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Hon. L, Craig: They could still be joint
owners,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I know that;
but people are generally very young when
they undertake these commitments, Mr.
Heenan mentioned the lack of kunowledge
a woman has of business affairs.

Hon. H. Hearn: So there is.something
ta be said for 30 years!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: A woman is
likely to know more about these matters
after she is married. It has been the ac-
cepted practice that the husband is master
of the home, and premises have generally
been registered in his name. But it was
only by the combinhed efforts of husband
and wife that the house could be paid
for. In many cases, there is as much
Jjustification for the woman to be enrolled
as for the man. All this amendment seeks
to do is to put husband and wife on the
same footing and give them both the right
to vote. Is there anything wrong in that?
I cannot see that there is, and I shall
be very interested to hear members trying
to prove me wrong. I think they will
have a job ahead of them.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: They would
have.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am very
firm, but not obstinate. I always admit
my mistakes when I am proved wrong.
I think the hon. member should support
me on this measure because there is justi-
fication for his support. There is a fur-
ther provision making clear the house-
hold qualification, and later we have a
clarification of this gualification.

I think Mr. Parker will agree that the
wording of the Act in respeet of “felony
or infamous offences” needs some clarifi-
cation. This Bill seeks to do that. It
refers to the convietion or sentence, or
the awaiting of sentence, for an offence
punishable by the law in any part of Her
Majesty’s Dominions. Those are the
minor amendments contained in the Bill,
and I feel sure my persistent appeal to
members will have the same effect as the
proverbial dripping of water on a stone,
though I feel certain that the hearts of
members are not made of stone! I trust
they will take a different attitude from
that which they have done in the past.

On motion by Hon. C. H. Simpson, de-
bate adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL,

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. G.
Fraser—West): I move—

That the House at its rising ad-
journ till Tuesday, the 3rd November.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 2.27 p.m.
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The SPEAKER ftook the Chair at 4.30
p.m. and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

RAILWAYS,
fa) As to Diesel Coaches and Use.

Mr. ACKLAND asked the Minister for
Railways:

(1) Of the 18 diesel electric railway
coaches to arrive from England under
order placed during the term of the pre-
vious Government, how many are de-
signed for country services and how many
for suburban?

(2) Were the numbers given in No. (1)
those contained in the original order?

(3) If not, how many were intended for
country services and how many for sub-
urban?

(4) Who authorised the change and for
what reasons?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) The number of rail cars on order
is 22, of which 18 are intended for sub-
urban and four for country services.
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(2) The orlginal order was for 22 rail
cars, and at that time 10 were intended
for suburban and 12 for country services.

(3} Answered by No. (2).

(4) The utilisation of the rail cars is
a functional duty of the Railways Com-
mission which has determined the pro-
portion for suburban and country use,
after careful examination in the light of
prevailing circumstances.

(b} As to Centralised Treffic Control,
Perth-Brunswick Junction,

Mr. HEARMAN asked the Minister for
Railways:

(1) What progress is being made with
the Installation of the “centralised traffic
control” system on the section of the rail-
way between Brunswick Junction and
Perth?

(2) When is it considered that this im-
proved control system will be in opera-
tion?

(3> Is all the equipment needed for this
installation on hand in this State?

(4) What economies in working are ex-
pected to result from the introduction of
this form of traffic control?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) The work has been deferred due
to the lack of lpan funds.

(2) This is contingent upon availability
of loan funds.

(3) The equipment is either on hand
or coming forward from the manufac-
turer.

(4) The purpose of central traffic con-
trol on the South-West railway is to in-
crease track capacity to meet the require-
ments of Increasing rail transport. It
will allow the handling of a greater num-
ber of trains than could be dealt with
otherwise on a single line track. The
central traffic control offered substanti-
ally less outlay than duplication of track.

fe) As to Fire Prevention, Busselton Jetty.

Mr. BOVELL asked the Minister for
Railways:

(1} Is he aware that until recently an
employee of the Rallway Department was
on duty for the purpose of detecting fires
caused by departmental locomotives on
the Busselton jetty?

(2) Is he further aware that since the
removal of this employee from the duty
referred to, several fires, caused presumably
by Rallway Deparitment locomotives, have
occurred at the Busselton jeity, and that
it has only been by the initiative of casual
observers that serious damage by fire to
the Busselton jetty has been prevented?

(3) Will he take immediate action to
have former departmental system of fire
prevention reinstated, thus protecting one
of the State's valuable assets?
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The MINISTER replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) Only one smsall fire reported on the
19th Cctober attended o by jetty main-
tenance gang.

(3) Restoration of patrol
sidered necessary.

BASBIC WAGE,

fa) As to Reasons for Federal Court
Judgmendt.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister for
Labour:

(1) Has he recelved, or will he receive,
copies of the reasons given by the Federal
Arbitration Court for discontinuing
quarterly basic wage adjustments?

(2) Will he place a copy of this docu-
ment upon the Table of the House?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) It is expected that a copy will be
received shortly.

(2) Yes.

is not con-

(b} As to Wage Cost of Quarlerly
Adjustments.

Mr. YATES asked the Premier:

In view of his statement in ‘“The Wesi
Australian” of the 27th OQctober, what
would be the cost of increased wages, 88
recommended by him to—

{a) private employers, and Govern-
ment instrumentalities;

{b) Government instrumentalities
alone?

The PREMIER replied:

My statement in “The West Australian”
on the 27th October was that the Govern-
ment had agreed to send a representative
inte the State Arbitration Court for the
purpose of arguing in favour of the prin-
ciple of quarterly basic wage adjustments.
I might add that the Government 15 a
large employer of labour and is perfectly
entitled to send a representative into the
court with whatever instructions the Gov-
ernment thinks are appropriate in the
same way as many private employers will
combine to send a representative into the
court to argue against the principle of
quarterly adjustments.

The figures sought by the hon. member
are as follows:—

For each 1s. increase in the basic
wage, the annual cost is—

(a) Private emplovers subject to
State awards and State Gov-
ernment instrumentalities—
£323,000.

() Sate Government instrumen-
talities—£104,000.
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fe) As to Premier’s Reported Statement
and Government's Attitude,

Mr. HEARMAN (without notice) asked
the Premier:

(1) In view of the statement attributed
to him in the “Daily News” of the 27th
Qctober, is it to be inferred that no other
section of the community is being called
upon, or has been called upon, to make
sacrifices to stabilise Australia’s economy?

(2) Is he unaware of the contributions
towards economic stability made by people
on fixed incomes, pensioners and sections
of primary producers, who are being asked
to continue production at less than as-
sessed cost of production?

(3> If the answer to question No. 2 in-
dicates his awareness of the contributions
of these people mentioned, why did he not
give these sections of the community re-
cognition in his statement?

{(4) Does he realise that his statement
could he interpreted as an effort to in-
fluence the decision of the State Arbitra-
tion Court in respect to the pending basic
wage hearing?

(5) Was it his intention to so influence
the court?

(6) Will he give an assurance that his
Government will accept the decision and
principles laid down by the court in its
judement without quibble or qualification?
If not, why not?

(1) Does he consider that public utter-
ances of a party political nature on con-
troversial matters before the Arbitration
Court, or soon to come before that court,
are in the best interests of industrial
justice?

(8) Should any distinction be drawn be-
tween the Arbitration Court and other
courts of law in respect of the principles
and ethics of contempt of court?

(9) Does he consider his statement in
the “Daily News” of the 27th October is
likely to inspire respect for, and uphold
the dignity of, the Federal Arbitration
Court?

The PREMIER replied:

(1) The statement was related directly
to the reasons given by members of the
Commonwealth Arbitration Court for the
court’s refusal to grant a basic wage ad-
justment, which was due owing to the in-
crease in the cost of living which took
place in the July-September quarter this
year.

(2) No.

(3) See answer to No. (1).

{4) and (5) Only by those whose minds
have a suspicious twist.

(6) The Government will make its own
decision when the necessity to make a de-
cision arises and will not be influenced
by anyone’s presumption or impudence.

(1) My statement was restricted to the
intention of the Government as a large
employer to favour a continuance of the
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quarterly adjustment principle. The state-
ment by the hon. membher’s leader, as
published in this morning's issue of “The
West Australian”, could much more jus-
tifiably be interpreted as being calculated
to influence the State Arbitration Court.

(8) I know of no ethic which prohibits
a party in a court hearing from saying
publicly that he has briefed an advocate
to support or defend his point of view.

(9) That statement was a comment on
the reasons given by the Commonwealth
Arbitration Court for refusing to grant
& wage adjustment that was due to the
workers concerned. No legitimate objec-
tion can be taken to criticism of the
reasons given, the same as no legitimate
objection could be taken to many of the
statements which have been made by
those who applaud their reasons as well
as the decision itself. Fortunately Aus-
tralia is still a free country, even though
people of the extreme right as well as
those of the extreme left would prefer it
to be otherwise.

TRAFFIC,

As to Licence Fees, Primary Producers
Vehicles,

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Local Govern-
ment:

(1> Is a concesston of half the licence
fee available to primary producers for
some of their vehleles?

(2) When was this concession com-
menced?

{3} What reasons were advanced for
granting this concession?

(4) Are any vehicles licensed at con-
cession rates used to carry primary pro-
ducers’ own goods to and from the metro-
politan area?

(5) Do vehicles referred to in No. (4)
damage roads to a degree equal to that
cause by fully licensed vehicles?

{6) Will he consider raising the license
fees concerned to equal those of less fav-
oured road users?

(7Y Has the existence of this conces-
sion affected the finances of various road
boards to the extent that they have in-
creased requests for assistance from the
Main Roads Board?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied:

(1) Yes.

(2) In the first instance in 1925 to
provide a concession for a cart used by
a farmer, a miner, a sandalwood carter
or on cattle and sheep stations. The
main concession was granted in 1931 and
embraced a motor wagon, motor carrier,
trailer or semi-trailer used mainiy for the
cartage of the products or requisites of a
farmer or grazier, hona fide prospector
and bona flde sandalwood puller. Addi-
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tlonal concessions have been added from
time to time and now extend ioc a kang-
aroo hunter and a beekeeper.

(3) To assist the farming and grazing
industries during a period of depression,
and to compensate for the small use of
roads.

(4) Yes.

(5) Assuming the vehicles are of the
same gross load weight it is thought that
they would do the same class of damage
to roads as fully licensed vehicles.

(6) This will recelve consideration.

(7) There is no actual evidence that the
existence of the concession has increased
requests for assistance from the Main
Roads Department.

k
ARGENTINE ANT.
As to Control Measures.
Hon. C. F. J. NORTH asked the Min-~
ister for Health:

Is any action contemplated to compel,
or persuade, occupiers to eradicate Argen-
tine ants—

(a) within their own grounds;

(b) from their horder fences whence
they invade neighbours;

(c) from the right-of-way which is
adjacent to their property?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
(for the Minister for Health) replied:

(a) Yes.
{b} Yes.

(¢} In many cases this action is taken
by local authorities.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING,
1, Electricity Act Amendment.

Introduced by the Minister for
Works.
2, Industrial Arbitration Act Amend-
ment.
Introduced by the Minister for
Labour.
BILL—COLLIE CLUB (PRIVATE).
Returned from the Council without

amendment.

BILLS (2)—REFPORT.

1, Jury Ac¢t Amendment.
2, Workers’ Compensation Act Amend-
ment.
Adopted.

BILEL—ADMINISTRATION ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

MR. OLDFIELD (Maylands) (4.46] in
moving the second reading said: The Bill
is aimed at removing certain anomalies
that exist under the parent Act. It deals
only with that section covering instances
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where there is a surviving spouse of a
person who has died intestate. It has
no bearing whatever where there is no
surviving partner to a marriage, or where
the deceased has been either a bachelor
or a spinster. In the drawing up of the
Bill guidance was obtained from the
English Act which was amended accord-
ingly in 1952 and is thus quite up to date.
The Western Australian Act was last
amended in 1949 when the amount set
out in paragraph (b} of Subsection (1}
of Section 14 was increased from £500 to
£1,000.

The decision to introduce this Bill was
prompted by certain eases of hardship and
injustice brought about by the Act. One
was that of an elector of mine who had
been married for 40 years. Some 10 years
ago he lost the sight of both eves; and
to facilitate the carrying out of his
domestic business and the handling of his
affairs, he transferred his entire esiate to
his wife’s name—the estate consisting of
the house and furniture and what little
money he had in the bank. Then his
good wife decided that she would make
a will in his favour in case she should
predecease him. She went to a stationer’s
and bought a sixpenny will form, and that
form contained the words “Witness—sign
here" instead of the reference being to
“Witnesses”.

