what I have
said, will he inquire and find out whether
it is true, and if so, make a statement
about the 50 cycle position so that there
may be a possibility of negotiations being
started?

The MINISTER replied: :

(1) and (2) I know nothing more than
what I have said. I might say, now that
I am on my feet, that if it is found neces-
sary to introduce g Bill to make an adjust-
ment regarding cost, the question of fre-
quency will not arise.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: And then you blame
Persia!

WHEAT.

As to Prescribing Charges for Receiving,
Heandling end Shipping.

Mr. ACKLAND asked the Minister for
Education:

(1) Is it the policy of the Western Aus-
tralian Government to prescribe the
charges to be paid for the receiving,
handling and shipping of wheat in West-
ern Australia?

(2) Has the Parliament of Western
Australia an incontestable right to 0x
the charges referred to in (1)?

(3) Has the Commonwealth Govern-
ment any power to compel the Western
Australian Government to vary the
charges after fixation by the Western
Australian Government?

(4) If the answer to (3) is In the
affirmative, does he realise that the Com-
monwealth Government could fix the
charges for the transport of wheat by rail,
and also charges to be made by the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust and the appropriate
bodies at Geraldton and Bunbury in re-
spect to the loading of ships?

The MINISTER replied:

This question was asked of me in the
absence of the Premier. The answers are:

(1) No. The Government proposes to
agree to such charges in accordance with
Section 28 of the Wheat Industry Stabilisa-
tion Act, 1948, of the Commonwealth.

{(2) The State Parliament cannot over-
ride Section 28 of the abovementioned
Commonwealth Act, but could probably
fix additional charges if it so desired.

(3) Yes. Licensed receivers are agenis
for the Australian Wheat Board, which
is a Commonwealth instrumentglly. If a
State law purported to fix remuneration
payable by the Commonwealth to 1iis
agents, the Commonwealth could over-
ride such law.
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(4) The abovementioned Commonwealth
Act in Section 28 (2) and (3) deals only
with the remuneration to licensed re-
ceivers and does not purport to fix the
charges for the other matters mentioned
in this question.

I should like to add that these answers
are based on the opinion of the Solicitor
General, and if the hon. member would
care to peruse the opinion, it will be made
available to him.

KINDERGARTEN UNION.
As to Government Financial Assistance.

Mr. NIMMO asked the Minister for
Education:

Will he inform the House what finan-
cial assistance has been given to the
Kindergarten Union for the years 1945,
1946, 1947, 1948, 1949, 1950 and 19517

The MINISTER replied:

The grants paid to the Kindergarten
Union by the Government for the years
m question were—

Financial year 1944-45—£1,549.
Financial year 1945-46—£667.

Financial vear 1946-47—£904.

Financial year 1947-48—£6,125.
Financial year 1948-49—£5373.
Financial year 1949-50—--£10,447.
Financial year 1950-51—£12 706.

For 1951-52 it is proposed that the

grant shall be £186,375.

In addition $o this grani, a sum of up
to £500 per year is available to encourage
the opening of new country centres at a
rate of £100 per centre.

COMMONWEALTH-STATE FINANCIAL
RELATIONSHIP.

As to Personnel of Investigating
Commitiee and Fees.

Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for
Education:

(1> Who are the members of the specnal
committee appointed to investigate and
réport on the measures that might be re-
commenced for the improvement of the
Commonwealth-State financial relation-
ship?

(2) When were they appointed?

(3) What fees, or other expenses,
paid?

The MINISTER replied:

This question also was asked in the
absence of the Premier. The answers are:

(1) Sir Ross McDonald (Chairman), Mr.
A. J. Reid (Under Treasurer), Mr. G. B.
Lancaster (Economics Research Officer),
and Mr. E. N. Birks (secretary).

(2) October, 1950, as notified in '"“The
West Australian” of the 2Bth October,
1950.

(3) Nil, except for travelling expenses at
the appropriate rates.

are
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PENSIONERS.
As to Dental Services, Eastern Goldfields.

Mr. STYANTS asked the Minister for
Health:

Will she lay on the Table of the House
the file dealing with the negotiations be-
tween the Health Department and the
Dental Association of Western Australia
regarding the provision of dental services
for pensioners on the Eastern Goldfields?

The MINISTER replied:

Yes. This file will be laid upon the Table
of the House from Tuesday next until
Thursday, the 30th August, 1851,

CAUSEWAY, NEW.
As to Opening for Traffic.

Mr. READ (without notice) asked the
Minister for Works:

As it is understood that materials for the
completion of the Causeway are on hand,
will the Minister state when the Causeway
will be ready for traffic?

The MINISTER replied:

All the materials required for the com-
pletion of the Causeway—that is the sec-
tion which covers the two bridges—are on
hand. As I have said in a Press statement,
very approximately the Causeway will be
ready for traffic in April of next year.

BUTTER.
fa} As to Loading of Price Increase.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE (without notice}
asked the Premier:

In connection with the proposed increase
of approximately 1s. per lb. in the retail
price of butter to consumers, does the
Premier actually favour loading the whole
of the proposed increase on to the retail
price, or would he prefer, if it could be
arranged, to have the increase made 50 per
cent. in the retail price and 50 per cent.
bis‘r:1 v&;ay of additional Commonwealth sub-
sidy?

The PREMIER replied:

When I was af the recent Premiers' Con-
ference, I did, together with the other Pre-
miers, ask the Prime Minister to grant
some increase in the subsidy on butter, but
the Prime Minister clearly indieated ‘that
the Commonwealth would not provide any-
thing in addition to the £16,800,000 already
provided.

(b) As to Commonweaelth Subsidy.

Hon. A, R. G. HAWKE (without notice)
asked the Premier:

Does the Premier not think that if ail
the States had remained united in pressing
the Commonwealth Government to in-
crease its subsidy pavment on butter by
6d. a lb.,, the Commonwealth Government
would have been compelled by now to
have agreed to the proposal?
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The PREMIER replied:

The States were united in their appeal
to the Prime Minister to provide adgditional
subsidy, but the Prime Minister, as I have
already stated, clearly indicated that no
further increase on the £16,800,000 would
be made.

GAS AND ELECTRICITY.
As to Tabling Graph of Comparative Costs.

Hon. E. NULSEN (without notice) asked
the Minister for Works:

Will the Minister, on Tuesday next, table
a graph showing the comparative cost of
gas and -electricity to ordinary house-
holders in Perth and suburbs, and in
capital city areas in other States?

The MINISTER replied:

I will be prepared to lay such informa-
tion on the Table of the House when and
if it is available.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. Graham and Retort to Minister for
Works. -

Mr. GRAHAM: Llast night, during the
course of my remarks in the Address-in-
reply debate, I was, as you will recollect,
Mr. Speaker, subjected to quite a number
of interjections, some of which I regarded
as being somewhat personal and rude.
Owing to the fact that I did not clearly
hear an interjection made by the Minister
for Works—an interjection which I mis-
understood and which I thought was some-
thing entirely different from what it was—
I am afraid I retorted somewhat rudely
in reply to him. I have since discussed
the matter with the Minister and have
read the “Hansard” notes, and I am satis-
fied that I made a mistake. I have, there-
fore, no hesitation whatsoever in express-
i[ng_ ;ny regret for having used the terms

id.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Eighth Day—Amendment—Defeated.

Debate resumed from the previous day,
m the motion for the adoption of the
Sddress-in-reply, to which Mr. Grazham
1ad moved the following amendment:—

That the following words be added
to the Address-in-reply:— "but as the
production, control and distribution of
bricks and cement are causing us seri-
ous concern we recommend Your Ex-
cellency to request the Government
to appoint immediately a Royal Com-
mission for the purpose of having
these matters thoroughly inguired
into with a view to ascertalning the
nature and extent of existing abuses
(if any) and how such may be cor-
rected with advantage to our people.”

THE DEPUTY PREMIER (Hon. A. F.
Vatts—Stirling—on amendment) [4.501:
‘here is an old saying that history repeats
;self, and I venture to gay that it is ap-
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plicable to the ocecasion now before us. 1
say this because I remember that it was
in 1947 when the member for East Perth
distinguished himself in this House by
moving a motion which involved the ap-
pointment of a Royal Commission to in-
quire into the activities of the State Hous-
ing Commission.

Mr. Graham: No.
motion.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: That is quite
true, the hon. member did not move any
motion, but he made a great number of
allegations the result of which was that
the Government—which had been in office
then only three or four months—because
most of the hon. member’'s allegations cov-
ered an earlier period, thought it desirable
to accede to the hon. member's request
for the appointment of that Royal Com=~
mission.

Subsequently, the member for East Perth
again distinguished himseif, In the course
of his remarks at that time he said he
could supply information which would
satisfy the allegations he made against
the Housing Commission, or unnamed
members of the staff therecf. But, when he
was requested by the Royal Commissioner
to come forward and provide the necessary
information, or what information was at
his disposal, he preferred not to do so.
In consequence, or partly in consequence
I assume, the report of the Royal Com-
missioner was one of the most abortive
documents that has ever been produced,
because the Commissioner counld find
nothing wrong and could suggest little or
no remedy for such minor matters as came
under the notice of the Commissioner dur-
ing the inquiry.

But the effect of that Royal Commission
—if there was no other effect—was that
considerable unhappiness was created
amongst innocent persons on the Housing
Commission’s staff. I suggest that con-
siderable diminution of successful effort
on.the part of the officers of the Housing
Commission resulted, because they felt, for
the time heing, that they had what one
hon. member once stated in this House---
the sword of Damocles hanging over their
heads. In the net result, the Royal Com-
mission appointed because of the hon,
member’s allegations, contributed nothing
to the improvement of conditions in the
State of Western Australia, I venture to
suggest that on this occasion the proposal
that he makes in the amendment to the
Address-in-reply, if carrled into affect,
would produce in the main precisely the
same result.

Mr. Grahem: If you have the same typ.e
of Royal Commissioner, yes.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: There was
nothing wrong with the Roysl Commis-
sioner. He was as good a magistrate as
this State has ever had—I refer to Mr. H.
D. Moseley. I have no doubt whatever
that he was as competent a magistrate and
as honourable A man as has ever graced
the magisterial benches of this State.

I did not move any
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+ The Minister for Lands: Hear, hearl
Mr. Styants: He was, yes.

‘The DEPUTY PREMIER.: And he was at
the time he made his inquiry,
* Mr. Graham: He refused to call people
mixed up in the passing of money,

The DEPUTY PREMIER:; I fook the
oportunity of looking at Mr. Moseley's
report last night, and if the hon. member
“would care to have me read what the Royal
«Commissioner said in regard.to the refusal
-—1] think no other word is applicable—of
the hon. member to appear before him to
testify, then I am prepared to have-it found
in the volume which is in front of me. I
can read it to the hon. membher, although I
have no desire t0 do so because I have said
enough on the subject already.

