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is contained in the following clauses. Per-
haps the Minister could also explain them
in rotation with me. I will take one and
he can take another.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The only
comment I1 want to make is that had I
been sure of obtaining discipline, I would
not have had as bad an hour as I did.
I know the extent to which members who
support me are disciplined, and for that
reason I had a bad hour.

The Hon. E]. C. House: That is right.
The Hon. 0. C, MacYJflqNON: I am

aware of the extent.
Schedule put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by The

Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon (Minister for
Health), and passed.
Sitting suspended from 12.25 to 12.47 a.mn.

ADJOURNMNT OF THE ROUSE:
SPECIAL

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan-Minister for Mines) (12.47
ai.m.l: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 2.30 pitm. Tuesday, the 5th
November.

Question put and passed.
House adiourned at 12.48 a.m. (Saturday)

I1t1gi*4atir Arniublghif
Friday, the 1st November, 1968

The SPEAKER (Mr. Guthrie) took the
Chair at 11 a.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS
Postponement

THE SPEAKER: As was the Practice yes-
terday, we will take questions as soon as
practicable after lunch.

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDENT BILL
(No. 2)

Second Reading
MR. BICKERTON (Pilbara) (11.4 a.m.]:

I move-
That the Bill be now read a second

time.
This Bill seeks to amend the Electoral
Act to allow political party designations to
be printed on the ballot paper alongside
the names of candidates in any election,
In a Bill very similar to this one which I

introduced in 1965, there were some add!-
tional amending restrictions, in that, as
well as providing for the printing of the
political Party designations on the ballot
paper, it was proposed that the distri-
bution of electoral material, including
how-to-vote cards, should be banned on
election day.

At that time, however, many members
felt that the banning of how-to-vote
cards was a little premature, and the
object of this Bill is, first of all, to place
before members amendments which will
allow the designations of the political
parties to be placed on the ballot paper,
and then, if it were considered appropri-
ate at some time in the future, perhaps
the issue of bow-to-vote cards could be
dispensed with.

To enable the party designations to be
printed on the ballot paper, It is neces-
sary, of course, to register the parties. It
would be rather obvious to members that,
unless there were some form of registra-
tion, malpractices Could take place. One
could imagine a candidate placing the
name of one of the recognised political
parties after his name which would thus
cause a great deal of confusion.

The registration of the political parties
and the machinery required to register
them forms the greater portion of the Bill,
and, as a result, if it appears, at first view,
to be a little clumsy, members will realise,
after making a closer study of the Bill, that
everything in it is Quite necessary It the
legislation is to work satisfactorily.

The Bill proposes to add new section VIA
to the Electoral Act to provide for a party
of 20 people or more to become registered
as a political party. There is no sig-
nificance in the number 20, because a
decision has to be made on some number,
and I suppose anyone standing as a candi-
date in an election should at least have 20
supporters if he has any ideas of running
under a party name. So the figure of 20
just came to me and this is the number
required in the Bill for party registration.

The Bill sets out very clearly the regis-
tration procedure that is to. be followed.
Those desirous of being registered as a
Political Party would apply to the Chief
Electoral Officer for such registration.
There is provision made in the Bill for the
application to include the name of the
party, particulars of address, and the
names of the office bearers of the party
who are authorised to make endorsements.
The application would be signed by the
chief administrative officer of the party
seeking registration.

When the Chief Electoral Officer receives
the application for registration, Provided,
in his opinion, the name is not similar to
that of another party already registered, or
so similar as to cause confusion; and, pro-
vided that the namne of the party is such
that it can be Printed on the ballot paper,
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the Chief Electoral Officer will cause the
machinery in this Bill to be Put into
motion for the registration of the party.

Briefly the machinery will operate in the
following manner: The Chief Electoral
Officer will cause the notice of registration
to be Published in the Government
Gazette for a period of 14 days, and if
after that period no objections are raised
the Chief Electoral officer will register the
party and forward the particulars of
registration to all returning officers
throughout the State.

The Bill provides that at nomination
time a candidate may request that his
party designation be placed alongside his
name. Provision is made for a separate
form with the particulars of the party
concerned to be attached to the nomina-
tion form that is normally filled in. and
this is to be signed by the chief adminis-
trative officer of the party. On receipt of
these particulars, the returning officer will
compare them with the records of regis-
tration of parties forwarded to him pre-
viously by the Chief Electoral Officer, and
if satisfied he will cause the party designa-
tion of the candidate to be placed along-
side the name of that candidate.

That, briefly, is the procedure for regis-
tration and for the placing of the party
designations alongside the names of can-
didates.

Mr. Nalder: What about the indepen-
dents?

Mr. BICKERTON4: I will deal with them
later-

Mr. Nalder: At some elections we find
independent Labor, independent Liberal,' or
independent Country Party candidates.

Mr. BICKERTON: I1 have outlined a
simple case of registration where there
are no bitches. Of course, if all cases
were as simple as that, then the Bill would
need to be only half the size it is. Members
are aware that all cases may not be as
simple as the one I have just mentioned,
so the Bill contains machinery to operate
in more complicated cases by making pro-
vision for objections and appeals to be
lodged, and for many other safeguards in
connection with this matter. Let us take
the case where an objection is lodged dur-
ing the 14-day period when publication
in the Government Gazette appears.