The will was duly made out, and every-
thing was left to the husband, but only
one witness attested to the signature of
the wife. When, on her demise, the will
was tendered for probate, it was declared
invalid because there had been only one
witness to the signature. So here was an
old chap, without his sight, with a home
and furniture and a little money in the
bank, which had been earned by him, who
found that his wife’s sisters and brothers
who lived in Ireland, and whom she had
not seen for 40 years, had a claim on
half the estate above the first £1,000.

When the executor of the estate con-
tacted these people in Ireland, one of the
sisters said, “We are not entitled to any-
thing. We think it should all be paid to
the surviving partner of the marriage.”
But some of the others lodged their claims.
This necessitated the estate, which con-
sisted of a house and furniture, heing sold.
The probate value was about £2500, so
the surviving spouse—the man I am talk-
ing about—was entitled to the first £1,000
plus half the remainder, which was £750,
so he received £1,750 in cash.

He did not have sufficient capital to
pay these claimants in cash and, at the
same time, retain the home complete. He
is rather fortunate in that, being a blind
pensioner, this amount of cash does not
affect his pension. But he is without a
heme. If the same thing had occurred to
an aged pensioner, the amount of his pen-
sion would be affected, because of the
£1,750 that he would have in cash. In
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addition, he would no longer have the
home. That is one instance of hardship.
The house has been taken away from this
man purely and simply to meet the claims
of brothers and sisters-in-law who never
contributed towards the estate, and whom
he had never seen but only heard of. They
had no real claim on the estate at all.

I have had several similar cases brought
to my notice, and I quote another which
concerns an aged couple who had no issue
of the marriage. The husband died in-
testate and the estate was valued at £2,000.
There was no cash. The widow was en-
titled to the first £1,000, plus half the
balance, making her total entitlement
£1,500. However, g nlece of her husband’s
who was the nearest next-of-kin, and
about the only surviving one that could
be traced, put in a claim for her £500
share of the estate. Once again, the home
had t¢o be sold, to meet the £500 claim.

While she had a legal right, I consider
that she had no moral right to make a
claim. The widow's home was sold to meet
the claim of this niece of her husband,
and she—the widow—had to forgo the
bulk of her age pension because she had
£1,500 in cash. She was, however, unable
to buy & home at that price, or even use
the money as a deposit on a home, because
she could not possibly meet the further
payments out of her pension. I ecould
quote other such instances, but I do not
wish to weary the House, I feel that most
members from time to time have had
similar experiences, because they are com-
mon enough and are generally brought
under the notice of the local members for
the districts where the people concerned
are livine.

The prime intent of the measure is to
retain the completeness of the home for
the surviving spouse in the case of in-
testacy. I now propose to compare the effect
of my proposal with the present position
here, and also with the position in England
under the 1952 Act. In Western Austra-
lia, if a spouse died intestate and left
issue, the surviving spouse would get the
first £1,000, plus one-third of the balance,
and the remaining two-thirds would go
to the issue. Under the English Act, the
surviving spouse would receive the first
£5,000, plus half the balance, and the re-
malining half would go to the issue. Under
my proposal, the surviving spouse would
receive the first £2,500, plus one-third of
the balance, and the remaining two-thirds
would go to the issue of the marriage.
This is dealt with in paragraph {¢)} of
Clause 2.

The first part of paragraph (a) of Clause
2 provides that where a spouse dies in-
testate leaving no issue or parent, brother,
sister, nephew or niece, or issue of nephew
or niece, the surviving spouse is entitled
to the first £1,000, plus one-half of the
balance, and the remaining half goes to
all distant relatives who may be able to

[ASSEMBLY.]

substantiate a claim of relationship—that
is, distant cousins, etc. Under the English
Act, the surviving spouse receives the en-
tire estate, and under my proposal the sur-
viving spouse would be entitled to the en-
tire estate.

The second part of Clause 2 (a) deals
with the position that arises where a
spouse dies intestate leaving no issue, but
leaves either a parent, brother, nephew,
sister or niece, or issue of nephew or niece.
In this ecase, the surviving spouse at pre-
sent is entitled to the first £1,000, plus
half the balance, the remaining half to go
to the parent, brother, etc., as set out
in Section 15 of the Act. This is known
as the Edith Cowan classification, as she
introduced it in about 1902 to set out how
intestate estates shall be divided amonegst
relatives.

Under the English Act, the surviving
spouse is entitled to the first £20,000 plus
half the balance, and the remaining half
goes to the relatives. My amendment
proposes that the spouse shall be entitled
to the first £10,000, plus half the balance,
and the remaining half to go to the rela-
tives as set out in Section 15. There should
not be any great oppositicn to the Bill
especially to the provision which increases
the share of the surviving spouse from the
first £1,000 to the first £2,500. If it were
deemed necessary to increase the amount
from £500 to £1,000 in 1949, because of
rising values, it must be far more essen-
tial to increase the amount again today.

We all realise that a home worth £1,000
in 1939 is worth much more than £2,500
now. After all, when the Probhate Office
assesses the value of an estate, 1t assesses
it on the present-day value and not on
the original purchase price of the pro-
perty. I am sure that all members will
agree that the surviving spouse of anyone
who dies intestate is entitled at least to
have the home for the remaining years
of his or her life. With regard to the
first part of paragraph (a) whereby it is
proposed to entitle the surviving spouse
to the entire estate, provided there are no
nearer relatives of the deceased than the
issue of a nephew or niece, I feel that
no person has more right to the estate
than the widow or widower, as the case
may be.

What right has some hitherto unheard-
of second or third cousin from overseas
to share in the estate at the expense of
the surviving spouse? I feel that such
a person has no right whatsoever, The
second provision in paragraph (a) deals
with the case where there is no issue, but
only a parent, brother, sister, nephew or
niece. Surely, in this instance the sur-
viving spouse Is entitled to the first
£10,000, especially when we consider that

the British Parliament has decided that

the amount in Britain shall be £20,000.
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I do not think that a surviving spouse
should be compelled either to liquidate
the estate or mottgage it in order to meet
any claims of relatives, unless the estate
is large enough to provide the surviving
partner with a home and the means of
support. In such cases, and such cases
only, should any relatives have a claim
against the estate and those claims should
be only on a sum above what is necessary
to support the widow or widower. The
English Parliament has considered £20,000
as the sum necessary for this purpose but
I think that £10,000 would be sufficient,
under conditions which prevail in Western
Australia foday.

In a sincere attempt to see that justice
is done where intestacy exists, I submit
the Bill to the House. I commend it
to the earnest consideration of members
and I do not think the Minister will raise
any serious objection to it. Undoubtedly
a number of members will think that the
amounts I have provided in the Bjll are
8 little out of proportion and they may
wish to alter themm. But I can assure the
House that during the Committee stage
—and I feel sure it will reach that stage—
I will be quite prepared to accept any rea-
sonable amendment or criticism and if
any member can submit valid reasons why
certain provisions should be included, or
should not be included, I shall be only too
happy to try to meet his wishes. I move-—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by the Minister for Justice,
debate adjourned.

BILL—RETURNED SERVICEMEN'S
BADGES.

Second Reading.

MR. YATES (South Perth) [5.3] in
moving the second reading said: The Re-
turned Sailors, Soldiers and Airmen's Im-
perial League of Australia, Western Aus-
tralian Branch, approached me to find out
whether it would be possible to introduce a
Bill giving protection to the R.S.L. badge,
which is worn by returned sailors, soldiers
and zirmen who served overseas, either in
World War I or World War II. There
are a number of reasons why the league
has asked for this protection and it is
now my intention to explain to members
the reasons that the league has advanced
for the introduction of this measure.

In the first place, the league was formed
before the end of World War I by those
members of the services who had returned
from overseas because of incapacity, ill-
ness or for some other reason. Prior fo
the end of the war these men saw the
need for banding together and assisting
those who were o return later. So the
Returned Sailors, Soldiers and Airmen’s
League was formed in the yvear 1917. From
a humble beginning the league spread
throughout Australia and its ramifications
became so vast that eventually a Federal
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body was formed to look after the needs
of ex-servicemen in the various States
and from time to time to forward their
policy direct to the Federal Government
of the day. Today it is estimated that
there are over 300,000 members of the
R.SL. These members are scattered
throughout Australia; some of them reside
in the north of Western Australia, some
in the Northern Territory, others in the
north of Queensland, and there are many
thousands scattered throughout the south-
ern parts of the various States.

Sub-branches have been formed through-
out the Commonwealth and, through these
branches, the league is held in high esteem
by both Governments and local authorities.
Members of the league have made a name
for themselves in communities in which
they reside and they have been of great
help to local authorities in assisting them
in their various public duties, such as the
conduct of Anzae Day services and so on.
The league has a good name generally;
that is a fact which cannot be denied. In
Western Australia the league has been held
in high esteem by all Governments whose
leaders have attended the annual congress
of the R.S.L. and have always been anxious
to point out to members the intention of
the Government of the day to assist ex-ser-
vicemen wherever possible. Ministers for
Agriculture have attended the annual land
congress and only recently the present
Minister for Agriculture attended and gave
some sound advice, He assisted the mem-
bers of that land congress to further the
good work they have been doing with re-
gard to war service land settlement.

As the league has such a good name it
desires some protection for its badge which
shows to the general public that the wearer
of it is a member of the RSL. I am
wearing one of those badges and many
other members are wearing them, too, It
is a uniform badge throughout the Com-
monwealth and was originally made and
copyrighted by the Federal executive of
the Returned Sailors, Soldiers and Air-
men’'s Imperial League of Australia. In
Western Australia we have a different set-
up from that found in any other part of
the Commonwealth.

In this State, attached to the league, is
an Institution known as the Anzac Club
and in 1938 a measure known as the
Returned Sailors and Soldiers’ Imperial
Leage of Australia, W.A. Branch In-
corporated (Anzac Club Control) Bill
was introduced into this House. It
made provision for the management and
control of the Anzac Club by the league
and was duly passed. ‘To gain admittance
to the club a member must be wearing
one of these badges and provision was
made in that Act for members of the
league to become members of the club
without any further payment. Section 4,
paragraph (¢), of the Act states—

Subject as in this paragraph herein-
after provided, every subscribing mem-
ber of the league shall, by virtue of
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the payment of his subscription as a
member of the league and without
payment of any further subscription
to the club, become and be a subsecrib-
ing member of the club for that period
during which the payment of his sub-
scription to the league entitles him
to be a member of the league and shall
be entitled during such period and
subject to the rules of the club to
enjoy all the privileges of the club.

Further on it states—

Any subseribing member of the
league whose subscription to the league
is in arrear to the extent that under
the rules of the league he is unfinaneial
shall not be entitled to enjoy and shall
not be permitted or suffered to enjoy
any of the members' privileges of the
club whilst he continues to be an un-
financial member of the league as
aforesaid.

50 the Aet which was passed in 1938
has a big bearing on the Bill I am now
introducing. At present the membership
of the league in Western Australia stands
at about 20,000 but in excess of that num-
ber of financial members there are at least
20,000 or 25,000 badges in the possession of
pecple who are not members of the league.
This was brought about mainly because at
the end of the war representatives of the
various organisations were able {0 get
young men, as they left Karrakatta, to join
up with the R.S.L. or the various other
organisations. Those lads who had served
overseas joined the R.S.L. and those who
had not served overseas joined the Legion
of Ex-servicemen and Women or some of
the other organisations.

A large number of these boys went inbo'

the country and a number of them went
to places where no sub-branches have been
formed. So the membership of many of
these people lapsed at the end of the
financial year when their subscriptions
became due, In this way those members
were lost to the league. Further, through
the years, a number of membhers have
changed their places of residence and be-
cause of some reason or oither, have not
joined any branch and have ceased to
remain members.

Annually the league replaces 500 badges
that members have declared to be lost
or stolen and in Australia today we find
ourselves with a membership of 300,000
but with over 350,000 surplus hadges in
the possession of the public. If the
league, the public generally and the Gov-
ernments want the standard set by the
league to be maintained, it is necessary
that the wearer of the badge shall he
a financial member for ihe league. We
know that many men have worn the
R.S.L. badge even though they have never
left the shores of Australia. They have
used it for ulterior purposes; some have
used it to get a drink and others have
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used it to get a job, knowing full well
the value attached to the wearing of the
badge.

The public know that the badge in-
dicates that the wearer has returned from
active service and so high does the badge
stand in the minds of the people that
the badge issued by the Commonwealth
Government to all men who returned from
active service is rarely worn. One man
in a thousand may be seen wearing the
returned-from-active-service badge issued
by the Commonwealth Government.
Nearly every member of the services who
served overseas is proud to wear the R.S.L.
Eiadge and be & member of the organisa-

on.