" Mr. Graham: I refused to do so, hut
other pecple were willing, and he would
‘not, call them. -

"The DEPUTY PREMIER: 50 perhaps 1
might be excused for saying that history
repeats itself, and it might have some
application to the present case. Buf, of
course, it may be quite possible to excuse,
or even exonerate, the member for East
Perth from desiring to repeat his historical
episode because maybe he was merely pro-
viding an excellent opportunity, and well
within the Standing Orders, for the mem-
ber for Melville to make ancther speech on
the same point.

‘The Minister for Lands: That is the
point

The DEPUTY PREMIER: If that was so,
then 1 would minimise my criticism of the
member for Easi Perth and agree that he
is a good confederate and loyal colleague,
and one who could be called upon, when
circumstances demanded it, to make that
effort. So it becomes necessary to deal, so
far as the case of Harrison versus Bruce is
concerned, mainly with the observations of
the member for Melville; and, so far as the
general issue is concerned to endeavour to
answer, having first endea.voured to appre-
ciate the views put forward by the member
for East Perth, in regard to the extremely
wide and all-embracing inquiry which he
desires to make—or rather which he desires
this House, by way of amendment to the
Address-in-reply, to convey to His Excel-
lency the Administrator as being the con-
sidered views of this House.

. Let me say at the outset that I have no
doubt that the greater number of matters
which have produced this motion—and
here T want to make it plain to the mem-
ber for Melville that for the time being I
exclude the case of Harrison versus Bruce
—are already well known to the Housing
Commission. These matters have been the
sabject of definite and active consideration,
as well as action, by that Commission, and
jn the majority of cases the matters have
been so limited or controlled, or put a stop
to, that they no longer represent trouble
serious enough to- warrant the consldera—
gion of a Royal Commission.
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From time to time the Government ha
been advised of various difficulties . tha
have cropped up in regard to some of thes
matters, and also of the action of the Houj
ing Commxssion with fespect to them
However, with the full approbation of m
colleague, the Minister for Housing, I too!
an opportunity early today te spend som
time with the chairman of the Commissior
Mr. Brownlie. He has been responsible fo
the majority of inguiries and actions t
which I have referred. . If I were not satis
fled before of the mtense desire Mz
Brownlie has to do his absolute hest in
difficult set of circumstances, and also o
the definite action that he hds taken i
regard to matters which bore in any way
serious aspect, after’the discussion I haq
with him this morning I eould not be othe
than completely satisfied.

“The issue in this matter seems to b
mainly that there are some people who ar
issued with releases for the acquisition o
bricks who do not obtain them in du
order of issue; there is no doubt whateve
that there are some such cases. I sa;
without fear of successful contradictior
with all the conditions existing there is n
possibility or no practical way of ensurin
that there are not some cases which ar
not dealt with in the order of priority i
which they are issued. I will go furthe
and say that no organisation could be se
up which could effectively police every sucl
case, even if an efort were made to set u
that ofganisation; nor is there, as far as .
can gscertain, anything in the law of th
State to require, as a statutory matter, th
carrying out of a scheme of priority of tha
nature. The situation might be that :
large number of inspectors, or officers fill
ing the same pasition, might be appointe:
to supervise the release of bricks and prob.
ably of other materials involved I have n
doubt that if they were appointed and exer
cised their fullest possible activitles, i
would still be found that there were somu
people who were getting them out of order
but I will give a few reasons for that 1n du
course,

It must be a well-known fact that n
matter how strong the police force in any
thing may be, one cannot avoid the com.
mission of certain offences. I think mem
bers will agree with me that probably on
of the most efficient police forces known ti
the modern civilised world was the Gestap
in Hitlerite Germany and yet people con.
finued to escape and, occasionally, the
did throw bombs even under that most effi
cient organisation. Without fear of rea
sonable contradiction I say again that th
Housing Commission has taken every prac
ticable step to ensure that the administra
tion of this particular branch and its acti
vities is carried out as fairly as possible.

-There are In Western Australin some
thing like 900 registered builders. Of tha
number I am informed approximately-30
are not in active- operation. Therefor
there are 600 to be'dealt with, That num
ber in itself gives some indication of 'th
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very- considerable supervision -that would
have to be.effected- if one were t0 have a
complete. grasp of all the individual opera-
tions, and be sure that every issue of bricks,
or release for bricks, was dealt with or sup-
ilsie(eid in exactly the order in-which it was

I ha.ve no doubt whatever that the
genesis of the difficulty that exists goes
back to the time when bricks were recon-
trolled after they had been decontrolled.
If I remember rightly, the recon-
trol was affected just over a year sgo but
the decontrol took place something like 18
months or two years before. There was a
considerable period, therefore, when there
was no control and when power shortages
and other unavoidable matiers produced,
unavoidably, a diminution in the supply of
bricks. At the same time, because bricks
were being decontrolled and people were
anxious to ohtain them for their future or
present needs, there was a tremendous de-
meand, or rush, to obtain the bricks.

Contracts were made between brick-
makers, builders and other individuals for
the supply of bricks either in isolated lots
or on long-term programmes. With the
stepping up of the buillding programme and
the decision by the Government to issue
permits up to 124 squares on an automatic
basis, it became quite apparent fo the
Housing Commission over twelve months
agae that a recontrol of bricks weas desirable
if there was to be any future order obtained
from a very difficult situation. But it was
impossible to turn back the clock in regard
to those arrangements that had been made,
and it was also impossible to augment the
supply of bricks sufficienfly to cope with
the greatly increased demand. Whatever
may be said against the present position
or against the position which has existed
during the past twelve months, to which I
have just referred, there is no doubt that
there has been a magnificent increasse in
the number of dwellings that have been
erected in Western Australia. The flgures,
particularly in regard to self-help homes,
given by the Minister for Housing last
evening, would indicate that this alone
has risen from 700 a year to 1,700 & year
in the course of a short period of three
years.

The overall position has been immensely
improved from the point of view of the
number of dwellings that have heen
erected. It did become apparent to the
Housing Commission, however, at one stage
that some of the builders—and I say some
of them advisedly because the majority I
sm assured are most careful and co-opera-
tive to the utmost of their ability—were
taking advantage of the situation and
exerting no real effort to make available
the bricks released for A on the property of
A, but were inclined to utilise them on some
other contract perhaps, as the Minister for
Housing suggested, in favour of somebody
for whom they were working or, alterna-
tively, for some person who was able to
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contribute something else towards the
completion of the contract of dwellings—
many of them groups of dwellings—which
these people had, .

When the chairman of the Sta.te Housing
Commission became aware that this was
becoming rather too common a practice,
he immediately sent for and interviewed
the representatives of the Building Indus-
try Congress, the Master Builders’ Gulld
and whatever organisation it is—whose
name I forget at the moment—to which
other master builder's belong. The chair-
man informed these organisations that this
could not continue and received from them
undertakings that so far as every person
within their membership was concerned,
action would be taken to ensure that the
closest possible adherence to priority issues
would bhe efTected. I have been assured
that that undertaking has been well kept
in the opinion of the Housing Commission
and its officers over the last few months.
There were a few left, however, who were
not associated with, or part and parcel of,
these organisations. No less than two of
these firms have been struck off the list
altogether and have not been given any
releases at all because they will not comply
with these proposals. At the present time
there is another case under consideratfon
for similar treatment.

Then, of course, we come to the ques-
tion of there being a certaln amount, I
may say g limited amount, of blackmarket-
ing in the industry. If we are going to
have a Royal Commission in Australia
every time a little blackmarketing takes
place in a commodity that is in short sup-
ply, then I think we shall have a Royal
Commission at least every Monday morn-
ing, because, as everybody knows, when-
ever a commodity is in short supply, and
in great demand, there will always he
somebody who is prepared to pay exira
for it and somebody who Is prepared to
take the risk of selling it to him. Llke
any other offence, it is merely a matter
of being found out.

As a result of Investigations conducted
over recent weeks, there are pending a
number of prosecutions concerning this
very subject. It is an extremely lucky
man, however, be he a police officer or
anybody else, engaged in an investigation
of that nature, who is able to produce
sufficient evidence to bring a case to court
with a prospect of success. Occasionally
I read the Press of the Eastern States of
this Commonwealth and there are refer-
ences to blackmarketing there hesides
which the minor transactions that are
being conducted in Western Australia fade
into insignificance.

Once again I repeat that these activities,
limited though they were, and mostly
confined, I am informed, to the smaller
brickmakers, have heen taken in hand by
the State Housing Commission as con-
trollers of materials under the Building
Materials Control Act. The result was
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that one brickworks—whose name I will
not mention as it will not be reasonahle
to do so at this stage—sald “Oh, well, we
" will close down.” They have not closed
down and I suggest to them that they do
not close down, because that particular
brickworks out of a total capital of £25,000
or £26,000, if I remember aright, has heen
the recipient of assistance to the value of
£12,000 from the industrial Vote.

It would not take me very long if they
did close down to recomumnend that a re-
ceiver be appointed and that they be
taken over completely, and I believe the
law would permit it to be done. I will
not mention the name at this stage be-
cause I do not think it reasonable to do
s0. There is very considerable evidence,
therefore, in that case that action was
taken. It is not always done so obviously,
however, as I belleve it was in that in-
stance, and while there are very many
dependable carting contractors who have
been carrying bricks in large quantities
for a very long period in the metropolitan
area, from the brickworks of that area to
the customers, and have never thought of
charging more than the legitimate cart-
ing fee, there have been cases where ways
and means have been found for these
carting contractors to receive the bricks
from the brickworks; to charge a fee
allegedly for carting, but which is outside
all reasonable proportions for that; and
to split the difference with the brick
maker.

80 even although it was known that
those people existed in a very limited
number, the Housing Commission decided
that all releases to all carting contractors,
however honest and full of probity they
had been over a number years, should be
discontinued, and discontinued they have
been—Ilong before this matter came before
the House—with the result that no release
today Is issued except through the brick-
works itself; and in some cases there is
an officer of the Housing Commission
either stationed there or a regular visitor
there to ensure that this ukase is being
carried into effect. So there again I sug-
gest that nothing more could be done and
that nobody could inform the Housing
Commission any more than it has already
been informed, and that nobody with any
certainty of success or any greater cer-
tainty of success could take action other
than, or better than, that which has al-
ready been taken.

Within the State Housing Commission
itself in the last couple of years there
have, unfortunately, been one or two cases
in which employees have not lived fully
up to their responsibilities to the com-
munity. Has any mercy been shown
them? Not the slightest! Three of
them were given their time within an
hour in the last couple of years, because
it is the determination of the Housing
Commission, and particularly of the chair-
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man, {o ensure that, so far as is humanly
practicable, effictency and square desaling
shall be the gulding stars of the Com-
mission and its staff.