The public of Western Australia, and
also throughout the Commonwealth, re-
cognises the value of the work done by
the league and knows that it is a body
to be reckoned with. Its members are
men drawn from all walks of life and there
is no political discussion in the league;
it is a non-party political organisation.

The Minister for Railways: Sez you!

Mr. YATES: But the league does a
lot of work through various Governments
—TI would say that about 70 per cent, of
it is done in that way. But within the
branches and within the State executive
no political discussion takes place. That
is a good thing.

Badges may be obtained in the follow-
ing unlawful ways; firstly, by finding. A
man may pick up a badge and wear it.
Secondly, by stealing. A number of mem-
bers have complained that their badges
have been stolen from their coats while
they have been attending football matches
or other places. They have stated that
they have found, after leaving their coats,
that their badges have been stolen, and
as & consequence they have applied for
new ones. Thirdly, the badges could be
loaned.

A man could lend a badge to another
man for some ulterior motive. QOne of
the ulterior motives could be to gain ad-
mission to the Anzac Club and that has
happened on occasions. Some men have
thrown their badges over the balcony to
other men down below and they have used
them to gain admittance. However, that
problem has now been overcome. Fourthly,
a man could unlawfully possess a badege
by the non-payment of subscriptions. A
member might become unfinancial and,
according to the rules of the league, he
is supposed to return his badge.

Finally, it could be used by duplicate
issue. Having already one badge in his
possession, & man could say that he had
lost it and obtain another one. The
league in this manner has to replace hun-
dreds of the badges annually. The badges
could be worn with a small clip on the
top and on the clip could he the figures
153" or the year for which the man had
paid his subscription. Each year that clip
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would be a different colour and any mem-
ber of the public seeing the badge could
tell whether the man wearing it was a
financial member or not. Some of these
fellows who have badges can very easily
tint some glue and put it on and unless
the person having a look at the badge
does so from very close up, it is quite pos-
sible that he would he deceived.

Another way in which the badge could
be worn is with an expired clip; that is,
& clip which was in operation for the
previous year. I have seen a number of
men walking around with last year's ¢lip
on their badges, and when I have asked
them why they have these clips, in most
cases they point out that they have for-
gotten to pay their subseriptions. The
third way in which the badge could be
worn is with a financial clip. The general
public are not aware of the conditions
to the same extent as we are in the
league. Quite a number of people seeing
8 badge are happy that the man who is
wearing it is a member of the league and
a financial one.

Lost badges may be replaced by the
member concerned making a statutory
declaration to the effect that he has lost
his badge. The rules provide for the issue
of a badge on the payment of a fee. The
constitution provides that the ownership
of the badge does not pass from the league
to the member but to obtain a badge back
from a person who has unlawfully obtained
it, is difficult under our present laws.

A few years back in a case for the un-
lawful possession of a badge, the magis-
trate ordered either the return of the badge
or its equivalent in value. The value of
this badge is approximately 2s. 6d. If
the man concerned elected to pay the
2s. 6d., as directed by the magistrate, the
badge became his property and nothing
the league or anybody else could do could
stop him from wearing it. Accordingly
the league felt there was some need fo
tighten up the matter as it related to the
use of badges and considered that the
various States should endeavour to secure
protection through their respective Par-
liaments to enable that to be done.

A Bill of a similar nature to the one I
am introducing now was passed through
both Houses of Parliament in South Aus-
tralia last year. In this State the need
is more apparent than in South Australia
because of the fact that we have the
Anzac Club here and we desire to make
certain that the wearer of a badge in
this State is financial because if he gained
admittance to the club and it happened
to be visited by members of the liquor
detection stafl, who found that liguor had
been consumed on the premises by men
who were unfinancial members, it is likely
that the league will get into trouble.

Mr. Lawrence: That applles to all clubs.
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Mr. YATES: The member for South
Premantle would appreciate the fact that
it is not always possible to police indi-
viduals coming into the c¢lub, particularly
when they do so wearing their badges and
s0 on. There is only a very small staff
present and it is most difficult to see
whether all the members are financial or
not. Under the present system, nobody
can be stopped from walking about with
& badge on his coat and the league can
do nothing about it even though the per-
son might be an unfinancial member.

The Bill will give protection to the badge
itself and it will prevent unscrupulous
people from wearing them and endeavour-
ing to gain admission to the Anzac Club
and making conditions there more difficult
than they are. I might add that this
matter has been discussed by the Federal
executive. The Victorian branch is
anxious to know how we get on in this
State—South Australia has already intro-
duced and passed législation—and it is
proposed to introduce similar Bills in the
other States of the Commonwealth so that
there will be uniform legislation to pro-
vide protection for the badge of the Re-
turned Soldiers, Sailors and Airmen's
League. I move-—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

On motion by Mr, Sewell, debate ad-
journed.

MOTION—DEFENCE.

As to Commonwealth Provision for
Western Australia.

Debate resumed from the 14th October,
grn tﬁe following motion by Hon. C. F. J.
orth:—

That this House supports the Federal
member for Canning in his move at
Canberra to have proper provision for
the defence of our western coast line.

THE MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
(Hon. J. T. Tonkin—Melville) (5.20]: In
bringing this motion before the House,
the member for Claremont sought, I think,
to achieve two things. Firstly, I feel his
tdea was to build up the Pederal member
for Canning, which is a very laudable ob-
.iecrtgve seeing that they belong to the same
barty.

Mr., Bovell:
same party.

The Minister for Housing:
name, but the same party.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: I
have been fold from time to time that
their objectives are the same and when
they form the Government they get in
together; it is only when they are in op-
position that they are separate. So we
need not worry much about that.
Secondly, I think the member for Clare-
mont quite genuinely desired to have the

They do not belong to the

A different
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attention of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment drawn to the fact that adequate
provision has not yet been made for the
proper defence of the western coastline,

During the last war it was common
knawledge that it would have been an ex-
tremely difficult matter to defend West-
ern Australia, We heard mention of an
intention to held the Mcore River line
temporarily, but it was generally accepted
that the defences of Western Australia
were particularly weak and we would not
have stood very much chance of stemming
a severe onslaught. As the member for
Canning pointed out, it is a fact that all
Australia’s defences are on the eastern
seaboard. No docking facilities have been
provided in Waestern Australia for the
navy and we have a very long coastline to
safeguard.

Hon. C. F. J. North:
Americans during the war,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
There are no docking facilities here as
such; and there is no naval base. It is
true that use was made of Fremantle but
there we had the prospect of ships being
tied three abreast and it would have been
a shambles if a seriocus onslaught had heen
made on the Fremantle harbour by aerial
power.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Particularly if one
of those bombs dropped in the channel.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
The hon., member should wait until he
gets his opportunity to deal with that sub-
ject. The latest decision to change the
base of the Neptune bombers does not
improve the position, and it is sirange
that it has only now been discovered that
it is necessary to provide those other op-
portunities for training, thus necessitating
the shifting of this base. One would have
thought that that matter would have been
gone into thoroughly hefore the base was
established here, instead of going to the
expense of putting it here and then sub-
sequently taking it away. There is not
much sense in that if the reason given
is the real one,

The Minister for Housing: It is not.

The MINISTER, FOR EDUCATION:
Why the member for Claremont did not
give the State Government full credit for
attempting very strongly fo get the Com-
monwealth to see that it had obligations
here, I do not know, because all that the
member for Canning did was to make a
speech in the House.

Mr. Mann: The speech was not in the
House, hut at York.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: It
has to be remembered that he is very
closely associated with the Commonwealth
Ministry. He is more than a private mem-
ber and so he has an opporfunity of having
his point of view understood by the Gov-
ernment where a private member would

Except by the

LASSEMBLY.]

not have such an opportunity. If he
really wished to use his influence in this
matter, that is where he could do it.

On several occasions the State Govern-
ment has endeavoured to get the Common-
wealth to agree that something substantial
should be done about the defence of the
western coastline and, to that end, Cock-
bum Sound ought to be developed. I
brought the matter very clearly before
Sir Arthur Fadden when he was acting
Prime Minister, and used it as an argu-
ment in support of the State's request for
finaneial assistance from the Common-
wealth in connection with the develop-
ment of Kwinana pointing out that our
commitment was inescapahle and substan-
tial, and that it would materially assist
the State Government if the Common-
wealth would assume some financial re-
sponsibility for the development of Cock-
burn Sound, which it could quite easily
do from the national aspect of the work.

It must be worth something from a
defence point of view to have an oil re-
finery established in Western Australia;
it must also be worth something from a
defence point of view to have the dredg-
ing done in Cockburn Sound, and to have
that sound opened up. A very strong
case—admittedly strong in the words of
Sir Arthur Fadden—was put up in con-
nection with this matter and subsequently
repeated when the Prime Minister was
returning to this country after his visit to
the Coronation. The Prime Minister also
went so far as to say that a strong case
had been presented. Accordingly I feel
the member for Claremont might have
placed greater stress on the efforts made
by the State Government in its attempt
to get the Commonwealth to do something
of a practical nature in providing ade-
guate defences in this part of the Com-
monwealth,

Hon. 8ir Ross McLarty: I never heard
you give any praise to our Government
when we were in office for six years.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: Oh,
ves, I did, but the hon. member did so
little that there was not much for which
to give him praise.

Hon. Sir Ross MclLarty: You are cash-
ing in on all the works we started.

The Minister for Housing: Electioneer-
ing already!
Mr. SPEAKER.: Order!

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
What about the works that the hon. mem-
ber's Government stopped? Are we also
cashing in on those? I agree that we
ought to bring this matter praminently
before the Commonwealth in order that
something might be done to strengthen
the defences of this part of Australia, I
believe that the development of this State
will be so accelerated as to force recogni-
tion by the Pederal Government, which
hitherto has seemed to concentrate its
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attention upon the requirements of the
Eastern States. We would better achieve
our end if we amended the motion and
this I ask the House to do. I move an
amendment—

That all the words after the word
“House” down to and including the
word “Canberra” be struck out with
a view to inserting in lieu the words
“requests the Federal Government”
and to add at the end of the motion
the words “and to this end recom-
mends that the Commonwealth assists
the State in the opening up of Cock-
burn Sound.”

Hon. J. B, Sleeman: How will the motion
read then?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: It
will read—

That this House requests the Federal
Government to have proper provision
made for the defence of our western
coastline and to this end recommends
that the Commonwealth assists the
State in the opening up of Cockburn
Sound.

If we as a Parliament bring before the
Commonwealth our idea that it ought to
do something to provide for the defence of
Western Australia and that, in doing so,
it could achieve that end partially by
assisting in the development of Cockburn
Sound, we might do what the member for
Clarement desires, and that is to get some
money spent here so that these defences
can be established. The quickest and best
way in which this might be achieved im-
mediately would be for the Commonwealth
to assist with the development of Kwinana.

The largest cost there, as the Leader of
the Opposition knows, is involved in the
dredging of the bank. That work is going
ahead very rapidly, and the cost has to
be met as the work is done. The finding
of that money is proving a very big
problem for the Government and it means
that necessary works elsewhere cannot he
undertaken because of those substantial
commitments. If the Commonwealth can
be encouraged to accept a share of the
burden of the development of Kwinana, it
will relieve us of a big financial responsi-
bility, and enable us to install water sup-
plies and build schools and hospitals where
required in the State,

1 am informed that the Commonwealth
uses the equivalent of 1% berths in the
Premantle harbour for its ships and has
never contributed a penny to the capital
cost of the harbour. If it expects to use
the facilities—and it does use them—it
should do something towards providing
those facilities, and here is an opportunity.
It can help to provide facilties at Kwinang
by assisting with the dredging and the
opening up of Cockburn Sound as & base.

Mr. SPEAKER: I must point out to the
Minister that he has moved an amend-
ment to delele certain words, and he must
now confine himself to that question.
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The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: You
are quite right, Mr. Speaker. I do not
intend to say anything further, but will
leave the amendment a&s outlined in the
hands of the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: The amendmen{ is to
strike out the words “'supports the Federal
member for Canning in his move at Can-
berra.”

HON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling—on
amendment) [5.35]: The objective that
the Minister for Works seeks to attain—
and about this I have no complaint—
namely, supplementing the motion by a
suggestion that financial assistance should
be given in rtegard to Cockburn Sound,
could have been achieved without the
amendment. I see no particular reason
why the proposal which the hon. member
wishes to make could not have been ar-
rived at without deleting the reference to
the Federal member for Canning. The
Minister, in the course of his remarks—
I think he made a straight-out state-
ment—said that the member for Canning
had done nothing but make a speech
wheress, as the member for Avon Valley
interjected, the speech was made not at
Canberra, but at York. I do not Enow
where it was made.

The Minister for Education: It was made
in the House of Representatives. Look
at “Hansard” at page 1043.

Hon. A. P. WATTS: Wherever it was
made, it was not the oniy contribution
on the part of the Federal member for
Canning to ensure that the right thing
was done by Western Australia. I hold
no brief for the hon. gentleman, but I
shall not sit here quietly while it is said
that all he did was to make a speech, be-
cause I know that that is not correct.
Whatever influence he may possess, limited
though it is and doubtless extremely
limited, has always been used, in my ex-
perience of him—and that has been quite
considerable—in the best interests of the
State first and of the Commonwealth all
the time.

I think the hon. member could have
achieved what he desires without inter-
fering to the extent he has with the mo-
tion. While speaking on the amendment,
I am not at liberty to refer to the merits
or demerits of the motion as originally
placed before the House. Therefore I
have to confilne myself to observations
dealing with the proposed deletion of the
words ‘“supports the Federal member for
Canning in his move at Canberra”. 1
think I have sald sufficient on the point
to indicate that I am opposed to the dele-
tion of the words. I consider their dele-
tion to be quite unnecessary and not pre-
cisely fair to the Federal member for
Canning, especially when taken in con-
junction with the observations made by
the Minister for Education.
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HON. C. F. J. NORTH (Claremont—on
amendment) (5401: I would prefer the
motion to be passed as originally moved,
not that I consider that objection can
be taken to the amendment in itself, but
my objection is that the amendment is
specific. This might be a good thing, be-
cause it is generally a good thing from
the point of view of the Government to
he specific. My point was quite differ-
ent. The intention was to support the
member for Canning in bringing before
the Federal Parliameni—the place where
expenditure can be authorised—a case for
the defence of our coast stated in quite
general terms.

In fact the member for Canning in his
speech on the Federal Budget and on
many occasions previously, took the line
that action must be taken and that if it
were not taken, a guarantee should be
given that all was well. In other words,
he left it open to the Federal Government
by taking the line, 'I do not know of every-
thing that is going on, but I ask for the
assurance of the Minister for Defence
that all is well.” The member for Can-
ning did not force the Government to
say that it would do this or that; he said,
“I think we are in danger and something
should be done. If I cannot get an as-
surance that something will be done, I
want an assurance from the Minister that
the position is satisfactory without any
specific move being made."

That is why I urge the House to agree
to suppori the Federal member for Can-
ning. The amendment has the effect of
8 specific request that particular work
will be undertaken. I support such work
100 per cent., and the whole House will
be with me in that statement, but from
the naval and strategic point of view, it
would not be for me to say whether that
is the right work or the only work to be
done, Therefore I was more anxious to
have the question dealt with, not in
specific terms, but in the general terms
of the motion.

I do not wish to delay the House by
discussing the amendment further be-
cause, if it is carried, members will be a}
liberty to debate the whole matter again,
and if it is not carried, members may
then discuss the original motion. I ask
members, therefore, not to agree to the
amendment, but to approve of the original
motion, couched as it is in general terms.

MR. BOVELL (Vasse—on amendment)
{5.44): When the Minister for Education
commenced his speech, he said it was the
desire of the member for Claremont to
boost the Federal member for Canning.
The whole implication of the motion is
based on what the member for Canning
said, and I consider that he was right.
The intention of the Minister for Educa-
tion is to introduce into the debate party
politics of the worst type. The statement
made by the Federal member for Canning
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was one that he thought to be in the In-
terests of the defence of our coastline, and
it was his statement that doubtless moved
the member for Claremont to table his
motion. In my opinien, the Minister, in
moving the amendment to delete the refer-
ence to the Federal member for Canning
was actuated purely by party political
motives, and on those grounds I oppose
the amendment.

MR. HEARMAN (Blackwood—on amend-
ment) [5.45]): When I prepared to speak
to this debate, I did not anticipate that
an amendment would he moved as it has
been. I think the best contribution so far
made to the debate was that of the member
for Albany, who said that defence is a
matter for the heads of the services and
that politicians should keep out of if. I
believe that any meddling by politicians
in defence matters is bad, and particularly
so when they start to meddle in detail.

Defence should not be regarded from
a State viewpoint. If we are not careful
we will find that under our Federal Con-
stitution the States with the greater num-
ber of representatives in the Federal Par-
liament will have greater concentrations
of defence than will the smaller States.
Defence should be considered on an Aus-
tralia-wide basis and the sole responsi-
hility of politicians in this regard lies in
providing the necessary money, which is
a Federal responsibility.

I do not say that members have no
interest or concern in the matter and, in
fact, members of State Parliaments have
a considerable responsibility in persuad-
ing and informing electors of the neces-
sity to provide the funds required for the
adequate defence of the country. I regret
that an effort has now been made to intro-
duce party politics openly into the debate—

The Minister for Native Welfare: That
is not a fair statement.

Mr, HEARMAN: It is. And I feel that
that shows a good deal of lack of progress
in pelitical thinking and the general ap-
proach to defence on the part of members
of Parliament since 1939 and 1940. If we
recall some of the debates in the Federal
House at that time we see how woolly was
the thinking of many memhbers of all
parties. This tendency to itry to play
party politics by making speeches which
it is thought will appeal to our electors
on the subject of defence, is to be deplored.
The idea of members of Parliament, either
State or Federal, setting themselves up as
armchair strategists and saying what
should or should not be done—

The Minister for Native Welfare: Are
you criticising the member for Claremont?

Mr. HEARMAN: Yes, and all mem-
bers who attempt to drag the ques-
tion of defence into the political arena.
I make no apologies for that. I
do not know whether the Minister for
Native Welfare thinks defence matters



[28 October, 1953.)

should be dragged into the political arena,
but I would remind him that many Aus-
tralians have been killed in previous wars
owing to an approach of that kind. 1In
matters of defence it Is the responsibility
of the Federal Parliament to provide the
moncy—

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
confine his remarks to the amendment.

Mr., HEARMAN: I oppose the amend-
ment and every attempt to drag party
politics into the question of defence. I
am endeavouring to demonstrate to the
House that not only is the amendment
unwise but also the motion. I certalnly
think it is deplorable that the matter dealt
with in the amendment which has been
the subject of previous representations at
Canberra at a governmental level, should
have been brought into the debate. I am
endeavouring to illustrate that a good deal
of the same kind of woolly thinking as
was indulged in 1939 is apparent today in
this House. Some of the speeches made
indicate just how woolly that thinking fis.
Reference to the Federal “Hansard” of
1939-40 would illusirate my point.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member will
be able to follow that line of thought when
speaking to the motion but must at pre-
sent confine himself to the amendment.

Mr. HEARMAN: I will take your ad-
vice, Sir, and walit till the amendment has
been dealt with. I think it is & bad thing
that the party political line should have
been taken in amending a motion of this
nature. I do not like the motion, but I
like the amendment even less.

MR. BRADY (Guildford-midland—on
amendment) [5.50]1: I think the Minister
for Education is to be complimented on
his approach to the matter. The amend-
ment is not a question of dragging party
politics into defence but of taking a prac-
tical view of this question. I hope that
as time goes on members of this House
will become more practical and realise
what is happening to Western Australia
as regards finance and defence generally.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must resume his seat. This amend-
ment seeks to delete from the motion any
reference to the Federal member for Can-
ning and the hon. member must confine
himself to that subject.

Mr. BRADY: That is the point T was
making. I do not think there is neces-
sity for any member’s name to be men-
tioned in this connection because the late
John Curtin, when PFPederal member for
Fremantle, advocated that the naval de-
fence of this coast should be concentrated
at Fremantle, and the proposition of the
Minister for Education with regard to
Cockburn Sound ties up with that.

It may be said that in modern times,
with fast-moving aeroplanes, there is no
need for an air arm in this State, but that
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argument cannot be applied to naval ves-
sels and se there is a sounder argument
for the development in this State of a
naval base than for the development here
of a large ailr force esteblishment. In that
regard I think the Minister for Education
has been very practical and has contri-
buted & good deal to the debate.

MR. McCULLOCH (Hahnans—on
amendment) [5.521: I am sorry to see the
turn this debate has taken. I was doubt-
ful whether I should support the amend-
ment moved by the Minister for Educa-
tion when he moved it. Personsally I do
not see any reason for naming the Federal
member for Canning in the motion, not-
withstanding that I know the whole thing
is abortive. As regards the suggestion of
the Minister for Education about Cock-
burn Sound, I do not know what he wants
to do in that regard and I do not think
the amendment has anything to do with
the motion.

Cockburn Sound will not be any defence
for this State, but since the Opposition
has brought politics into the debate—
and every speaker on that side with the
exception of the Leader of the Couniry
Party has made this a political question—
I think the State Government should have
some say in the defence of its territory,
and on those grounds I support the amend-
ment,

Amendment put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: I
move an amendment —

That in lieu of the words struck out
the words “requests the Federal Gov-
ernment”’ be inserted.

HON. SIR ROSS McLARTY (Murray—
on amendment) [5.551: I desire, at the
outset, to make it plain that I would like
to see financial assistance given to the
Kwinana project and no doubt, if I were
a member of the Government, I would be
trying to get it, but I do not think this
is the way in which to accomplish that
end—by trying to have a motion such as
this carried. I have protested, on a num-
ber on occasions in this House, against the
introduction of motions interfering with
the functions of the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment.

The Minister for Education: This came
from your side.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I know., I
had not spoken to the motion, but in-
tended to do so. What would be the re-
action of the Minister for Education if
the Commonweaith Government carried
& motion censuring the Parliament of this
State for some action or criticising it in
some regard?

The Minister for Housing: Such as hous-
ing!t



1382

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: The first
thing the Minister would say would be
“This is no function of the Common-
wealth,” The motion is a criticism of the
Commonwealth Government in regard fo
its defence programme generally and asks
for proper provision for the defence of
the Western Australian coastline. Some
Teference has been made to armchair
critics. No one who is not thoroughly au
Jait with the whole position, has a right
;0 set himself up as an authority on de-
ence,

Like many other members of this Cham-
ber, I have had some experience of soldier-
ing in hoth peace and war, but I would not
like to offer criticism of the general con-
duct of defence of the Commonwealth.
I do not for a moment think that the
Commonwealth Government views the de-
fence problem from the point of view of
State boundaries, That Government has
its expert advisers who look at Australia
as a whole and deal with our defence
problems as a whole,

Is there any sane person, either in or
out of Parliament who could believe that
the Commonwealth Government is not
concerned about the defence of Western
Australia? We know perfectly well that
if this State were invaded or if there were
a prospect of its being invaded, the whole
of the continent of Australia would be
affected. I go so far as to say that if
this State were successfully invaded, the
future of the Commonwealth would be in
jeopardy and so criticism of the defence
programme generally of the Common-
wealth Government by members of this
House is not justified. Members do not
know the facts and it is not their pre-
rogative to offer such criticism.

The naval base that has been mentioned
has heen under discussion or consideration
by previous Commonwealth Governments,
both Labour and anti-Labour, for many
yvears, and there is no doubt that if =a
naval base were to be established some-
where in this State, {he Commonwealth
Government would act only on the expert
advice that is available to it, and in con-
sidering such a question the establishment
of bases outside Australia would also have
to be considered. I do not think the Min-
ister for Education has tackled the prob-
lerh in the proper way and I would not
blame the Prime Minister a bit if he re-
fused to take any notice of the motion,
in the event of its being agreed to by this
House.

The Minister for Education: You speak
as if T had initiated this debate.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I know the
Minister did not do that, but he has moved
an amendment to the motion and I do
not think it will do him any good. The
member for Hannans said that he did not
think the amendment would achieve any
purpose at all, and I agree with him.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Minister for Education: Do you
think the motion would achieve any pur-
pose?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: No. I in-
tended to speak to the motion. The mem-
ber for Claremont did not discuss his
motion with me. As the Minister knows,
the member for Claremont moves motions
from time to time—

The Minister for Education: Yes, he
has moved quite a few.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: From my
point of view and from the point of view
of all members, we would like to see some
assistance given fo Kwinana, and if I can
help in that direction I shall be glad to
do so, but my assistance has not been
sought, and in this regard I feel sure I
can speak, too, for the Leader of the Coun-
try Party.

Hon. A, F. Watts: You can.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I am sorry
the Minister for Education has sought this
way to approach the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment, by criticising its defence pro-
gramme as it affects Western Australia. It
practically means a criticism of the de-
fence policy of Australia as a whole. It
is time we took a more realistic view of
matters instead of adopting an sattitude
such as this towards the Commonwealth.
I feel sure the Prime Minister would be
justified, after being presented with this
motion, in saying, “Here is a Labour Gov-
ernment in Western Australia eriticising
our defence programme in a motion and
then, by an amendment, asking us to pro-
vide additional defence for the State.”