Hon. A. R. Q. Hawke: Was any action
taken other than dismissal?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: In two cases
the men were prosecuted. The third case,
1 understand, was not one for prosecu-
tion; it was merely dereliction of duty. I
remember the prosecution that took place
in one instance; and, while I personally
was not satisfied with the amount of the
fine imposed on that oceasion, it would
have been regarded by most people as
considerable. Knowing the circumnstances
a little better than the general public,
I must confess to the hon. member that
I thought the punishment was not ade-
quate. However, that is a matter for
the magistrates and is one over which the
Housing Commission has no control. I
mention 1t only to indicate that there
has been no lack of control by the Com-
mission and no lack of keeping in touch
with the possibilities and the probabilities
of wrongdoing and ensuring that wher-
ever such offences are discovered they
are dealt with and such holes as exist are
closed up as rapidly and as effectively
as possible.

No system of inquiry could do more
than that. It would, however, undoubtedly
impose upon the very large proporiion—
in fact, I might say all—of the staff of
the Housing Commission the feeling that
notwithstanding all this; notwithstanding
the efforts they had made; notwithstand-
ing the rigid control that was being exer-
cised; notwithstanding all these things,
they were still under suspicion of not
doing enough. Is that the sort of treat-
ment which, in these circumstances, this
Legislature desires to impose upon them,
and have, as I said earlier, history re-
peat itself? I sincerely hope it is not.
The attitude of the Commission in this
matter has been to ascertain what is
wrong and to determine how hest to desl
with it. The complete acceptance of a
systemm where there are no possibilities
other than of completely rigid prineiples
being adhered to, is not going to result
in these times in increasing the number of
houses;, and that, of course, is the main
alm and object not only of the Housing
Commission, but of every member of this
Chamber.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Do you think we
have anything to learn from South Aus-
tralia?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The chair-
man of the Housing Commission discussed
even that with me this morning, and he
says he does not think so., In fact, I
would very much have liked the hon.
member to hear all that that gentleman
sald to me this morning.

The Minister for Lands: He might not
have liked it!
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The DEPUTY PREMIER: It is not that

at all. I am sure he would have enjoyed
it from an entirely informative point of
view, I did know something of the opera-
tions of the Housing Commission; be-
cause, up to 12 to 15 months ago, I was
closely in contact with it and learnt to
appreciate the diligence which the chalr-
man and his officers displayed in work
for this community. I took whatever op-
portunity was offered to me in the short
time I was associated with the Commis-
slon to encourage it in its method of
approach to its problems. Mr. Brownlie
told me that, after careful inquiry, which
to a great degree he made personally,
in his view the situation is heing handled
in Western Australia better than in any
ather State of the Commonwealth. I am
not in a position to query that statement.

I do know that, so far as blackmarket-
ing is concerned, one can find from time
to time very interesting reports of what
takes place in some other parts of the
Commonwealth, although I have not read
—I will be quife plain on this subject—
any such reports in regard to South Aus-
tralia. That may not mean that they
do not exist; but they have not come to
my notice. The chairman of the Hous-
ing Commission is also of the opinion,
and has convinced me, that If any at-
tempt were made to alter the pre-
sent system of the automatic issue
of permits or to do away with the
system of group building which the
Commission has adopted for a period

of years with very great success for Com-

monwealth-State rental homes, the per-
sons flrst and most likely to suffer would
be those artisans who are engaged in the
building and assoclated trades, particularly
in regard to the group building system.
He says that that is where occasionally
there creeps in the failure, even now, to
follow strict priority, but that it is very
often done quite bona fide in order to
maintain a team in a certain locality
while some other arrangements are being
made for them to move on, and he con-
tends that, where it daes take place, it
can be, and has been, explained because
he has, on receipt of complaints, brought
up the builders in question and inquiried
of them the circumstances, and has either
satisfled himself that the action being
taken was reasonably legitimate or has
ensured that it came to an end.

Last year there were approximately
60,000,000 bricks to be handled. That num-
ber would be sufficient for 2,500 houses.
According to the chairman of the Com-
mission, there was 8 demand for approxi-
mately 3,000 brick houses, which would
have involved roughly 70,000,000 or
72,000,000 bricks. In consequence, there
was & lag of something between 10,000,000
and 12,000,000 bricks, as far as I could
appreciate the position in the time avail-
able to me. Obviously, therefore, with that
lag of 10,000,000 or 12,000,000 bricks, there

must be a lag in supplying persons who
have received release orders. When it 18
borne in mind also that the Public Works
Department, for public purposes, has—and
I think quite rightly so—from the State
Brick Works itself a very substantial
pricrity in regard to a considerable pro-
portion of the bricks that that institution
produces, it will readily be realised that in
regard to the State Brick Works the diffi-
culties may be even more apparent.

But let us remember that the State
Brick Works contributes only about 25 per
cent. of the total bricks and, as & conse-
guence, the activities of the Commission
are spread not over one or two of these
brickmaking institutions, but over quite a
considerable number of them. I could
have continued taking note of instances
where disciplinary action or conversation,
as the case might require, has taken place
with brickmakers in the metropolitan dis-
tricts and, indeed, elsewhere in order to
ensure thai the best possible thing was
being done in sueh circumstances as I
have mentioned.

I was also interested to know from the
chairman of the Commission that the
State Advisory Panel, which was appointed
some years ago to advise it in regard to
bullding matters, and which includes repre-
sentatives of country as well as of metro-
politan buillders, was of the opinion some
twa vears ago that all controls as exercised
by the Commission should be thrown over-
board; whereas guite recently, at a meeb-
ing, the members of that panel came to
the conclusion that, as the controls are
being exercised by the Housing Comitnis-
ston and with the results that have been
achieved, those controls should be re-
tained. That may not seem a very import-
ant circumstance, until one thinks about
it for a minute.

Everybody will reecall what a demand
there was & couple of years ago from per-
sons such as some of those who are on
the advisory panel for the relaxation or
abandonment of any controls in regard
to the building industry and the release
of materials. On the one hand, it is quite
clear that the relaxation of controls to
the extent of the automatic permit, ag it
is now issued and as it has been issued
for some time, has resulted in a great
step-up in building activity. On the other
hand, the advisory commitiee has reached
the opinion that the relaxation of controls
in regard to the release of materials would
probably have a contrary effect.

And so I think it will be apparent that
close examination is being given consist-
ently and at all times by the Housing Com-
mission to the problems which might be
said to be involved in the motion moved
by the member for East Perth for the
amendment of the Address-in-reply. I
think it will be clear to the majority of
members of this House that every reason-
able action has been taken to ensure thsat
fair dealing in this regard is the order of
the day, as far as Is humanly practicable.
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For some reason the motion now before
the House, Mr. Speaker, refers to cement,
and members are aware that there are
two kinds of cement in use in Western
Australia—that made locally and that
which is imported. The difference in price
between the two classes of cement is con-
stderable and, although I have not the
actual figures, I know what the approxi-
mate position is. Locally made cement
costs somewhere between £8 and £8 per
ton and the imported article costs as much
as £24 per ton at the present time,

* No control has been exercised over im-
ported cement and those who care to pay
the price for it have heen able to obtain
it, but complete control has been exerclsed
over the local article, the quantity of which
used far exceeds, of course, that of the
imported variety. Due mainly to the very
high price to which I have referred, public
use of imported cement has been restricted
in recent times, though that restriction
has been determined also, to some extent,
by shipping difficulties.

The circumstances relating to cement
seem t0 me to be entirely different from
those surrounding bricks. In the first place,
there has not been any great complaint
as to the control over cement, though there
have been—and probably for some time
will be—some complaints about the short-
age. BSecondly, there is only one source
from which the production of local cement
emanates, and it is therefore falirly easy
to keep a close watch on transactions in
that commodity and ensure that the diffi-
culties occasioned by the great number of
producers—both small and large—in the
brick industry are not likely to arise in the
case of cement., I therefore suppose that
cement has been included in the motion
simply for the sake of conformity because
there does not seem to me, on the evidence
before me, to be any need for inquiry into
that subject. It should be apparent to
members that the Government does not
propose to agree to the general and wide
inquiry suggested by the member for East
Perth into the subject of bricks and
cement.

Perhaps I had better turn now to the
second part of this subject, to which I
referred earlier as the case of Harrison v.
Bruce. It occurs to me that the member
for Melville may have intended to be com-
pletely fair in bringing this question be-
fore the House, but I submit that he did
not entirely succeed in that infention.
There must be many members of this House
who would be lost in admiration of the
hon, member were he a barrister-at-law.
They would, I think, agree that the talents
which he undoubtedly possesses would
probably, if applied in that direction, have
raised him to heights even greater than
those to which he has already attained.

Mr., J. Hegney: You do him honour
overmuch.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I do not know
that I do. So far as I have gone, I be-

lievé 1 have expressed the opinion of quite-
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a number of members in this Chamber,
but-they might be able to criticise the mem-
ber for Melville for his method of proving
his case if he applied the same method
to his activities at the bar. The member
for Melville was very prone to- accuse -the
Minister for Housing—for example—of not
disclosing the whole of his case, of not.
reading reports in full and then to say that
ge. “.:‘.he member for Melville, proposed to

o it. -

Hon. J. B. Sleeman; The Minister was
rough on Bruce,

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I am nof sug-
gesting that he was or was not rough on
Bruce. I do not propose to deal with the
Minister’s speech at all, as I concelve it
to be my duty only to deal, as efficlently
as I ¢can on rather short notice, with the
observations of the member for Melville.
In the course of remarks made last even-
ing the member for Melville said—

The Minister said that when Capt.
Bruce and his wife were at the works
and there were two {o one, why did
not Capt. Bruce and his wife go ahead
with the business? :

He then went on to say—

As a matter of fact it was not two
to one, and the Minister knows it, so
why mislead the House? Why make
the House believe that Capt. Bruce
and his wife, being two to one, had
nothing to fear, when the Minister
knew full well that although Capt.
Bruce had his wife with him, Mr.
Harrison had his foreman with him?

The Minister for Houslng: Was the
foreman there all the time?

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: He was there
all the time, but during one period he
might have been 10 feet away.

Mr. Graham: I hope the Minister is.no$
reading from proceedings of this session.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I am reading
from notes of the hon. member’s speech—
notes which I thought were extremely valu-
able to me and which I have a perfect
right to read.

Mr. SPEAKER: It is quite in order if
the Minister is not reading from
‘"Hansard.”

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: What you are read-
ing from is an uncorrected proof.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I can remem-
ber the hon. member uttering these words.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: I ackhowledge hav-
ing uttered them, but wish to point out
that when I said “10 feet” I should have
said “10 yards."

The DEPUTY PREMIER: We will even
allow the hon. member that correction.
To proceed—

Evidently the foreman was there
whilst Harrison was discussing with
Capt. Bruce and his wife this matter
of bricks.
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Later on the hon. member guoted from
a report of the general manager of the
State Brick Works, and in that he named
the foreman who was supnosed to be there.
He did not actually name him, but re-
ferred to him as the second of the two
persons named in the general manager’s
report, from which he read and which was
part of the papers laid upon the Takle of
the House as the result of a point of order,
and which I now have here. The two
names mentioned in that report were Nail
and Payne, and the second of them was
Payne.