The Minister for Education: Do you
honestly submit that a State Government
has no right to ecriticise Commonwealth
policy if it regards that policy as being
inadequate?

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I think a
State Government has a right to criticise
the Commonwealthh Government, and the
hon. member has heen doing it ever since
he has been in office, but I do not think
that a State Government has a right to
criticise the Commonwealth by carrying
what is practically a vote of censure, as
the hon. member proposes to do by this
amended motion. What else does it
amount to? The hon. member accuses the
Commaonwealth Government of not pro-
viding Western Australia with adequate
defence. That is a serious maitter.

‘The Minister for Education: Have a look
at the motion as originally worded and
see if the amendment has improved it.

Hon. Sir RO35 McLARTY: I did not
like the motion as originally moved, and
I intended to speak {o it, but the Minister
rose to his feet before me. However, I
did not know that he was to move an
amendment to the motion. I opbose the
motion, and I do not want to be misunder-
stood, either. I do not want it to be
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thought that party politics is being
played. I do not want it said that I am
opposed to any financial assistance being
given to Kwinana. In these days, politics
is a pretty hard game, and many things
a member says are apt to be misinterpreted,
but the attitude of the Minister in censur-
ing the Commonwealth Government in
this matter and then asking for assistance
in the same motion is not the way we
shall obtain that assistance.

The Minister for Education: But the
original motion censures the Common-
wealth Government.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: 1 am nob
concerned with the original motion. As
I have said, I did not like that either.

The Minister for Education: All I have
done is to improve the motion.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: The Minister
has not improved 1. I am not going to
sit here and see a motion passed which
is tantamount to a vote of censure on the
Commonwealth Government, without pro-
testing against it.

Mr. Brady: The member for Canning
was the one who censured the Common-
wealth, not the Minister.

Hon. Sir ROSS McLARTY: I am not
concerned with what the member for Can-
ning said, either. I did not even read his
speech. I suggest to the Minister that he
would be wise to withdraw his amendment
becguse I believe that more would be
achieved by that action than by carryving
the amended motion in this Chamber.

MR. MeCULLOCH (Hannans—on
amendment) [6.5): T do not think the
amendment has made much difference to
the original motion in achieving what the
member for Claremont wanted. As I un-
derstand it, the motion now reads as fol-
lows:—

That this House requests the Federal
Government to have proper provision
made for the defence of our western
coastline.

I do not think it is possible to defend
adequately 4,000 miles of coastline.

Mr. Hearman: Hear, hear!

Mr. McCULLOCH: I do not consider my-
self a strategist or a person knowing any-
thing about defence, but I believe that
until we populate the north of this State,
we shall always be open to attack and
could easily be invaded. An increase in
the population of the State would be the
soundest approach to achieve an adequate
defence programme. Some strange things
have happened in this country which I
think are very serious.

On many occasions 1 have noticed in the
Press advertisements publicising the num-
ber of men we have in the C.M.F., the
A.R.A., the navy and the air force. I think
this is the only country in the world that
would allow the Press to publish such
advertisements and inform our potential

1383

enemies of the strength of our defences.
We even tell them how many ships we
have. Although the Press does not publish
information of how many guhs we have,
many articles appear stating how many
planes we have. Such information appears
in the Press daily. At one time, that con-
stituled a serious crime.

Everyone knows that this information
finally reaches our potential enemies. Once
we acquaint them with the manpower we
have for defence in this country, they
can act accordingly. During the last war,
I had an oppertunity of observing the
the activities of the defence chiefs in
this State. In what I am about to say
they may have been right and I may have
heen wrong; but, while in the north in
1942, I saw boards pulled down, which
bore the names of stations. Travelling a
little further. one would reach a hotel
in front of which a sign appeared bearing
the name: “Nannine Hotel.”

Several of the names of Goldfields railway
stations were also removed. For instance,
at the Karalee railway station, the name-
hoard had been pulled down and yet, about
a hundred yvards further along. the hotel
had a sign outside with the words “Karalee
Hotel” on it. If that is strategy. I do not
know what the defence of the country is
coming to. After having seen the Italians
running away from the enemy during the
first World War, T did not think I would
ever see the day when our own kith and
kin would have to run away from the
Japanese, as they did in 1942 along our
northern coastline. There was absolutely
no defence along those shores, and it was
impossible to have an adequate defence
line.

Who knows what invention of war will
be brought to light next vear?. I remem-
ber standing on the Isle of Wight with
many people surrounding me who were
amazed to witness a little 'plane flying
across from Lymington. But what do we
see today? Would anyone have thought
that we would have such air power as we
have today? So who can visualise what
will happen in two years’ time? To defend
4,000 miles of coastline is impossible.
Such an attempt was made in England.
At Secarborough, in England, guns were
lined up breach to breach along the coast-
line but the Germans bombarded that
place and blew it to pieces. Yet that
centre was supposed to be defended, and
modern defence installations have existed
there for 50 years.

I fail to see how we can defend our
coastline by means of this motion, with
which I disagree. I do not say that we
should not defend our shores bhut the
motion is abortive and its proposals can-
not be put into operation because we do
not know what striking power we shall
have in two years', or even 12 months’,
time. I do not say that we are criticising
the Commonwealth Government by this
motion, but to ask any Government to
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defend 4,000 miles of coastline is asking
the impossible. In this machine age, there
is only one piece of machinery still in
operation which was in use a hundred or
even 50 years ago, and that is the merry-
go-round.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: There are some
merry-go-rounds here, too.

Hon. D. Brand: What about the shovel?

Mr. McCULLOCH: No member in this
Chamber can show me a piece of machinery
operating today that was in use 30 years
ago.

The Minister for Education: There is the
clock.

Mr. McCULLOCH: A clock will not oper-
ate by perpetual motion. I saw ’planes in
Africa in 1912, and even during the last
war we criticised the Wirraway, but I
wonder what our reactions are foday after
seeing the jet ’planes that flew over Perth
recently. Even now there is a suggestion
that Burswood Island is to be reserved as
a landing ground for helicopters. They
might be one of the means of defence next
year or two years hence, because with them
we could quickly land guns on any given
spot.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pm

Mr, McCULLOCH: The reason this
motion was submitted was that it was pro-
posed to remove the Neptune bomber
squadron from Pearce. That is another
matter that was published in the Press.
I should think that the heads of the air
force would have known exacily what they
were doing when they decided upon that
action.

The Minister for Education:
did they bring them here?

Mr. McCULLOCH: There are such things
as manoeuvres, and the men have to be
trained to do certain jobs that might be
necessary for the defence of the western
coast. However, there may be other areas
where their services would also be re-
quired. I do not think the department
would do something it thought was to the
detriment of Western Australia. 1 can
remember quite well listening to the radio
at a quarter to five at night just before
the last war, and we used to0 hear a gentle-
man speaking of the news behind the
news. He told the people of Australia how
diplomats had gone info Asila and Singa-
pore and Malaya and reported that every-
thing was OX. I also remember that Aus-
tra)ia contributed £1,500,000 towards the
building of a floating dock at Singapore.
We were told that the nearest floating dock
to Singapore was on the east coast of
Africa.

What happened to the floating dock at
Singapore? It was as nothing when modern
means of warfare were brought into opera-
tion. Two big battleships were alsc sunk
close to the Malayan coast. We do not
know what wiil happen even next year;

Then why
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and to defend the western coast is impos-
sible. A step in the right direction was
made when the Federal Government
financed to a degree the operation of air-
craft landing at Cocos Island. The British
Empire was not built in Britain but on
the outposts of the nation in very many
countries of the world, and we should de-
fend outposts like Cocos Island and ad-
joining islands, because if we lose them
we shall lose Australia.

This is admittedly a difficult problem.
We hear about hydrogen hombs and atomic
bombs, and of all the money that is being
spent at Woomera. Whether that will be
any good next year I am doubiful. Aero-
planes are flying from London to Perth
in 17 hours 25 minutes, yet it takes a
modern train 18 hours to go from Perth
to Kalgoorlie. That is the situation that
exists today. I do not think the motion
as amended will influence the Common-
wealth Government in any way. Those
looking afier the affairs of the navy, the
army and the air force know what they
are doing, and it does not require the
Government of Western Australia to tell
them that the west coast requires defend-
ing, because that just cannot he done. I
oppose the motion and the amendment.

HON. A. F. WATTS (Stirling—on
amendment) (735]: I am inclined very
strongly to agree with the Leader of the
Opposition that this motion, both in its
original and its proposed form, is an un-
desirable proposition to place before the
House. I would like to join with him in
saying that so far as an approach to the
Federal authorities is concerned, for as-
sistance in the desirable work of develop-
ing Cockburn Sound, I am gquite prepared
to join with the Government and the
Leader of the Opposition in representa-
tions to the Federal authorities for that
purpose.

In fact, if the opportunity were given to
us to know what case the Government of
this State proposes to put before the Fed-
eral authorities, so that we were as fully
informed as the Government's representa-
tives, I would be only too happy to he as-
sociated with a tripartite approach to
those authorities in order that they might
be convinced that this is not a maitter
in which party politics intervenes, but one
in which all people of the State are united
in the desire to see progress made along
the lines I have mentioned.

I make that offer in good faith, sub-
ject to those conditions, and I leave the
Government to give it whatever considera-
tion 1t feels disposed to afford it. But
I do not feel that we are competent, either
as & Legislatlve Assembly, or as individual
members, to pass judgment on what is
desirable, essential, or necessary for the
defence of Western Australia. I confess
personally to a very great ignorance in
regard to such matters, and I cannot bring
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myself to believe that the Minister for
Education is much better equipped in that
respect than am I.

The Minister for Education: No, but
I feel that a naval base in this part of
the Commonwealth would he very handy.

Hon. A, F. WATTS: I am inclined to
think that the hon. member does not
know much more about it than I.

The Mipister for Education: Do not
vou think that we want a naval base on
this side?

Hon. A, V. R, Abbott: You could not
have it at Kwinana; that is certain.

The Minister for Education: Could we
not have it at Cockburn Sound?

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: No.
The Minister for Education: Why not?

Hon. A. V. R. Abbott: Ships could not
get out.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Hon, A. P. WATTS: I do not think
that the Minister for Education can draw
me into the statement that we do not
want a naval base in Western Australia.
I merely observed that I feel I am no
better equipped, and perhaps a little worse
equipped, to offer an opinion on where it
ought to be than the Minister for Educa-
tion is himself.

The Minister for Education: I think
a little better distribution would be to our
advantage.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: 1 am inclined to
subscribe to the point of view mentioned
before the tea suspension by the member
for Hannans. I would like to indicate
that the Minister for Education will have
effected some kind of transformation in
this motion if he gets away with all his
amendments, because it will be borne in
mind that the original proposition was
to deal with the question that arose out
of the proposed removal of the Neptune
bomber squadron from the vicinity of, or
at, Pearce aerodrome. It was therefore
concertied quite obviously with the aerial
defence of Western Australia.

The Minister for Education: What are
your grounds for making that statement?

Hon. A. F. WATTS: That was the
major reference in the speech of the
Federal member for Canning. It was that
with which he was dealing mainly, if not
completely; and it was that, I have no
shadow of doubt whatever, which was in
the mind of the member for Claremont
when he brought forward this motion.

The Minister for Education: The mem-
ber for Claremont did not make that
clear.

Hon. A. P. WATTS: Whether that is
so is not for me to say; but I think
I am substantially correct, if not com-
pletely so, in saying that the whole of
the observations of the Federal member
for Canning was directed towards the
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question of the suggested removal of the
Neptune bomber squadron, and I do not
think, therefore, that the amendments
are apropos the motion at all, although
I could hardly ask you, Mr. Speaker, to
rule them out of order.

The Premier: Does not the Federal
member for Canning hold a semi-min-
isterial position in the Commonwealth
Government?

Hoan. A, F. WATTS: I understand that
the member for Canning occupies one of
those positions known as "Parliamentary
Under Secretaries,” the duties and obliga-
tions of which have, up to date, been
somewhat ill-defined; and therefore I am
not able to say what position he actually
holds, except to name it as it is named
in Federal parliamentary procedure. But
I do fancy that the proposal of the Min-
ister for Education In regard to a naval
base is not apropos the motion as origin-
ally maved, and I do not think any of
us is competent to determine what is the
best method of defending Western Aus-
tralia or the Western Australian coast-
line. In these days when there is talk
about defending Western Europe from the
United States, it might be hetter to attempt
to defend Western Australia from a blace
somewhere distant from Perth. It might,
on the contrary, be egually necessary to
have the defence developed somewhere
close to Perth.