The member for Melville therefore in-
dicated that a foreman named Payne was
present during all the proceedings and
during patrt of those proceedings was,
allowing for his recent amendment, no
more than 10 yards away. Having put
those two facts together and not at that
time in any way doubting the hon. mem-
ber, this morning I rang up the State
PBrick Works and asked if T might see Mr.
Payne, the foreman of the Byford brick-
works, who was present in- June when
Capt. Bruce called to see Mr. Harrison. I
was told that Mr. Payne was not foreman
of the Byford brickworks at that time,
that he did not see Mr. Harrison and that
the man I wanted was named Harold
Gordon Unwin.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Then I offer my
apologies to Mr. Payne,

The DEPUTY PREMIER: 1 then said
to the office of the State Brick Works,
“While I am not anxious to make if in-
convenient for Mr. Unwin in the circum-
stances, as I realise he is some miles away,
and so on, I would be glad to see him
before lunch.” They were good enocugh to
send him in. He was accompanied by Mr.
William Charles Wilkins, produection and
sales supervisor of the State Brick Works,
who introduced him to me.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: What is Unwin’s
position?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: He is fore-
man of the State Brick Works at Byford
and was appointed to the position in April
last having previously, I believe, been on
the burning staff. 1 think that is what
he told me, though I did not make a note
of it as I did in the case of his observations
with a bearing on this case. After a pre-
liminary request to him to tell me what
eventuated on the morning when Capt.
Bruce and his wife called to see Mr.
Harrison, I took from him a note of the
exact happenings. I subsequently read
that note over to him and asked if it was
correct. I can assure the House that he
told me that all I had written down and
read over to him was correct and I can
also assure the House that what I read
over to him was all that I had written
down. It was as follows:—

During April I became foreman, Mr,
Payne, who had been foreman, was
still there at that time, pending his
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removal to Armadale. Payne left for
Armadale about a week before the
visit of Capt. Bruce and his wife, when
Payne’s house was ready. On the
Saturday moerning I was in the office
at the Byford works. I was just going
out of the office when 1 saw a man
and woman coming. The man asked
me where Mr. Harrison was, as he
had an appeintment with him at 10
o'clock. I said, "It is only 20 to 10
now; you had better wait.” A few
minutes afterwards the man came to
the office door and asked if I could
get in touch with Haitison, I said
he was at Elston's and they could go
up. They did not like to do that.
I suggested I could telephone and
asked what name. He told me,
tlece-’l

I was just going to ring up when
I heard a motor coming and saw it
was Harrison's motor van., Later T
looked out and saw they were talking
and went back into the office. They.
talked for five to 10 minutes outside
and I did not hear one word of their
conversation. At the end of the five
or 10 minutes Harrison and Bruce
came into the office. Mr. Bruce re-
mained near the door and did nof
come right in. Mr. Harrison asked
me to ring Cardup works for him. I
could not raise them.

Harrison and Bruce remained talk-
ing but until I rejoined them after
trving to phone I did not hear any-
thing of what was said. When I did
rejoin them I heard Bruce saying he
had apparently come to the wrong
place; that he had his permit in for
bricks and could not get them. I said
to him, “If you want bricks it is not
what you know, it is who you know.”
When I said this I was not referring
to the State Brick Works or to Car-
dup. I referred to the carters who
carted bricks from all sorts of brick-
works.

Bruce nor Harrison did not com-
ment. They wenit outside again and
talked again for a few minutes but
again I was in the office and heard
nothing of the conversation. Then I
went outside to go round the works.
The Bruces and Harrison were still
talking but had moved away f{rom the
office. I had no talk with them and

heard nothing. When I came back to -

the office the Bruces had gone and
Harrison came into the office. He
said, “They have come to the wrong
place. Cardup is where they should
have gone.” Not at any time when
they were within my hearing—
That is, of course, was when they were
in the office.
—was mention made of Harrison doing
anything for Bruce for money or any-
thing like that.
I sent for the foreman—and I will in-
form the House the reason—becauge it ap-
peared to me that if the member for Mel-
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ville was correct in saying that this man
was within hearing of all the conversation,
it was extraordinary that no statement
had been taken from him by the manager
of the State Saw Mills. I fully expected,
when I began my inquiries this morning
for the purpose of finding out what, if
any, substance there was in this matter,
that I should find that this foreman—first
of all Payne and, latterly, I think, Unwin
—would have something to tell me of what
conversation took place between Harrison
and the Bruces.

But as will have been realised from the
statement here, he knew nothing what-
ever about it except thai very limited
part when the pair called into the office
and suggested he should ring Cardup for
Harrison, which he tried {o do. Therefore,
Y think it will be quite clear that the
Minister for Housing was comnpletely justi-
fied in saying what he did and the mem-
ber for Melville quite unjustified in his
criticism about it, namely, that at the
g‘i)me of the conversation they were two

one.

However, I should like to go & little
further with the remarks of the hon. mem-
ber, When he came to the guestion of
the Minister for Housing having read only
portion of a report from the general man-
ager of the State Saw Mills and the State
Brick Works, which is among the papers
tabled, he corrected the Minister for not
reading the lot and he said, “I will read
the lot,” but he did not. He read all
the parts that were unfavourable to Mr.
Harrison and left out the only statement
which might have indicated that Mr. Har-
_rison was trying to do a conscientious job
for the State.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: You know that is
not true!

The DEPUTY PREMIER: It is frue.
Hon. J. T. Tonkin: You prove it!

The DEPUTY PREMIER: There is en-
tire proof.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: You prove it!

The DEPUTY PREMIER: It is here as
clear as day. The statement reads—

For your information, since Mr.
Harrison assumed c¢ontrol he has
found labour sufficient to pick over
the dump. In seven weeks to the
2nd August, 42,000—

That is, clinker bricks.

—were recovered at 2 cost of £80 2s.
2d._equa] to £1 18s. 2d. per 1,000,
selling price £7 17s. 6d.

Of the above, 38,250 have already
been sold for £301 4s. 4d., as against
£549 for 10s. loads to employees, £5
loads, and 8,000 clinkers recovered for
the whole of last year.

That was the part the hon. member did
not read.
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Hon. J. T. Tonkin: For the obvigus
reason that it was a mass of figures and
I felt it was of no importance at the
time.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Some mem-
bers may believe that, but I decline to do
so. The hon. member left out the only
part which might have indieated to the
public and this House that Mr. Harrison
was trying to do his best for the State
Brick Works. He elected to supply the
c¢linker hricks and turn them to the
State's account. But no mention of that
was made by the hon. member,

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: That is your warped
mind, thinking that way! The explana-
tion I have given you is the true one,

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I will not ex-
press any opinions of mine. I am quite
prepared to state the circumstances; they
are the circumstances and I will leave the
House to judge whether the hon. mem-
her did or did not.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Is the Deputy
Fremier going to read everything in those
papers?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I shall cer-
tainly read more than the member for
Melville did, as the hon. member will
realise.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Is the Deputy
Premier going to read the lot?

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: What about getting
from the file the letter that you wrote
to the Minister for Housing on this
matter?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I do not
mind getting letters from the file if they
have any bearing on the gquestion.

Hon. J. T. Tenkin: When you advised
him that he should not see Capt. Bruce
and Mrs. Bruce.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I think it
was quite right. I do not think it was
a proper thing for the Minister to see
them at that stage. The Minister has
told the House himself that he did not
think it right for him to see them. If
every matter in its embryo siage came
to a Minister, then Heaven help the man
in a Minister’s position.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: This was taken
to the Minister only after unsuccessful

attempts through other channels had
been tried.
The DEPUTY PREMIER: Had not

heen tried successfully.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: That is the trouble;
had not been tried suceessfully.

The DEPUTY PREMIER; The hon.
member misinterprets me. I mean that
the hon. member had not tried very suc-
cessfully. The hen. member, in my
opinion, deprived them of the opportun-
ity of examining the position properly or,
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if he did not, the person for whom he
was acting did so by declining ioc make
any concrete statement as to the alleged
offence before the deputy manager of the
State Brick Works. I cannot come to
any other conclusion. The hon. member
tried, if I remember aright, to indicate
that because he knew something of a
letter which he knew had been received
from Messrs. Parker & Parker, he
formed the opinfon that the letter was
sent to trap Capt. Bruce into making a
statement so that a charge could be laid
against him.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: 'So it was.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I think the
contrary. I think it was sent to enable
Capt. Bruce to be informed that there
was & possibility of such action being
taken and not to trap him or anybody else.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: They asked for a
statement to be obtained.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: They would.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: They had no right to
ask.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: After all, I
do not see why they should not. An in-
quiry was being held by the State Brick
Works and surely the employee thus
maligned was entitled, through his ad-
visers, to have a copy of the case, if any,
presented against him.

Hon, J. T. Tonkin: He was entitled to
be there and ask Capt. Bruce to be present
in person.

Mr. SPEAKER: This argumsant will now
cease. The Minister will proceed with his
speech.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I thank you,
Mr. Speaker. I think we might have over-
stepped the mark In almost forget-
ting the House in the circumstances
of this matter. There 1is room, of
course, I admit, on this particular
point, for differences of opinion. The hon.
member has expressed his and I have ex-
pressed mine and, once again, it does not
matter very much in the final judement;
what matters more is the things I have
mentioned, but I will leave it to the House
to determine.

Now we will come to this question of
clinker bricks. The Minister for Housing
was af some pains in an endeavour to
inform the Chamber last evening that this
concession to employees on all clinker
bricks had grown up during the war or
perhaps at an earlier period when there
were more bricks than would meet the
demand and therefore clinker bricks were
noi required: and the practice had per-
sisted over a considerable perlod.

. It so chances, as Is borne out by the
observation I read a moment ago from the
general manager of the State Brick Works,
that it was when Mr. Harrison assumed
office in April of this year that a com-

an

mencement was made to put a stop to this
practice which, in his opinion, was losing
through the proper channels certain bricks
that could be used for certain types ot
building work and, in addition, losing the
State Brick Works a considerable amount
of money which ought to be turned to
account. So he discussed the matter with
one W. C. Wilkins, production and sales
supervisor of the State Brick Works. I
had an opportunity of interviewing Mr.
Wilkins this morning to ascertain two
things. The first was: What is the pro-
cedure through the State Brick Works for
the release of bricks and is it capable of
being easily got round. The second was:
What was the position in regard to these
clinker bricks anhd when was the con-
cession system altered? Mr. Wilkins told
me this—

I was appointed to the above posi-
tion (that is production sand sales
supervisor) on the 6th June. Prior
te that I had been chief clerk for 12
months.

He told me also that the position of pro-
duction and sales supervisor was a new
one that had been created but that
it involved a number of the duties he had
been doing previously as chief clerk. Mr.
Wilkins went on to say-—

It has always been my job to visit
the works regularly and I have bheen
in charge of the distribution of bricks.
All orders that are supported by re-
lefalwises are recorded and held at head
office. :

In the course of his remarks the member
for Melville indicated that Mr. Harrison
could have ascerfained whether the order
was with the State Brick Works or not
in a few seconds, and therefore it was
impossible for him not to know when he
received that letter from Capt. Bruce that
the order might not have been placed with
the State Brick Works, but with the
Cardup brickworks.

Mr. Graham: Did he not state in his
letter that it was by this that the mistake
had been made?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: No, he said,
“it seems.”

Hon., J. T. Tonkin: When Capt. Bruce

came, he told him he knew.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: By what means
does the hon. member prove that?

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: By means of an
inquiry to which I hope you will agree.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The member
for Melville has not proved it yet.

Hon., A. R. G. Hawke: You have proved
nothing yet either.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I am not seek-
ing to prove anything.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Neither was the
member for Melville.
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The DEPUTY PREMIER: What I am
seeking to do is to disprove some of the
statements made by the member for- Mel-
ville which I will say were ill-considered;

and I think I am entitled to do so. I am-

entitled to inform the public that there were
a number of inaccuracies in the remarks of
the member for Melville just as the hon.
member stated thet there were lnaccura-
cies in the remarks of the Minister for
Housing. ‘

Hon. J, T. Tonkin: That does not prove
anything.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: They were
serious, and it is important to point them
out. I do not wish to continue this duo-
logue across the floor of the House and
with your permission, Mr, Speaker, I will
continue my speech.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: The Minister never
does when things get tough for him.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Think that one out.

The DEPUTY PREMIER.: I was thinking
how childish it was for the Leader of the
Opposition to make a statement like that.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: That is a very
weak comment,

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I know the
gituation clearly, What looked to be a per-
fectly good case on which to pillory the
Government has turned out to be a damp
squib. I will now get on with the job.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: We will see. It is
not done with by a long way.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The hon.
member does not know what I am going to
say in the rest of my speech. I might
easily go on speaking after the tea suspen-
sion,

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: There is nothing
to prevent the Minister doing that.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I will now re-
vert to Mr. Wilkins’ statement concerning
the distribution of bricks. He said—

All orders supported by releases are
recorded and held at the head cffice.
‘When an order becomes due to be sup-
plied, a voucher is put up to the works
(that is the brickworks). Later these
would appear ¢n the roster stating the
day, approximate time, the carter and
to whom the bricks were to be deliv-
ered. Invoices are made oui by the
works daily and forwarded to head
office. These are marked against
orders already sent to the works until
each order for bricks Is complete. A
daily summary is sent with these in-
voices which are made up into a weekly
summary and are the basis on which
the drawer’s pay is computed. There

are no less than eight of these men’

employed at these works—four on No.
1 kiln and four on No. 2. They are
pieceworkers and get different rates of
pay for various types of bricks.
It can be imagined therefore how well they
would know the numhber of barrows of
bricks that have been drawn, and there are
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50 bricks to a harrow. It is nof likely
therefore that the number of bricks pro=
duced from the works in any one day
would not be well known to these men:
They are carefully checked up in the sum-
maries that are sent to head office dally-
and from which a weekly summary is made.

With the exception that drawers are
not paid for clinker bricks, these bricks
are subject to the same record—

That is to say, that although the drawer
is not paid for these clinker bricks, they
are subject to the same system of record.—

and the drawers go to the office every
day with their tally.

Under this system, I have no hesita-
tion in saying that no one can get
away with bricks from the State works.

Now I turn to the question of Harrison
and the clinker bricks—

Soon after Mr. Harrison arrived, I
discussed the matter with him of the
concessions allowed on clinker bricks.
Mr. Harrison was eager to co-operate.
Very few staff loads went out after his
arrival, and he drew my atteniion to
this and the loads were stopped very
soon after. Early in June we had the
whole thing organised. Since then all
clinker bricks have been through the
sorting process and sold at list prices
and only on release orders.

It is now the 23rd August and this House
met for the first time this year on the
2nd August, so we may take that as being
the date of importance. Approximately
two months before that, the whole of the
procedure with regard to clinker bricks,
which, as I have said, had grown up for
very satisfactory reasons during the war,
had been put an end to, with the result
that the clinker bricks had been made sub-
ject to release. A total of 48,000—which is
a8 substantial number, as only a small pro-
portion of production are clinker bricks
—were made subject to release orders.

Consequently, an impression, which
seemingly it has been sought to create in
this House, that there has been a great
deal of juggling, shall I say, going on in
recent times in regard to clinker bricks,
is surely blown kite high. If the informa-
tion that Mr. Wilkins gave me is not suffi-
cient to indicate that this is s0, surely the
statement of the general manager in his
report, particularly the part that the mem-
ber for Melville did not read, should be
conclusive, I think it is worth reading
this part in order to ensure that every
mgclinber understands it. Mr. Gomme
said—

For your information, since Mr. Har-
rison assumed conirel, he has found
labour sufficient to pick over the dump.
In the seven weeks to the 2nd August,
42,000 were recovered at a cost of
£80 2s. 2d., equal to £1 18s. 2d. per
thousand, selling price of £7 17s. 6d.
Of the above, 38,250 have already been
sold for £301 4s5. 4d. as against £549
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for 10s, loads to employees, £5 loads,
and 8,000 clinkers recovered for the
whole of last year.

Thus, in seven weeks the recovery has
been £301, or an average of approximately
£45 per week, as against £549, equal to
roughly £10 a week for the whole of the
previous year. I stress this to indicate—
and I think the House must agree—that
in it we have evidence that Mr. Harrison
did at least have the interests of his em-
ployers af heart and was not merely seek-
ing to carry on his job any old how.

While the hon. member did make men-
tion of the maftter to which I am about
to refer, I want the House fully to appre-
ciate the possibility of the reason why
Capt. Bruce wrote to Mr. Harrison, c¢/o
Cardup brickwoerks, 101 St. George's-ter-
race, Perth. The hon. member mentioned
that there had been a newspaper report,
and on this it may be well to refresh the
memories of members. This report ap-
peared in "The West Australian” of the
12th June, 1951, and dealt with a periodi-
cal inspection by the Minister for Housing
of the new 8tate Brick Works being estab-
lished a mile past Armadale. The report
ends thus—

Mr. Wild expressed himself pleased
with the progress of the construction
work under Mr. . Rapley, of the
Works Department. He subsequently
visited the Cardup works and conferred
with Mr. R. Harrison, the new man-
ager. Mr. Harrison, who is 34 vears
of age, has not been long out from
England, where he had experience for
20 years in all phases of brick produc-
tion with Messrs. J. and H. Jackson, of
Manchester, the biggest br1ck—produc-
ing firm in northern England.

By what means that phraseology erept in
does not matter; it is there. I direct
gttention to the passage—

He subsequently visited the Cardup
works and ¢onferred with Mr. R. Har-
rison the new manager.

Ohbviously, it was a reasonable assump-
tion on the part of anyone who read that
—and I take it Capt. Bruce was of the
number who read it—that the Cardup
brickworks were being managed by Mr.
Harrison and, In view of his association
with the Minister for Housing, according
to the Press report, were prabably one of
the State Brick Works, That would have
been a reasonable assumption, and I think
Capt. Bruce did make it.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Before tea, 1
made some reference to the fact that a
newspaper article had doubtless led to the
error which was made by Capt. Bruce in
addressing the letter to Harrison of Cardup
briekworks in lieu of the Byford brick-
works. He had formed the opinion, of
course, as had everyone else, that it was
quite an understandable mistake. But I
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do not think the situation justified the
observations of the member for Melville in
regard to the communication which Mr.
Harrison subsequently addressed to Capt.
Bruce, dated the 19th June. In the course
of his remarks the hon. member said—

I submit that the Minister's answer
does not ring true for this reason that
he gave no satisfactory explanation
as to why the manager of the works,
who knew that Capt. Bruce’s order
had not been placed with his firm—

The Attorney General: Why would
he have known that?

Hon. J. T. Tonkin:
said he found it out.

The Attorney General:
quently?

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: No, before he
wrote to Capt. Bruce,

The Attorney Generzl: No.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin; I say, “¥es,”
and I will prove it. When Mr.
Harrison wrote to Capt. Bruce he said
in his letter that there was some mis-
take and then he said that he had
found that the order was not placed
with his firm.

I take it the intention of that is to show
that the letter written by Mr. Harrison to
Capt. Bruce indicated what the hon. mem-
ber said, to wit, that he knew that Capt.
Bruce's order had not been placed with
his firm before he sent the letter. I would
suggest to the member for Melville, and
to the House, that that was a statement
which was not founded on any premises
which justified if. Let us look at the letter
written on the 19th June by Harrison to
Capt. Bruce, He says—

Dear Sir.

In answer to your letter received
on the 17/6/51, there seems to be
some mistake as it is the State Brick
Works, Byford, of which I am the
manager. If I can be of any assist-
ance to you I will see you on Satur-
day morning, 23rd June, at 10.30 a.m.,
if this is convenient to you, at the
above address. I remain,

Yours truly,
R. Harrison.

Surely it would have been just as fair and
reasonable—in fact in my opinion rather
more so—if the hon. member formed the
opinion that the mistake he referred to
was the mistake in the address. There is
certainly no indication that at that time
he knew where Capt. Bruce's order had
been placed. The mistake in my view, and
in the view of any reasonable person who
takes a thoroughly detached attitude in
the matter, would be that there was some
mistake in the address as Mr. Harrison
says, “It is the State Brick Works, Byford,
of which I am the manager,” and the letter
is addressed to Cardup.

Because he

Subse-
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Hon. J. T. Tonkin: When do you think
he really did know?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I do not
know, but I do submit it is not a justifiable
assumption that at the time he wrote the
letter he knew and that it was proved by
the contents of the Iletter, as the hon.
member indicated.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Did he know before
Bruce arrived?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I am not able
to form a judgment on that subject. I can
only deal with the position as it is and
what the hon. member is reported to have
said, and what to the best of my recollec-
tion, he did say.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: We know it was be-
fore Bruce arrived, because Harrison said
50 himself.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: That is
another matter.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Surely it is proof.

The DEPUTY PREMIER,:: The proof the
hon. member indicated was the proof con-
tained in the letter, and I submit, and I
believe the House will agree with me, that
he was jumping to conclusions on that.
Whatever knowledge he ultimately gained,
I have not had.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Yes, you have. You
have seen Harrison's statement.