I cannot offer any opinion. Military
strategy and tactics have changed so vastly
in the last few years that I doubt whether
anyone here is at all competent to express
an opinion as to what should be done.
But I take it there are people in the employ
of the Commonwealth Government who
have given the whole of their lives to the
study of these questions; and it ill becomes
us to say that if they have tendered advice
—and here again I am ill-informed—if
they have given advice in the light of
modern conditions and changes, it i1l be-
comes us o say that they have given the
wrong advice or that thelr advice is not
in the best interests of this country.

This is the sort of motion that should
be carried only after the very closest in-
quiry into all the circumstences of the
case, and with the fullest knowledge be-
hind us of those who are versed in the
arts concerned with the defence of any
country. So the Minister for Education
has not improved a motion that I would
have been averse to in any circumstances,
even as it stood in the first place. I re-
peat, however, that that does no{ involve
me in not being anxious to support him
in the difficulty in which he and the Gov-
ernment of the State find themselves, and
in which any Government would find it-
self, in regard to the development of Cock-
burn Sound, for purposes ancillary to the
development of industry in this State of
which we are all aware.
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. Therefore I repeat that if I can, in con-

Junction with the Government and the
Leader of the Opposition, in the circum-
stances I have mentioned, be of the slight-
est assistance in presenting a case to the
Federal Government, I shall be only too
anxious to do so; and to indicate that
party politics do not enter into this par-
ticular matter, but that we are only con-
cerned with the good of Western Australia,
Having made myself plain on these points,
I propose t0 oppose the amendment, any
other amendment that has the same effect,
and the whole motion if it is puf to the
vote.

MR. HEARMAN (Blackwood—on amend-
ment) [746]1: I find myself in accord with
the final utterances of the Leader of the
Counfiry Party. I am not only appalled
that a motion of this nature should have
"been brought down, but equally disgusted
at the attitude adopted to it by various
members during the course of the debate.
In the first place, it is bad that any mem-
ber of this Parliament should attempt to
put the question of the defence of Aus-
tralia on to a State basis. That does not
make for efficiency in defence. We must
think in terms of Australia as a whole
when we are considering defence.

The Minister for Education: That means
that if there is an obvious deficiency—

Mr, HEARMAN: If you, Mr, Speaker,
are going to allow the Minister for Educa-
tion to interject, I shall resume my seat.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member will
ignore the interjections.

Mr. HEARMAN: If we carry the idea
behind the motion to its logical conclusion,
then every State Parliament will pass
motions of this nature and ask for greater
defence resources to be concentrated in
their particular areas, If that were done,
not only would there be irreparable dam-
age to the efficiency of Australia’s defence
as a8 whole, but Western Australias, with
its very small representation in the Federal
House, would be left out in the cold. Any
idea of considering defence on a State,
rather than on an Australian basis, must
ultimately he harmful not oniy to Aus-
tralia’'s defence, but to the defence of the
individual States,

1 suggest that before people start to
express opinions about how this State
should be defended, or how Australla
should be defended, they ought to give
the matter more consideration that it ap-
pears to have heen given here. No service
chief would attempt to express these
opinions until he had made a written ap-
preciation of the problem, and that would
be made only with a full knowledge of
the resources available to him. T suggest
no member of this House has made such
an appreciation, or has the necessary in-
formation upon which to make it
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Theretfore, to put the matter bluntly, we
do not understand the subject we are dis-
cussing. I could claim to have some slight
knowle@ge of military tactics. I would
not claim to have a great knowledge of
military strategy, and I would not pre-
sume to say what the air force should do
about the Neptune bomber squadron, or
what the army should do ahout Western
Australia because to do that I would need
to have the knowledge to make a sound
appreciation, and obviously I have not got
it. The debate does indicate that a great
many politicilans have very little know-
ledge of their responsibilities in connection
with the defence of Australia.

I believe that politicians have a re-
sponsibility—in fact all thinking people
and all citizens have—to endeavour to en-
sure that sufficient money is availabte for
the adequate defence of the country; and
it is the job of the various service chiefs
to determine the best manner in which to
spend that money. The Pederal Govern-
ment, of course, has the responsibility of
co-ordinating the expenditure. If mem-
bers are sincere on the question of defence,
then the greatest contribution they can
make is to urge the public to accept the
idea of greater defence expenditure—in
other words, to be prepared to go out and
suggest that additional taxes be levied or
extra money made available for the de-
fence of Australia.

That is the only way we can get more
adequate defence if we consider our exist-
ing defence to be inadequate; and that,
I believe, is the proper function of all
thinking citizens. It is not the function
of politicans to criticise the service chiefs,
particularly when they have not the in-
formation on which to mase sound critic-
ism. The debate in many ways resembles
some of the utterances made in the Fed-
eral sphere in the years 1937 to 1940
when some extremely woolly thinking was
indicated in some of the speeches, and 1
think some equally woolly thinking has
been exhibited here in connection with
this debate.

In 1939 for instance, the suggestion was
made that we should have a separate peace
with Germany. I think everyone now
recognises how stupid that was. On an-
other occasion the expenditure of £20,000
on building up the defences at Darwin
was criticised. The expenditure of
£43,000,000 on defence in 1939 was con-
sidered to be more than adequate. All sorts
of criticisms were levelled at building up
our navy by the construction of destroyers
and so on. I suggest that those obviously
unsound conclusions were drawn because
the members speaking on the subject of
defence knew just as little about it as do
members of this Chamber. There was, a
couple of years ago, & good opportunity
for members, if they felf the defence of
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Western Australia or Australia was inade-
quate, to give some practical assistance
towards developing it.

The Federal Government decided on a
recruiting campaign in order to build up
our militia forces, and the strength of the
other services. Senior representatives of
the forces were engaged in a recruiting
tour of Western Australia. One party saw
fit to boycott that recruiting programme,
and I must confess that the other parties
had little more to commend them. I was
present at the official opening of the rally
in the Perth Town Hall, and the only
members of this Parliament who were pre-
sent were Sir Charles Latham, the chair-
man of the recruiting committee, the
member for Greenough who represented
the then Premier and myself.

If members were not prepared to give
up one evening to assist, by their presence,
a recruiting rally, then I consider they are
not prepared to put themselves out very
far to assist in the defence of Auskralia.
I would suggest that the member for
Claremont, instead of introduecing this
motion, could quite well have gone along
and done something a little more practical
on that occasion by attending the reeruit-
ing rally. I think there has been a cer-
taln amount of hypocrisy in the whole
attitude here.

Hon. C. F. J. North:
“hypocrisy”?
The Premier: He did.

Mr. HEARMAN: Had members gone
along and assisted that recruiting rally,
they would have done much more for our
defence than they are by contributing to
this debate, which seems to have been
provoked by a decision to remove a squad-
ron of Neptune bombers from Pearce. I
do not know whether that was a service
decision or not, but if so, it is what it
should have been, and if it was a political
decision, it should not have been made.
There has been far too muech interference
by politicians in the working of the de-
fence forces, and it is quite wrong that
a matter of this nature should become
the subject of & political debate.

Mr. Oldfield: Do you not consider the
service chiefs can be just as wrong as
politictans?

Mr. HEARMAN: I think service chiefs
would have much sounder grounds on
which to base their decisions than has
this House.

The Minister for Education:
think Churchill ever
decisions in England?

Mr. HEARMAN: I think he was much
better qualified o do so than are mem-
hers of this House. He had had consider~
able practical battle experience; and fur-
thermore, he had shown during the years
when he was in a political wilderness, a
sound grasp of what the future held. Most
of us will agree that if more notice had

Did you say

Do you
interfered with
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been taken of Churchill from 1933 onward,
when he urged the expenditure of money
to develop the defence forces, we would
have been in a much better position in
1938 and 1940. I suggest that political
interference with the services is bad.
We had plenty of instances of it in the
last war. I also say that we have not too
many Winston Churchills in this Parlia-
ment.

MRE. ANDREW (Victoria Park—on
amendment) [(7.571: I support the amend-
ment. I agree with the last two speakers
on one point only, and that is that we
should logk upon this question not from
a party point of view hut as Western Aus-
tralians. The member for Blackwood
spoke about woolly thinking. I consider
he did a little bit of woolly thinking him-
self in this way, that although we know
we are not experts in a certain line, we
do know what we require from the people
who are qusalified to give us the advice.
For instance, we are not engineers quali-
fied to build a hridge over a river, but we
may require transport over that river,
and we know that much. We tell the
qualified people what we want, and they
do the job. ©Of course, the experts are
not always right. Viscount Swinton was
here a few days ago and he said there
were a few dozen he could send us if we
wanted them.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: The experts said
that Singapore could not be taken.

Mr. ANDREW: Yes. Singapore was
supposed to be impregnable, but the guns
were facing the wrong way. The member
for Blackwood said that we did not know
what we were discussing, and that we
were not experts. We do not need to be
experts to know what we require in order
to tackle the defence of Western Austiralia,
Does the hon. member think Western Aus-
tralia has adequate defences? I do not
think it has, but I do not need to know
how to defend a country to know that
much. I think we need more defence.

Mr., Lawrence: Why?

Mr. ANDREW: We have not a dock,
so that if there were trouble and any ships,
say, 1,000 miles from Fremantle were
damaged they would have to go past Fre-
mantle to the other side of Australia, 3,000
miles away.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: You want a floating
dock.

Mr. ANDREW: I believe that the Fed-
eral Government, generally speaking, is
not, whether consciously or unconsciously,
very concerned ahout Western Australia.
The Leader of the Opposition said that
we were criticising the Federal Govern-
ment. Any form of protest is a criticism,
if one likes to say that it is, but I feel that
we, as Western Australians, are entitled
to draw the attention of the senior politi-
cal body to our needs. In this instance, if
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we did not criticise the Pederal Govern-
.ment about not giving us adequate con-
sideration, its members would say, “No-
body over there is saying anything about
it so why should we worry.” It is only
by drawing attention to our needs that
we can get those needs satisfied. The more
emphatically we can draw attention to
our requirements and the more publicity
we can get in that direction, the greater
chance we have of getting them satisfied.

At one time Disraeli was asked why it
was that he was always hitting at the
other side in regard to certain matters.
People said, “They will not take any notice
of it,”” but Disraeli said, “I have watched
masons at work and I have seen them keep
on hitting the stone with a hammer, They
might hit 120 times without anything
happening, but on the 121st occasion
the stone breaks.” So I think we
should continue o draw the attention
of the FPederal authorities to the needs of
this State. I cannot say what is needed
in the technical defence of Western Aus-
tralia, but I do know that we have one-
third of the coastline of Australia and I
believe—although I may be wrong in this
contention—that the service chiefs are
more concerned with defending the heavler
populated States than they are with de-
fending an outlying State such as West-
ern Australia.

We must reaiise that it is hard to de-
fend a State like Western Australis and,
to my knowledge, we have very litile other
than the aircraft which are stationed at
Pearce. In that regard the Neptune
bombers have been taken away and
whether that was a political move or not,
I do not know. It may have been an
instruction from the Chief of the Air
Staff. We may not know all the tech-
nical details of defending & country like
Western Australia, but I consider we are
within our rights in protesting to the Fed-
eral authorities and drawing their atien-
tion to the inadequate defence of this
State.

During his speech the Leader of the
Opposition said that if the Federal Gov-
ernment criticised the States we would
resent it. I think the leaders in the Fed-
~ eral House have often criticised members
of State Parliaments and after all the
Commonwealth Government is the senior
body while we are concerned only with
our own State. So I contend that we are
not wrong in protesting to the Common-
wealth Government about the defence as-
pect of Western Australia. The hon. mem-
ber also sald that the proper way to go
ahout it was to approach the Common-
wealth Government in an entirely different
manner from the one we are now discuss-
ing. I agree with what the member for
Stirling said, but I would draw his atten-
tion, as well as the aftention of the Leader
of the Opposition to the fact that proper
approaches were made.

[ASSEMBLY.]

A few months ago the then Acting Pre-
mier went to Canberra and interviewed the
Federal Treasurer, Sir Arthur Fadden, and
put a strong case to him as regards Kwin-
ana. A few weeks later the Acting Pre-
mier saw the Prime Minister who was on
his way home from the Coronation. The
Acting Premier peinted out that Cockburn
Sound could be made into & naval base—
that fact has been Known for many years
—and said that it was a national work
and asked for some assistance for its
development. So far we have not received
any assistance in that direction and the
proper ‘approaches we made have been
ignored. So I think that discounts the
Leader of the Opposition’s argument and
I suppert the amended motion.