The DEPUTY PREMIER; Yes, but only
long weeks afterwards, and therefore, I
am not able to form an opinion as to
whether he knew an hour after he wrote
the letter, four days later, or a week later.
There is nothing in the letter to indicate
that he knew at the time the letter was
written, and that is the only point I am
seeking to make. It would have been pre-
ferable if this matter had been introduced
into the House on such facts as were
proven, and not on such imputations as
are made up in the way that last has been,
that being the reason why I have seen fit
to say something about it.

Among the papers that were tabled last
night by the Minister for Housing wag the
summing up by Mr. Gomme, the general
manager of the State Brick Works. Mr.
Gomme has come in for a great deal of
criticism in the House from speakers oppo-
site for the way in which he was alleged to
have conducted or failed to conduct, the
inquiry which, by minute earlier, he was
directed by the Minister for Housing to
make, As his findings have not been to
ahy degree submitted to the House, I think
it only fair to Mr, Gomme to indicate that
this—] will call it judgment—is not such
an ill-balanced document as to some ex-
tent, at least, has been indicated in this
Chamber. He says, under date, 1T7th
July—

In consequence of information passed
to me by Mr. R. Brownlie, Chairman
Housing Commission, that Capt. J.
Bruce, Commonwealth Marine Branch,

Fremantle, had lodged a complaint
that R. Harrison, Assistant Mansager,
State Brick Works, had by innuendo
indicated that he could supply bricks
if the sum of £5 were to change hands
——this was on Thursday, 28th June—I
immediately endeavoured to contact
Capt. Bruce and eventually he came
to see me on Friday afternoon, the
29th, when he reported what he had
told Mr. Brownlie.

I arranged for Mr, Harrison to be in
this office on Monday, the 2nd instant,
and plied him with questions s0 as to
establish (a) whether he was fully
aware of the system operating at the
State PBrick Works; (b) whether he
wrote the lefter to Capt. Bruce; and
{c) on his admisston why was it writ-
ten on plain paper,

Mr. Harrison stated he was writing
private letters from ¥e Olde Narrogin
Inn where he was staying and so re-
plied to Capt. Bruce on the paper
available at the hotel, Mr. Harrison’s
answers seemed {o me quite straight-
forward. He is a newcomer to this
country and perhaps not quite convers-
ant with Government procedure and
generally I then formed the conclusion
that there must have been some mis-
understanding of the intent of his re-
marks at the meeting at the brick-
works on Saturday morning, particu-
larly as Mr, Harrison is a little difficult
to understand, speaking with a very
broad Lancashire accent, and he seems
ta cut his sentences,

In view of the uncertainty still exist-
ing and as I was going to the mills on
Tuesday morning, I requested Mr. Hall
to endeavour to arrange an interview
between Capt. Bruce and Mr. Harrison
in a genuine endeavour to straighten
matters out. My idea was that Capt.
Bruce would make a definite accusa-
tion in front of Mr, Harrison which
would enable him to refute it in the
presence of each other. The result of
the interview is shown hereunder.

The statement made by Capt, Bruce
and confirmed by Mrs, Bruce relating
to 48 brickies and £5 a time is definitely
not the statement made to me and as
related by Mr. Brownlie, Whether this
statement was also made on the Satur-
day morning I am unable to verify,
although Mr. Harrison's statement,
attached, shows some relationship.
Mr. Tonkin called on the 12th inst.
after my letter of the 11th had been
posted to Capt. Bruce and stated it
was on his advice that Capt. and Mrs.
Bruce did not repeat their original
statement. It seems to me, therefore,
that unless Capt. Bruce is willing to
repeat his original statement in Mr,
Harrison’s presence, I cannot very
well adjudicate in the matter nor make
any decision.
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A reply has been received from Capt.
Bruce, dated the 13th inst., In which
he advises he does not propose to say
snything further, and I propose to
advise Messrs. Parker & Parker
accordingly.

In summing up and after giving the
matter mueh thought, I have come to
the following conclusions:—

{a) Capt. Bruce sincerely thinks
that something irregular is
happening at the brickworks
but in all probability mis-
understood Harrison's re-
marks.

I, at the time, he thought
Harrison was asking for a
bribe why did he not tax him
with it _there and then-(as he
had a witness, namely, his
wife), instead of waiting for
a day or two before report-
ing it to Mr. Brownlie. In
any case I should have been
the first approach.

The words used by Capt.
Bruce at the head of page 5
of his statement when inter-
viewing Messrs. Brownlie and
Hynam are denied by these
gentlemen as not being
strictly in accordance with
the conversation that took
place.

If Mr. Harrison, on the
other hand, had any thoughts
" of irregularities, to which
Mr. Elston referred when
handing over to him, he cer-
tainly went a very crude way
about his endeavour to find
out,

(e) As the letter was re-addressed
to Harrison from the Cardup
Brick Company, I do not
place any importance on the
fact that he opened the let-
ter as it was marked “per-
sonal.”

(f) Whether money passed or not,
the system of deliveries would
prevent Harrlson from carry-
ing out any alleged promise
of delivery.
As Mr. Harrison had only
been in the country for a
matter of four weeks he
could hardly have been in &
position to make any contacts
to carry out improper prac-
tices and another matter in
his favour is that he had al-
ready reported to Mr. Elston
certain alleged irregularities
in connection with staff
privileges.

As Capt. Bruce will not face

the accused person with his

original statement, the only

(b}

(e)

(d)

e

(h)
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course I can see to follow is
to absolve Mr. Harrison of
any complicity a8 he is inno-
cent until proved guilty and
1 cannot find that way.

Intentionally or otherwise—] am pre-
pared to admit for the purposes of this
debate that it was otherwise—the mem-
ber for Melville placed in my mind the
impression that he was convinced that
Mr. Gomme was unfair and improper in
his review of this matter but Mr. Gomme's
judgment, I submit, was not the judgment
of a partisan. In the first place, as the
member for Melville pointed out once or
twice in the course of last night's debate,
Mr. Gomme began by being at least per-
feetly fair to Capt. Bruce by saying he
thought Capt. Bruce sincerely thought
that something irregular was happening.
He went on to indicate that Harrison,
having been here only a very short time
and during that time having endeavoured
to show up some irregularities, was not
likely to bhe one to contribute towards
such practices. He then pointed out the
conflict of views that there is between the
parties and recited certain differences that
had occurred and ended by saying, “He
is innocent until proved guilty and I can-
not find that way."”

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Did he not say &
bit more than that later on?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: He said—

Should there in fact be any irregu-
larities with deliveries of bricks
whether by State Brick Works or pri-
vate companies this cannot be laid
at the door of this concern. The
Building Operations and Building
Materials Control Act under which
releases are granted is administered
by the State Housing Comimission and
I cannot accept any responsibility for
what happens to bricks once deliv-
ered into the hands of brick carters.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: I meant the part
about what he proposed to do.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: He said—
It is therefore recommended from
a departmental point of view that no
further action be taken.

As the judgment of a layman, I think
that is a well-balanced document. He
tries to point out what might be to the
advantage of each party and as there is
not sufficient evidence bhefore him, he
adopts what I think members will agree
is the wusual principle of British justice
—that a defendant is entitled to the bene-
fit of any doubt.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin; Did he interrogate
Unwin?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: To the best
of my knowledge, no.

Mr. Styants: How did Parker & Parker
come into the business at that stage?
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The DEPUTY .. PREMIER: They had
written -to’ the general manager of the
State Brick Works saying they wanted to
‘know if. Ca.pt.. Briuce was-repeating his
statement, or words to that effect, and
he said he proposed to.advise them that
Capt. Bruce was not doing. so. I'think he
had to answer the letter and that was
the only answer he could givé them. No
exception can be taken to that. And so
I say that any suggestion that the gen-
‘eral manager of the State Brick Works
has been in any way partisan or unfair
in this matter is hot borne out by his
report. and it seems to me that up to the
bresent there is nothing to warrant the
general manager forming any conclusion
other than that which he did form

In my view the whole matter is a most
unfortunate one—I am dealing now solely
with the case of Bruce v. Harrison. Were
I sittlng in judgment on the facts, so
far as they have been shown to me—
and I have now spent considerable time
on the matter—I would say, at the very
worst, that the defendant. Harrison -was
entitled to the benefit of the doubt. That
is at the very worst. I would therefore
say that, being entitled to that benefit,
he could not be convicted on any charge,
supposing a charge could be or was laid
in respect of this matter. But, this matter
has been given, in my opinion, a great
deal more publicity than it has deserved.

Mr. McCulloch: More than the price of
gold question?

The DEPUTY PREMIER.: It has placed
Mr. Harrison, and I dare say Capt. Bruce,
too, in a rather invidious position. T do
not know whether Capt. Bruce realises
what the situation will be if, as suggested,
an inquiry were made into this matter
under the panoply of the law. I do not
know whether he realises the unpleasant-
ness that will be attendant on an inquiry
of that nature; I hope he does for 1 can
see nothing that he can gain and little
that he can lose except time, comfort and
50 forth.

Hon, J. T, Tonkin: He could lose his
good name if he cooked up a story as was
suggested by the Minister for Housing.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Of course, the
position is equally bad, or worse, for Harri-
son; a man who had hbeen, at the time of
this business, in the country for only four
or five weeks and who, as I said, had begun
steps to improve certain positions at the
State Brick Works which had been the
subject of careless handling for quite &
time. By these improvements he enabled
the State to collect a fair value on a cer-
tain type of brick. I feel, however, that
the matter has really gone too far for us
to ask Mr. Harrison to lie down and take
it. Virtually every paper in the State has
some reference to this matter; the impli-
cations are much wider from what has
been said than, in my opinion, actually
exists within the four walls of this case.

[ASSEMBLY.]

I do not think it has been -fair that the

‘suggestions should have been so wide. I

will .not say that mud has stuck to Mr,
Harrison over this matter but I am firmly
‘convinced that.there are some spatterings
of it, and I have reached the conclusion
that it is about time they were cleared

away. I am convinced that the result of

any investigation into this matter, at which

‘both. parties, and all concerned, would be
_obliged to state in full and under oath

what took place, could only reveal a state
of affairs in ‘which Mr. Harrison would be
shown to be not guilty.

So I propose to info_rm the House that

while the Government does not intend
to agree, as I said earlier, to the general
and wide ingquiry ‘suggested in the amend-
ment to the Address-in-reply, I have an
alternative to it. Obviously, quite apart
from the-substantial reasons I have given,
a motion of the nature moved is not ac-
ceptable to any Government; but if the
amendment is defeated—and in so far as
the case of Harrison versus Bruce is con-
cerned—the Government is prepared to
arrange for a stipendiary meagistrate to
inquire into the allegations made. I there-
fore ask the House to reject the amend-
ment and leave the Government, on that
undertaking, to take action in the matter.

HON. A. R. G. HAWKE (Northam—on
amendment) [7.54]1: The Deputy Premier
has covered a considerable amount of
ground in discussing this matter. Most
of his time was spent in defending the
administration of the State Housing Com-
mission. As far as I was aware, the State
Housing Commission was in no way under
fire in this debate; neither—

The Deputy Premier: It is responsible
for the distribution of bricks.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE:. -—was the
amendment aimed in any wa.y at the State
Housing Commission.