HON. D. BRAND (Greenough—on
amendment) (8.5]: T want to make it quite
clear that like the Leader of the Country
Pariy and my own Leader 1 do not pro-
pose to support this motion, or any motion
of this type because I feel that in the long
run it will not achieve anything. However,
the original motion has given members an
opporiunity to air their views on a most
important subject and one which has be-
come topical because of the opening up
of Cockburn Sound.

Originally the Federal member for Can-
ning, during a function at ¥York—I think
he thought he was saying something that
would be of interest to old soldiers whom
he was addressing—stated that he thought
the decision to move the Neptune squadron
from Western Australia was one which
might have a big bearing on the defence
of this State and would be inclined to
leave us in a defenceless position. Ap-
parently the Deputy Premier felt that he
should hop on the band wagon and he said
that he did not think the squadron should
be removed from the State.

Mr. May: Don't you?
think?

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: What do you
ﬁnow about it, or what does he know about

2

Mr. May:

Hon. Sir
you do.

Mr, May:
very much.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Therefore I do
not, express an opinjon.

Hon. D. BRAND: To satisfy the inquisi-
tive member for Collie I feel that the de-
cision to move the Neptunes from this
State to another part of the Common-
wealth was made by men who know more
about the overall defence position of Aus-
tralia than either of us.

The Minister for Agriculture: You just
made the grade that time.

Hon. D. BRAND: The member for Clare-
mont then moved one of those motions
which, as a private member, he always:
used to move. I came into this House in

What do you

What do you know about it?
Ross McLarty: As much as

Therefore you do not know
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1845 and I can recall him making a sug-
gestion as to how to stop roosters from
crowing. He sald that people should put
a rod at the back of the roosters’ necks
so that when they threw thelr heads back
to crow early in the morning they would
knhock their heads, wake up and therefore
would not go on crowing.

The Premier: They would not wake up;
they would be knocked unconscious.

Hon. D. BRAND: I mention that to re-
mind members that the member for Clare-
mont has some peculiar ideas and has the
courage of his convictlons inasmuch as
he will come to this House and make those
statements. I believe that the member
for Claremont sincerely thought that he
would get support for this motion. The
Minister for Education, who we all know
has, in his capacity as Minister for Works,
financial problems as a result of the de-
velopments that are taking place at
Kwinana, was anxious to turn this motion
to his advantage and he moved an amend-
ment to it in which he requested the
Federal Government fo have proper pro-
vislon made for the defence of the western
line. In my humble opinion the member
for Hannans, who was a practical soldier,
made some very sound statements during
his speech this evening.

Mr., May: He always does.

Hon. . BRAND: The member for Han-
nans indicated that he felt such a motion,
even if it were passed in this House, would
not contribute to the defence of this State
and that as a House we should not decide
on the strategy and planning for the de-
fence of the Commonwealth. As other
members have said, times have changed
so rapidly that the overall defence of the
Commonwealth is such that even from week
to week plans are adjusted and altered.

Practically every week the air speed
record is being broken and the defence of
Australia might be more adequately served
if we defended some country outside Aus-
tralia. Great play was made in the political
arena following the war years when men-
tion was made of the Brisbane line and
other lines. I feel certain that at this stage
the defence of Australia is the problem
of the service chiefs and that no individual
member in this House can contribute any
solution to the problem, It has been truly
said that the job of Parlitament is to pro-
vide the money and select the capable men
to do the work; men of experience and
ability who can guide the destinies of the
nation and look after the defence of this
country.

As some of the statements that I made
as Minister for Works may be quoled, 1
want to make my position clear. When I
was Minister for Works we pressed for
Commonwealth assistance to open up
Cockburn Sound because we hoped to have
a naval base established. However, 1
learned later that my statements had been
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made without sufficient knowledge of the
requirements of a naval base. In discuss-
ing the suggestion with a high ranking
defence officer—I do not desire to mention
his name because we weére having an un-
official chat—I learnt that if the Sound
were opened up it would most likely he
used for a fleet anchorage and that the
establishment of a dry dock and naval
base would be impossible because for many
years there would not be sufficient artisans,
tradesmen and professional men living
around the area to man such a dock, nor
would the necessary special machinery and
equipment be available for the shipbuild-
ing requirements.

Therefore I join with my leader, the
Leader of the Country Party and other
speakers in saying, we realise that the
opening up of Cockburn Sound to shipping
is a very costly business and we feel that
the Commonwealth should come to our
aid because, noc matter how we laook at it,
it is in many ways equivalent t¢ a national
undertaking. But might I emphasise that
if we are to make progress, and if we are
sincere, surely we should make our ap-
proach to the Commonwealth Government
and to the Treasury apart from the atmo-
sphere of politics; we should approach the
matter from a national angle.

There is evidence from this amendment
that we tend to bring In the political side
wherever possible. Following on the sug-
gestion of the Leader of the Opposition
and Leader of the Country Party, we on
this side of the House are prepared to
approach the Commonwealth, or assist the
Government in its approaches to the Com-
monwealth, for a more sympathetic atti-
tude to be displayed in the opening up of
Cockburn Sound. I believe that the way
is there for the Government to follow and
that the right approach is being made.
On the other hand, might I stress again
that the passing of this motion, as has heen
the case with the passing of s0 many other
motions in this House, will have absolutely
no effect on the issue, and after the rising
of the House tonight it will be completely
forgotten. In the main, the time spent in
debate will have been spent for the purpose
of allowing members to let off steam and
to express their points of view, political
or otherwise.

MR. MANN (Avon Valley—on amend-
ment) [8.17): The reason why I enter
this debate is that the Federal member
for Canning made a statement while 1
was at York. The statement was not made
in the Federal Parllament.

The Minister for Education: That must
have been the second statement.

Mr. MANN: Possibly s0.

The Minister for Education: He made
a statement when speaking in the Federal
Parliament on the Estimates.
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Mr. MANN: Nevertheless, it seems to
me to be an exiracrdinary statement for
a Federal member to make. There are oc-
casions when members in the country
make extraordinary statements.

Hon. C. F. J. North: He is the secret-
ary, is he not?

Mr. MANN:
other,

The Premier: He is a semi-Minister.

Mr. MANN: Whatever the position, it is
a stupid statement to make and I regret
very much that the member for Claremont
has thought fit to bring in this motion.
To my way of thinking it is completely
futile. Irrespective of the political beliefs
of the Commonwealth Government, the
men controlling the defences of Australia
are experts in the army, navy and air
force spheres. They are doing their jobs
at enormous cost to Australia and they
are the men who should decide the de-
fence of the country. It is not for
politicians to do so.

All T can say is, “God help us if the
day should arrive when politicians will
decide the fate of the country”. I hope
the motion will be defeated. If it had
gone through unamended, I would still
have opposed it. I hope no further amend-
ment will be moved. An enormous amount
of valuable time has been wasted on a

He holds some position or

trivial, petty subject and I hope the
emendment and the motion itself are
defeated.

Amendment (fo insert words) put and a

division taken with the following result:—

Ayes 21
Noes 21
A tie 1]
Ayes
Mr. Andrew Mr. Lawrence
Mr. Brady Mr. Moir
Mr. Hawke Mr., Norton
Mr. Heal Mr. Nulsen
Mr. J. Hegney Mr. Rhatigan
Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Sewell
Myr. Hoar Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Jamleson Mr. Styants
Mr. Johnson Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Kelly Mr. May
Mr. Lapham (Teller.)
Noes.
Mr. Abbott Mr. McCulloch
Mr. Ackland Sit Ross McLarty
Mr, Brand Mr. Nalder
Dame F. Gardell-Oliver Mr. North
Mr. Cornell Mr. Qldfield
Mr. Court Mr. Owen
Mr. Doney Mr. Perkins
Mr. Hearman Mr. Watts
Mr. Hill Mr. Wild
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Bovell
Mr. Mann (Taller.}

Mr. SPEAKER: The voting being equal,
I give my casting vote with the “Ayes.”

Amendment thus passed.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
I move an amendment—

That after the word “coastline” the
words ‘‘and to this end recommends
that it assists the State Government
in the opening up of Cockburn Sound”
be added.

MR. HILL (Albany—on amendment)
[8.211: I oppose the amendment.

Hon. Sir Ross McLarty: Hear, hear!

Mr. HILL: And I will tell the House
why. I first became a member of the
Australian Garrison Artillery in 1802
and I had the reputation of being able
to swot a bock. Because of that fact I
do not desire to interfere with experts.
This is a matter for experts. The Min-
ister for Education says that a naval base
would be very handy in Western Australia.
Admittedly it would, but why have not
we got a naval base in Western Australia?
On previous occasions I have pointed out
that three times I have seen Albany on
the verge of being made a naval base and
on each occasion Labour politicians have
stepped in and pushed for Cockburn
Sound. I will give the names of those
politicians. One was G. F. Pearce. Mem-
bers may well laugh.

The Premier: He died a Liberal.

Mr. HILL: Another politician was
Texas Green and the third was John
Curtin. I wonder if the Minister for
Education could take his mind hack to
1920. In that year Sir Joseph Cook had
come back from England after discussing
matters with the Imperial authorities.
The member for Fremantle was then Mr,
Birchell. He opened up the guestion of
Fremantle and said, “How about Hender-
son's naval pase?” Sir Joseph Cook re-
plied, “The guestion of the navy is an
Empire question”. He said, “We have an
expert coming out". That expert was
Lord Jellicoe.

The question of defence is not for a
small State Parliament—a parliament of a
State with a population of 600,000. It is
a question for the allied nations, and we
should play our part and not put forward
parochial ambitions. I would like to draw
the attention of the other side of the
House to the fact that the first great fight
for Ausiralia did not f{ake place off Roti-
nest Island.

I wonder if members have ever read
a book called “Strategy before Trafalgar”.
The greaiest general of that day had the
greatest army of the period. They were
encamped on the heights of Boulogne.
In fine weather they could see the cliffs
of England and they could alse see a few
frigates going backwards and forwards.
What stood between Napoleon and the
invasion of England? There was Cornwallis
off Brest; Collingwood of Rochport and
Pellew off Terrol. And last but not least
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Nelson off Toulon. These far-distant fleets
stood between Napoleon and the domina-
tion of the world. When did the second
great fight for Australia start? It started
in 1900 in the North Sea. Before the
declaration of war in 1914, wherever there
were German ships there were more power-
ful British ships to oppose them.

Three weeks before the declaration of
war the Germans had the “Scharnhorst”
and the ""Gneisenau” in Chinese waters.
One evening in July the “Scharnhorst”
was tied alongside the British flaeship
HM.S. “Minataur” for a ball which was
held on the two ships. The next day the
Germans disappeared. In those early days
of August, 1914, HM.A.8. “Australia” was
perhaps the most powerful ship outside
European waters. Instructions were re-
ceived fhat it should proceed to Albany.
We then had an example of the mobility
of the navy. The “Scharnhorst” and the
“Gneisenau” were reported to have been
sighted off New Guinea and the admiral
of the “Australia” asked to he allowed to
chase them and the “Minataur” came to
Alhany. Accordingly he went after them.

The great fight for Ausiralia was fought
on the battlefields of Gallipoli, Palestine
and France. The men who died there
died in the defence of Australia and did
a more effective and efficient job than
they would have done had they stayed
in Australia. Let us refer to the fight
during the last war and consider our men
who fought in France, in Libya and in
Crete. They fought for the defence of
Australia.

I did not think the British and the
American sauthorities would have been
such idiots as to allow Japan to do what
she did in 1904. There was a lot of simi-
larity between the strategy in 1904 and
that in 1941. I will never forget those
grim days when the word reached this
House that the "Prince of Wales” and
the “Repulse” had been sent to the bot-
tom. We know that the question of the
postponement of the elections was dis-
cussed. One member asked, “What is the
good of that? We have had the war going
on for two or three years.” I said, “Mr.
Chairman, the British text book says that
all defence of the British Empire is based
on the assumption that the navy has com-
mand of the sea. Can we say that the
British Navy has command of the sea
today?” There was no further discussion
of that matter.

We have to realise that the besi form
of defence is a vigorous offensive, and we
want forces that can be sent to any part
of the world where they may be required,
The further away from Australia that we
can keep war, the better. At present, there
is no potential enemy in close proximity
to Australia, but we know that Russia is
concentrating on submarines. 1 saw the
American submarines based on Albany that
attacked Japanese shipping, and we have
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to be prepared to meet submarine attacks
on our shipping. I have heard it said that
our danger in the Indian Ocean would
not be very great. We cannot afford to
run any risks on that score. I recall the
grim day in March, 1942, when the fall
of Singapore was reported.

Mr. SPEAKER: I draw the hon. mem-
ber's attention to the fact that the ques-
tion under discussion is to add certain
words to the motion. I have allowed the
hon. member a lot of latitude, and ask him
to confine his remarks to the amendment.
Later on, he will have an opportunity to
discuss the motion as amended.