The Deputy Premier: The State Hous-
ing Commission is responsible for the dis-
tribution of bricks, and that is part of
the amendment.

Hen. A. R. G. HAWKE: The Deputy
Premier tells the House that the State
Housing Commission is responsible for the
distribution of bricks. How far is it re-
sponsible? Where does its responsibility
begin and where does it end in this con-
nection? 1Is the Minister trying to lead
the House to believe that whenever and
wherever blackmarketing has developed in
this State in the distribution of bricks,
the State Housing Commission, or its of-
ficers, have fallen down on their job and
are entitled to be held responsible for
every such activity? Of course not. The
contention of the Deputy Premier on that
point is absurd.

It is true that the State Housing Com-
mission, under the building materials con-
trol legislation, is the responsible public
authority. However, as the Deputy Pre-
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mier knows only too well, the release of
bricks is automatic in many instances.
Therefore, it seems to me that the State
Housing Commission is not under fire at
all; certainly not from this side of the
House. As a matter of fact, the Deputy
Premier admitted in his speech that black-
marketing does take place, and has taken
place, in the distribution of bricks; I think
he would admit that it is still taking place.

What is the attitude of the Deputy Pre-
mier to the problem of blackmarketing in
bricks? He tells us that blackmarketing
activities ih Western Australia, by com-
parison with at least some of the Eastern
States, is not of any great significance.
Is that the way to face up to the problem?
Is it a sufficient answer to this House
for the Deputy Premier to tell us that
blackmarketing in bricks, and perhaps in
other building materials, is flve times worse
in Sydney than it is in Perth! No wonder
blackmarketing flourishes in Western Aus-
tralia if that is the attitude of the Deputy
Premier to the problem. I think it is the
attitude of the Minister for Prices, to the
same thing, in connection with prices con-
trol legislation in Western Australia.

Mr. Graham: Hear, hear!

The Deputy Premier: Surely you are
being jocular.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I am not being
jocular.

The Deputy Premier: Then you have
every justification for being so.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I am being tre-
mendously serious hecause I have been
convinced, for a long time, that black-
marketing has been treated far too lightly
by the Government; unfortunately, too, it
is treated far too lightly by the general
public. Too many people in the com-
munity regard it as smart business on their
part to indulge in blackmarketing.

The Premier: Do you think it is as bad
as it was when we had war-time controls?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: In my opinion,
much worse.

The Premier: No, there is no comparison.
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Much worse.
Mr. Graham: Of course it is.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Especially is
this so in connection with building ma-
terials.

Mr. Graham: The Premier was away in
Britain for too long. He is out of touch.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: So it seems to
me that the attitude of the Government
towards blackmarketing in this State is
an attitude far too lenient effectively to
meet the situation. When the Deputy
Premier says that blackmarketing in this
State is light by comparison with what it
is in the Eastern States he has to remem-
ber that the volume of commereial and
husiness activity in this State is ever so
much less than it is in New South Wales
and Victoria. Therefore the percentage of
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blackmarketing in Western Australia could
be quite as great, even greater, by compari-
son with what it i§ in Victoria and New
South Wales.

The Premier: Action is taken against
these people for blackmarketing and break-
ing the law,

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Is it?
The Premier: Yes.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: When?

The Premier: The hon. gentleman sees
reports in the Press the same as I do.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: [ suppose I have
seen in the newspapers an average of one
prosecution a month.

The Attorney General: Well, you do not
read the newspapers.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The difference
between the Attorney General and myself
is that I read and understand the news-
paper and he only reads it.

The Attorney General: You cannot pos-
sibly make the statement that there is only
one prosecution a month, considering the
number of prosecutions there are.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I do not think
the Attorney General is awake to the type
of prosecution we are discussing. What
type of prosecution does the Attorney
General think we are discussing?

The Attorney General: You said some-
thing about prices a while ago.

Hon, A, R, G. HAWKE: I thought so! I
thought the Attorney General was uncon-
scious as usual and he has proved over-
whelmingly that such is the case.

The Attorney General: Well, you make
yourself clear.

Hon. A. R. G, HAWKE: I am happy in
the fact that I have made myself clear to
everyone in the House except the Attorney
General.

The Attorney General: Do not pay your-
self so many compliments.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The fact that T
have not made myself clear to the Altornes
General only proves that it is impossible
for anyvone to make himself clear to the
Attorney General,

Mr. Nimmo: Don’t throw
bricks.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The Deputy
Premier so flatters the Government as (o
say that no inquiry into blackmarketing of
bricks in this State could achieve any more
than the Government has already done. 1
know, Mr. Speaker, and I am sure you
know, too, as do some of the supporters of
the Government in this House, that biack-
marketing in bricks is going on on a fairly
extensive scale.

The Attorney General: What do you
mean by blackmarketing in bricks?

Mr. Graham: Go back to sleep!

too many
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The Attorney General: What do you
mean by blackmarketing in bricks?

Hon. A, R, G. HAWKE: I think every
member of the House knows what we mean
when we talk about blackmarketing in
bricks, but for the special benefit of the
Attorney General I would say that it is a
practice hy which certain persons, either
engaged in the production of bricks, or the
handling or controlling of bricks between
the point of production and the ultimate
point of use, obtain more for them than the
price which the Attorney General's price
fixing department places upon them.

The Attorney General: So you do refer

to prices prosecutions, do you, as far as
bricks are concerned?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: I do not.

The Attorney General: Oh! I thought
you did.

The Minister for Lands:
that.

Hon. A, R. G HAWKE: The Attorney
General is wrong again. We have seen
quite recently in the newspapers a report
that a certain brickworks threatened to
close down because the legitimate maxi-
mum price for bricks was not sufficient to
enable the company’s works to be carried
on profitably. It has been said during this
debate tonight that the brickworks in
question have not, in fact, closed down; not
yet, at any rate. I understand the Govern-
ment, through the State Housing Commis-
sion, carried out exhaustive inquiries re-
garding this company’s operations and
obtained a lot of valuable information. It
would be interesting to know what action,
if any, it proposes to take on the informa-
tion which was obtained for it by the
Commission,

There is no doubt in my mind that an
exhaustive investigation into the produc-
tion and distribution of bricks in the
metropelitan area particularly, would
expose the fact that blackmarketing ac-
tivities in connection with bricks have
been fairly widespread and continue to
be s0. I do not suggest for a moment
that it is easy to prove a case against
blackmarketers. I know that those who
regularly engage in this practice are very
crafty. They doubtless go to no end of
trouble to cover up their tracks. There-
fore it could very easily be that a search-
ing investigation by a judse would not
only expose the extent of blackmarket-
ing, but also would result in a recom-
mendation being made to the Government
to take more effective steps for the track-
ing down of those engaged in it and
probably for reducing the possibility of
It_)l%ckma,rketing' being practiced in the
uture.

If the Government thinks it has all
the answers to this problem then that is
unfortunate, especially for those people in
this State who are waiting for homes but
are not able to cbtain them in a period

That settles
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which could be regarded as fair and rea-
sonable, They are families which are
forced to wait far longer than they should
to obtain a home in which to live; families
which are compelled to live under the
most deplorable conditions, And when I
mention families, I have in mind the
women and the young children, tens of
thousands of whom today in Western
Australia, as I have said, are living under
terrible conditions in so far as their ac-
commodation is concerned.

Prior to the speech of the Minister for
Housing during the Address-in-reply de-
bate, the Capt. Bruce-Harrison episode
was not to my mind by any means the
most important phase of the production
and distribution of bricks in Western
Australin. I regarded that episode as
being incidental to the whole problem;
as being a comparatively minor part of
it; as heing only one example of the
possibility that blackmarketing was, in
fact, in operation. However, the speech
of the Minister for Housing in connec-
tion with this episode was such as to
cause it to become a thousand times more
important than it was before he made
his speech. Those who heard the mem-
ber for Melville make his speech on the
matter will remember that he stated what
he believed to be the facts. He gave to
the House the information which had
been given to him by a reputable citi-
zen. He gave us information also of his,
the member for Melville’s, unsuccessful
attempts to try to get, first of all, the
Minister for Housing, and later other
Government officers, to have this episode
thoroughly investigated.

As a matter of fact, the member for
Melville showed great patience in his ef-
forts to try to achieve success in that di-
rection. He was anxious that this mat-
ter should not be ventilated in Parlia-
ment or in public at all because he was
keen that any suggestion of questionable
action against any person should not be
made here unless a searching depart-
mental inquiry had first proved that there
was a reasonable basis upon which to
make the whole matter public. Now,
what was the reaction of the Minister
for Housing to the approach made by the
member for Melville? The Minister for
Housing would have no association with
the matter; he refused to accept any di-
rect responsibility in connection with it.
He said, “This is not a matier for me
to investigate; it is not a matter for me
to handle; it is not my responsibility.”

Well, Mr. Speaker, I should say that
a Minister would have a very comfort-
able time in office if he were able al-
ways to adopt that attitude to important
matters, and to get away with it. The
member for Melville then endeavoured
to get a searching investigation made by
Government officers who had some rela-
tionship with the department concerned.
In those efforts apparently he was not
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very successful because at no stage was
there any real showdown as between
Capt. Bruce en the one hand and the
manager of the State Brick Works on the
other, However, the Minister for Hous-
ing did have some kind of departmental
ihquiry made by the general manager of
the State Saw Mills and the State Brick
Works, Mr. Gomme.

Finally, the Minister comes to this
House, as he did this week, and judges
the whole matter, makes a clear-eut and
vigorous judgment as between the state-
ments of Capt. Bruce on the one side and
the position of the manager of the State
Brick Works on the other. The Minister
for Housing did not hesitate at all to
judge the situation. He not only judged
it, hut he relished the opporfunity to judge
it. He told us in effect that he had found
there was no justification whatever for
the suggestions made against the manager
of the State Brick Works. If the Minister
had left it at that he would have at least
some justification for his attitude, and no
very serious objection could have been
taken to what he said. However, he went
very much further, and judeed Capt.
Bruce and his actions and activities in
connection with the whole matter.
Minister decided without any gqualifica-
tion, that Capt. Bruce had cooked up a
story and perpeirated a conspiracy for
the purpose of trying to obtain a few
thousand bricks with which to have a
house built.,

The Attorney General: I think Mr.
Brownlie is supposed to have cooked up
a story, too, isn’t he?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: The fact that
the Minister was so reckless in regard to
Capt. Bruce makes the episode between
Capt. Bruce and the manager of the State
Brick Works a thousand times more import-
ant. We all remember that the Minister for
Housing charged the member for Melville
with having made g vitriolic and scurrilous
attack upon the manager of the State Brick
Works which, of course, the member for
Melville did not do at all. On the other
hand, the Minister certainly made a very
vicious, a most unjustified and vitriolic
attack upon Capt. Bruce. Not only must
the Minister for Housing accept full
responsibility for that, but the Premier
and all the other Ministers must accept
responsibility for it toos. That is why there
should now be a most exhaustive investi-
gation inte the matter—

The Premier: Are you not satisfied with
the inquiry promised by the Deputy
Premier?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: -——and we on
this side of the House say that the investi-
gation should be made by a judge. We
also say thal the investigation should not
be limited to this one possible phase of
blackmarketing, but should be widened to
cover every possible activity of black-
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marketing in connection with the distribu-
tion of bricks. I do not pretend to judge
the manager of the State Brick Works. As
a matter of fact, I give him the benefit of
any doubt there might be, if there is any
doubt. What we do know is that there
is blackmarketing in connection with the
distribution of bricks generally.

What is the sense, therefore, of the
Government’s agreeing to investigate only
one possible blackmarketing practice by
one or two persons at the most, and refus-
ing at the same time to allow the man
carrying out the investigation to inquire
into the whole field of blackmarketing in
bricks so that he might uncover such
activities, wherever they exist, in the pro-
duction and distribution of bricks within
the State?

Obviously the Government is doing a
most foolish thing if it agrees to an
investigation of only that one phase of
the subject where nothing has been proved,
where nothing might be proved, and where
there might be no blackmarketing activity
of any sort. I should hate to think that
there has been, or is, or would be anything
of the sort associafed with a State-owned
and State-operated utility. So 1 say to
the Premier and his colleagues that they
run away from the general problem if
they refuse to accept the amendment as
a whole and undertake to have an inquiry
into the Capt. Bruce-Harrison episode only.

It is a remarkable fact that both the
Minister for Housing and the Deputy Pre-
mier failed to interview Capt. Bruce at any
time. I understand that the Minister for
Housing actually refused to interview him.
What a one-eyed attitude it was for the
Minister to come to the House and judge
the whole matter, and viciously to go fur-
ther and make the dastardly charges he
did against Capt. Bruce when he, the
Minister, who set himself up as the judge
of the matter, had refused to give Capt.
Bruce an opportunity of discussing the
matier with him!

This evening the Deputy Premier was
nearly as bad though, I admit, not quite.
He came here and stated a case based
entirely on information made avzilable
to him by departmental officers, and then
said in effect, that, although there was
really no charge to be answered, nothing
really serious to be investigated, the Gov-
ernment had decided, in view of all the
newspaper publicity, to agree to an in-
vestigation by a magistrate. Why did not
the Deputy Premier grant Capt. Bruce the
privilege of an interview in order that he,
the Deputy Premier, might get not only
the departmental point of view but also
the opposite point of view? Surely that
would have been a fair and reasonable
thing to do! Yet it was not done.

The Premier: The Deputy Premier is
going to have a very busy life if he has
to listen to complaints by everyone who
has complaints or to any charges made.
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Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: No one has

suggested that.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Is the position in
this State really so bad?

The Premier: I do not think so.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: Then . there is no
point in your statement.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: Surely the Pre-
mier does not suggest that, in view of the
proportions reached by the episode and
the publicity given to it, the Deputy Pre-
mier should not in this instance have in-
terviewed Capt. Bruce! The Deputy Pre-
mier regarded the matter as so important
as to come here this evening and speak
about, it for two hours. Therefore it seems
t0 me that an acute obligation rested on
the shoulders of the Deputy Premier to
interview Capt. Bruce so that he, the
Deputy Premier could have had both sides
of the case and arrived at a more balanced
judgment. If the Deputy Premier is not
able to get away from his habit of stating
only one side of a case, it is unfortunate—
unfortunate for the Government and un-
fortunate for all of those involved in this
matter.

I suggest very seriously that the Pre-
mier and his Government would be taking
a false step by watering down any pro-
posed inquiry to such an extent as to cause
it to cover only one possible activity in
the blackmarketing of bricks in this State.
I am sure that if the Premier had a talk
with some of his supporters in this House,
he would learn sufficient to cause him to
agree that the severest investigation should
be made to expose these dishonest activi-
ties, to bring to book those indulging in
them and to establish a setup that would
reduce to a minimum blackmarketing
activities in the future.

I want the Government to take a much
more realistic view right through regard-
ing blackmarketing activities, irrespective
of whether they occur in connection with
building materials or anything else be-
cause, unless a much more severe attitulle
is adopted, we shall experience a much
greater undermining of honesty by people
concerned in these affairs, We can imagine
the thoughts and feelings of builders and
contractors who trade honestly and find
themselves failing to get, regulariy at any
rate, the supplies of building materials
they need to enable them to carry on and
keep their iteams of workmen together,
well knowing, as many of them do, that
other builders and contractors, prepared
to trade on the blackmarket, are able to
get supplies of building materials regularly
and, therefore, are able to keep together
their teams of workmen, and even to go
further and flich emplayees away from
the first group of builders and contractors
because they are not able to keep their
workmen employed regularly.

The matter in my view is extremely
serious, quite apart from the Capt. Bruce-
Mr. Harrison episode, which hecomes im-
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portant only because of the attitude of
the Minister in his speech the other night
when he libelled Capt. Bruce, and did it
delibergtely. It is only the attitude of the
Minister towards Capt. Bruce in his speech
which has wrapped the matter around
with s0 much more importance than it
had up to that stage. Therefore it would
be out of all reason for the Government
to agree to investigate only that question
and leave the general, fairly widespread
problem of blackmarketing in bricks to go
on as it has done for so long.

THE MINISTER FOR HOUSING (Hon.
G. P. Wild—Dale—on amendment) [8.32]):
I do not intend to add any more fuel to a
flame that has been fanned here for the
last two days, and one day last week.

Mr. Totterdell: It is getting us nowhere.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: That
is so. It has not got Capt. Bruce his
bricks and it is not clearing the name of
Harrison.

Hon. J. T. Tonkin: That is not our fault.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: There
are one or two observations I want to
make. The Leader of the Opposition in-
ferred that the blackmarket here was as
bad as it is in the Eastern States. I am
not going to deny, and no member of the
Government will, that there is a degree
of blackmarketing in Western Australia.
It is inevitable that there should be some
blackmarketing, particularly when we have
an expanding -programme such as we have
today. We are endeavouring this year to
build 6,000 houses, but we are still pro-
ducing very nearly only the same quantity
of bricks that we were when we were trying
to build 2,000 houses less, last year, The
result, as the Deputy Premier pointed out
prior to the tea suspension, is that it is
inevitable that some people will fail to
resist the temptation to enier into the
blackmarket. It is rather inieresting to
look at the “Sydney Morning Herald” of
the 15th July, 1951—only a little over &
month ago—and see in an article there
that cement is shown up to £3 a bag in
Sydney on the black; and the New South
zVales prices branch figure is 8s. 8d. a

2.

Hon. A. R. G, Hawke: Bricks in Western
Australia are up to £20 a thousand on the
black, and the fixed price is £7 10s. a
thousand.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I can
assure members that nothing like that per-
meates the industry in Western Australia.
We know it is there in a minor degree, but
we are doing everything we can to stop it.
The Leader of the Opposition mentioned
the brickworks referred to by the Deputy
Premier, and wanted to know what we
had done in regard to stopping the black-
marketing at those particular brickworks.
The reason why those brickworks were to
be closed down, or allegedly closed down,
was because of action taken by the State
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Housing Commission. 'This particular
brickyard had been operating a system
whereby it never saw the permits. It had
a carter who was the go-between., He got
the permit from the permit-holder and
then went to the brickyard where he picked
up the bricks. I understand that the com-
pany was getting somewhere in the vicin-
ity of £15 a thousand for ifs bricks.

When this came to the ears of the State
Housing Commission, the chairman imme-
diately took action and said that ithe pro-
visions of the Building Materials Control
Act were to be carried out in their en-
tirety, and the firm then was not to deliver
any bricks unless it was given a release.
The result was that it endeavoured to call
the bluff of the Government and said,
“Very well, we will close down.” But, as
the Deputy Premier said, that brickyard
has not closed down, and I do not think
tl_'ﬁfe is much likelihood of its doing so,
either.

I wish to make only one other observa-
tion, and that is that I wani to apologise
to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
for having used a word last evening which
I did not intend when I said that Capt.
Bruce had cooked up a story. I see in the
report of my speech that I said it, and I
must admit to having said it, but I was
endeavouring to infer—

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: The Minister said
it very deliberately.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: 1 was
endeavouring to infer that this gentleman,
when he went to see Mr. Brownlie, was
led away, as many of us are at times. I
said last evening that Mr. Brownlie denied
certain of the things that he was supposed
to have said in the presence of Capt. Bruce
and which actually were said. Finally,
now that this subject has heen ventilated
to such a large extent, I think the course
the Government is going to take to have
a magisterial inquiry is definitely fair to
both gentlemen.

We have listened for three days to the
rights and wrongs of Mr. Harrison and
the same applies to Capt. Bruce. Now
Capi. Bruce will have the opportunity to
do what it was hoped he would have done
before the inquiry at the State works, and
that is, be ahle to go before the magistrate
and look Mr. Harrison in the eye and make
certain allegations, and it will be for the
magisirate then to defermine on the evi-
dence whether he is right or wrong.

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

Ayes
Noes

Majority against

lal B S

N

Ayes,

Mr. Brady Mr. Needham

Mr. Graham Mr. Nulsen

Mr. Guthrie Mr. Panton

Mr. Hawke Mr. Sewell

Mr, J. Hegney Mr. Sleeman

Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Styants

Mr. Lawrence Mr. Tonkin

Mr, McCulloch Mr. May

: (Teller.)

Noes.

Mr. Abbott Mr. Nalder

Mr, Ackland Mr. Nimmo

Mr. Brand Mr. QOldfield

DameF Cardell-Ollver Mr. Owen

Mr. Doney Mr. Read

Mr. Griffith Mr, Thorn

Mr. Hearman Mr. Totterdell

Mr. Huschinson Mr. Watts

Mr. Mann Mr, Wild

Mr, Manning Mr. Bovell

Mr. McLarty {Teller.)
Pairs. :

Ayes. Noes,

Mr. Keily Mr. Hill

Mr. Hoar Mr. Perkinsg

Mr. Coverley Mr. Corneil

Mr. Marshail Mr. Grayden

Mr. Rodoreda Mr. Yates

Amendment thus negatived.

On motion by Mr. Needham, debate

adjourned.
House adjourned at 8.43 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS,

HOUSING.

fa) As to Commonwealth-Stale Renial
Homes, Fremantle.

Hon. E. M. DAVIES asked the Minister
for Transport:

(1) How many Commonwealth-State
rental houses have been erected .in Fre-
mantle?

(2) How many of such houses, including
small-unit dwellings, have been made
available to State Elecfricity Commission
employees?