Mr. HILL: I am sorry if I have trans-
gressed, but I would support any move
to obtain Commonwealth assistance for the
opening up of Cockburn Sound. Later I
shall complete my remarks, when the
motion, as amended, is being discussed.

MR. COURT (Nedilands—on amend-
ment) £(8321: I had no wish to enter
into the debate at this stage because I
was not happy about the original motion.
I felt that it was ill-advised to introduce
such a motion inte this House, but in its
amended form, and with the proposed
further amendment, I consider that it
would do nothing more than hold the
House up to ridicule. To suggest tacking
on to the amended motion a provision for
asgistance in the opening up of Cock-
burn Sound is going too far.

The mover of the amendment has
specifically related the opening up of Cock-
burn Sound teo a question of defence, and
I feel that it would be presumptuous on
our part, and in fact could be regarded as
impudent, to suggest to the supreme auth-
ority responsible for the defence of Aus-
tralia that it should do any particular
thing in respect of defence. While we are
entitled to ask for an assurance on the
question, it would be going too far to
nominate a particular phase or item of
defence. We would be just as impudent
if we suggested to the Premier that he had
to send a copy of every letter he wrote to
the member for Hannans or the member
for Stirling, which would amount to telling
him how to do his job. Therefore I am
opposed to the amendment.

As regards Cockburn Sound, it is a
question for naval experts to decide
whether it is desirable for a naval base.
I can think of three very good reasons
why that area should be developed to its
maximum industrially, but not from a
defence point of view. Those three reasons
are best left unsaid in the House, because
of the effect they have on the actual
defence of this State, but I would be happy
to make them available privately to the
mover of the motion, if he so desires. Per-
sonally, I do not claim to possess any
special knowledge of the attributes re-
quired of a naval base,

The Minister for Education: We are not
asking for a naval base.
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Mr., COURT: We should leave those
matters in the hands of experts. If the
Minister for Education desires that the
question of finance for the Kwinana area
be supported by the House, it would be
competent and proper for him to intro-
duce a motion requesting our endorse-
ment of his representations to the Com-
monwealth Government, and it has been
made abundantly clear that from this side
of the House he would receive full support.
For this reason, I feel ii is most improper
to introduce into the motion a specific pro-
vision with respect to Cockburn Sound.

There has been a lot of ill-informed
criticism and discussion as to the best way
to defend this State, Some of the remarks
have verged on panic and they do nothing
but create uneasiness in the public mind.
It would be quite improper for our leaders
to tell the world just what the major
defence plans and forces of Australia are.
We have defence chiefs who are charged
with the responsibility of advising the Gov-
ernment on all matters pertaining to
naval, military and air procedure, and it
would ke most improper for any political
body or Assembly such as this to do any-
thing that could be construed as stam-
peding those chiefs into what might be a
popular deciston as against a long-term de-
cision.

As to the motion. I am not able to say
all I should like to, because we are at
present dealing with the amendment only,
but if the words of the amendment are
added, I shall, when the time comes, take
an opportunity to make other comments.
I oppose the amendment,

MR. HEARMAN (Blackwood—on amend-
ment) [8.38]: The hon. member who has
just resumed his seat suggested that the
opening up of Cockburn Sound was not
necessary for & naval base.

The Minister for Education: It could be
used for an anchorage.

Mr. HEARMAN: True, but I consider
that its defence value must also be con-
sidered. I repeat that I do not think any-
one in this House is compefent to say how
additional money could be best expended
in the defence of Western Australia or of
Australia as a whole; nor could he say
what the requirements for a naval base
would be,

The Minister for Education: You over-
look the fact that the Commonweaith
spent substantial sums of money in dredg-
ing the banks in Cockburn Sound during
the war to provide anchorage for fits
vessels.

Mr. HEARMAN: We have to bear in
mind the effect that atomic power might
have on the navy, and how the develop-
ment of the atomic bomb has led to a
complete review of the naval outlook, and
so I say that members of this House
should not express an opinion on the

[ASSEMBLY.]

matter of a naval base. In my opinion,
the moving of the amendment indicates
the existence of a deplorable state of
affairs.

On motion by Mr. Hutchinson, debate
adjourned.

BILL—FERTILISERS ACT
AMENDMENT.

In Commitiee.

Resumed from the 21st October. Mr. J.
Hegney in the Chair; Hon, A. F. Watts
in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Progress was reported
after Clause 1 had been agreed to.

Clause 2— Section 8A added:

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It is advisable for members to understand
what the Bill seeks to achieve and how
necessary it is to effect some amendment.

Hon. A. F. Watis: I have no objection
to your first amendment on the notice
paper.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I am pleased to hear that, so long as the
hon. member understands what is meant
by the words “prepared for sale.”

Hon. A, F. Watts: I think I do.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The object of adding those words is to
enable super to be prepared ready for
sale, and this means in bags or containers
just prior to delivery to purchasers. I
intend to alter the clause in the Bill,
which it would be impossible to adminis-
ter in its present form. It is also the
opinion of departmental officers and my-
self that to allow manufacturers to select
samples would be entirely wrong in prin-
¢iple and might lead to some manufac-
turers, if for some reason over which they
had no contrel the super contained excess
moisture, to break the law,

Hon. A. F. Watts: Why not deal with
clause 4?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I explained my point in passing. I move
an amendment—,

That at the end of proposed new
Sectfion 8A the following words he
added: *“prepared for sale.”

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

Clause 3—agreed to.

Clause 4—3ection 11A added:

Mr. ACKLAND: 1 desire to move an
amendment. ‘

The Minister for Agriculture; On a
point of order, Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment which I think comes before
that of the membher for Moore.

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister will
have an opportunity to vote against the
clause if the member for Moore succeeds
with his amendment.



(28 October, 1953.]

Mr. ACKLAND:
ment—

That in Subsection (1) of proposed
new Section 11A all words after the
word “week” in line 3 be siruck out
and the words “provide without pay-
ment to an officer of the Department
of Agriculture appointed for the pur-
pose by the Minister a sample from
such superphosphate as such officer
may desire as is packed in sacks, bags,
or other containers, ready for despatch
to purchasers” inserted in lieu.

I think that should meet the objection of
the Minister.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I cannot agree to the amendment which
would leave the onus of supplying the
sample of fertiliser on the manufacturer,
who could select the sample of superphos-
phate and place it in an oven in order to
reduce the moisture content, in that way
indicating to the officer concerned that
the whole production of that period was
of a sufficiently low moisture content. The
only way in which this provision could be
policed would be for officers of the depart-
ment to select the samples themselves, and
there is power under the Act for them to
do that class of work.

I move an amend-

This provision would place on the de-
partment a financial burden greater than
the Government would wish to face, be-
cause it states that the samples must be
taken every week. Over a long period of
the year it would be necessary to employ
men to take samples each week in the
establishments of the five manufacturers
of superphosphate in this State, in order
that they might be sent to Perth for test-
ing and it is estimated that the cost would
be hot less than £5,000 per annum in ad-
dition to which there would be the cost
of the chemical analysis which, it is
estimated, would bring the total cost to
£7,500 per annum. It is my intention to
appeint & committee consisting of an
officer of the Department of Agriculture,
a representative of the superphosphate
companies and a member of the Farmers’
Unicn, who will be a practical farmer and
user of superphosphate, to find out what
the moisture content of super should be
and when that is done power exists in the
Act for the officers of the department to
obtain samples from the companies, 50
there is no necessity at all for this clause.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: I think the amend-
ment would remove a substantial part of
the objection raised by the Minister a
month ago, but he does not appear to
grasp its import because, if agreed to, it
would remove from the companies the onus
of deciding from whence the samples
should come. It is intended to provide that
they should be taken from such super-
phosphate as the officer may desire and
as 1s packed in sacks, bags, or other con-
tainers ready for despatch to purchasers.
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The officer would indicate from whence
he wanted the sample taken and he would
not have it taken from any bulk supplies

The attitude of the Minister does not
seem to be very helpful. He appears to
be fearful of any expense that might be
incurred in correcting the state of affairs
that apparently has existed for a con-
siderable time. But if the position could
be remedied by departmental activity the
expense is surely justified in view of the
indispensable place that superphosphate
takes in the agricultural industry of this
State. The expense wouid not amount {o
more than one penny or twopence per ton
on the superphosphate used each year in
Western Ausiralia and is certainly not one
about which we should quibble.

The Minister for Agriculture: There
would not be s¢ much objection to the
clause if the hon. member maved to strike
outkthe words ‘“‘at least once in every
week.”

Hon. A. F. WATTS: I would be prepared
to g0 some way with the Minister in that
regard, but I would like to see provision
for some regularity, Questions asked in
another place have shown that over a
period of years samples of superphosphate
have been taken at most irregular intervals
or only occasionally, and I do not think
we should revert to that state of affairs.
If the membher for Moore agreed to deflne
the periocd as perhaps a month, I would
not be opposed to that. But I would be
opposed to leaving it on the basis of tak-
ing a sample whenever thought was given
to it, which might be once a month, once
8 year, or perhaps once every ten years.
That is what I want to avoid. I want it
regularised. Therefore, I feel the amend-
ment moved by the member for Moore is
reasonable and I will not oppose it.

Mr. PERKINS: T can see the difficulty
confronting the Minister in regard to this
clause. Perhaps the remedy is the one
that he suggests and that is not to specify
the frequency of the time when the
samples are t0 be taken. In this matter
the officers of the department will have
to be given a certain amount of discretion.
As far as other super characteristics are
concerned, periodical checks are left in the
hands of the department. For instance,
the Weights and Measures Branch is sup-
posed to check scales.

Complaints have been made from time to
time that the weighing of super has been
faulty and I have asked questions on that
aspect periodically. I will be prepared to
leave 1t to the department to take samples
when necessary. If there were complaints
from the users about the moisture content
of super, I presume that the department
would make numerocus checks which might
occur more than once weekly. On the other
hand, now that there are provisions fixing
the maximum moisture content and mak-
ing it an offence to sell super with a mois-
ture content In excess of that prescribed,
I take it that the super companies would
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be making & running check of the super
to ensure that they did not commit a
breach of the law.

There is no doubt that that check should
be made by the companies rather than
by the Government Chemical Laboratories
because they already have the necessary
machinery to undertake the task and that
would be the cheapest and most appro-
priate method of ensuring that super users
obtain the product with the requisite mois-
ture content. The department should
make a check only when it considers that
the companies are not carrying out theirs
in the proper manner or are not complying
with the law.

I hope the member for Moore will agree
to alter his amendment so as to delete
the provision that makes it obligatory for
checks {0 be made every week, which might
put the department to unnecessary trouble
and expense. If he does so, I am sure it
will overcome the objection raised by the
Minister.

Mr. ACKLAND: Before agreeing to strike
out the words “once in every week” I
should like the Minister to assure me that
there will not be a repetition of what has
happened in the last few years because
when one reads the replies that are given
to members concerning samples taken by
the companies, it is found that they have
been carried out haphazardly and at ir-
regular intervals. I think the Minister
has been given incorrect information or he
has been the subject of scare tactics with
regard to the cost. There are not many
super companies in this State and an
officer is generally stationed at the centre
where the super company is established.

The suggestion in the amendment is
most definite that the samples shall be
taken, “as such officer may desire”. He
would indicate the sample he wanted and
the manual work of obtaining it would he
arranged by the company. If the Minister
assures me that the sampling will be done
adequately and at regular intervals, I will
be willing to delete the words “once in
every week.”

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I give that assurance to the hon. member,
The departmental officers are just as much
concerned as the farmer to ensure that a
quality article is received by farmers. We
all know the position that existed with re-
gard to super two years ago. What would
have been the position of a Government
at that time when it had no power with
respect to super and it clamped down on
sampling in a manner proposed by a Bill
such as this? The result would have been
that farmers would not have received any
super. If the amendment is altered in
the way suggested by the hon. member,
it will go a long way towards putting the
responsibility in the right place.

Mr. ACKLAND: I shall move that the
amendment be amended—

[ASSEMBLY.]

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
will have to withdraw his original amend-
ment and move it in the altered form.

Hon. A, F, WATTS: Might I suggest
thai:. what the hon, member will have to
do is to delete all words after the word
“shall” in line 2 of paragraph (1)?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, but he cannot
go back, I suggest that he withdraw his
original amendment and then he can move
an amendment with the deletion of all
the words after the word ‘shali”.

Mr. ACKLAND: I ask leave to with-
draw the amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn,

Mr. ACKLAND: I move an amend-
ment—

That all words after the word
“shall” in line 2 of Subsection (1) of
proposed new Section