Mr. W. A. Manning: Will it be published
only in the Government Gazette?

Mr. BICKERTON: That is all that the
Bill provides. A person objecting to an
application for registration could serve
notice upon the Chief Electoral Officer,
and on the applicant who had applied for
registration, setting out the reasons for
his objection. In the case of an objection
being lodged, the Chief Electoral Officer
will set the machinery in the Bill in motion
to enable the objection to be heard by

a magistrate. if the magistrate considers
the objection has been lodged on Just
grounds he will hear the objection and
give a decision, the decision of the magis-
trate being final.

In some instances the Chief Electoral
Officer may refuse to register a Party
designation because, in his opinion, it is
similar to one already registered. If he
does refuse registration the right of appeal
is provided for in the Bill. In such a case
the appeal would also go before a~ magls-
trate.

It must be realised that the machinery
set out in the Bill takes a little time to
be put into operation. There is the 14-day
period of publication in the Government
Gazette, -and a certain period in which
objections and appeals may be lodged;
therefore it is necessary for those things
to be done within a certain period before
an election. For that reason the Bill
contains a provision to prevent the Chief
Electoral Officer from accepting an appli-
cation during the period commencing on
the day of the issue of a writ, and ending
on the day of the return of the writ. The
reason for this will be obvious to members:
because, unless sufficient time is provided
in which to operate the machinery that
is required to be put in motion, there
would be no sense in having that machinery
in the legislation. If the Bill did not
provide this period of time the application
would lapse and the applicant would have
to apply at some other time.

Provision is also made in the Bill for
the alteration of registration. If a name
is required to be altered the same Procedure
will operate as in the case of a new appli-
cation.

There is provision fo: rerew9l of reerie-
tration evpry three Years, and that is fair
enough. A party which Is registered may
hemi defunct. Non-renewal Of registra-
tion rrnild indicate to the rptuirnin- officer
that the party was no longer active; and
if in his opinion it was defunct its regis-
tration would be withdrawn. Ini all cases
of flterationis there is provision for the
returning officers to be notified.

Referring to the point raised by the
Deputy Premier, in order to avoid any con-
fusion on the part of voters where no desig-
nation appears after the name of a candi-
date-that is where a candidate has not
applied to have a registered designation to
be placed alongside his name-provision is
made in the Bill for the returning officer
to cause the word "indepenident" to be
placed atfter that name. The Minister
asked: What about an independent Labor,
an independent Liberal, or an independent
Country Party candidate? Well, I do not
think we can make provision to cover all
even tualities. A person either bealongs to
a party, or he is an independent. I have
seen candidates at elections claiming to be
independent Labor, independent Liberal,
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and independent Country Party candidates,
but I have never been able to work out
how one can be an independent and also
tag a political party to the designation.
One is either an independent or one is a
member of a party. Provision is made in
the Bill to have the designation "inde-
pendent" placed after the name of any
candidate who does not apply for regis-
tration.

Mr. W. A. Manning: There could be a
party of independents.

Mr. BICKERTON: It would not be regis-
tered, because one provision in the Bill
states that if in the opinion of the Chief
Electoral Officer a designation is likely to
cause confusion he will not register it. A
person who applies for the designation of
"independent party" and is refused regis-
tration may lodge arn appeal with the
magistrate, and his decision will be final.

The Bill also seeks to amend sections 86,
113, and 187 of the Act, but these are purely
machinery amendments to bring in new
provisions within the principal Act.

It has been arranged for this Bill to
proceed to the introduction of the second
reading stage only, and with that I am
pleased. That means members will have
until the second Period of this session to
look into the matter. 1 think that is a
desirable move. In the interim members
might see some way in which it could be
improved or amended. That is up to them,
but they certainly will not have just a
short time in which to study the Bill.

Mr. O'Neil: Have you given any thought
to priority of registration for existing
parties?

Mr. BICKERTON-. I have not given any
consideration to priority to existing parties,
but I think they are pretty much on the
ball as far as elections go. No doubt they
will know when this is to be proclaimed,
and they will have applications in on the
dot. I have not considered the aspect
raised by the Minister, but it is not one
which should cause much worry.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Court (Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment).

STOCK JOBBING (APPLICATION)
BIFLL

Second Reading
MR. COURT (Nedlands--Minister for

Industrial Development) [11.20 a-m.1: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This Bill is quite unique and those mem-bers who have had a chance to look at the
King George II Statute on the Table of
the House will appreciate that if for no
other reason than to get the Statute into
some reasonable sort of English. some
action should have been taken a long
time ago. However, this measure is
designed to repeal it altogether.

The Bill is concerned to safeguard the
transactions entered into by those mem-
bers of the Stock Exchange, who are
known as "dealers" or "stock jobbers."
Members in this category, unlike the
ordinevry broker who acts as an agent or
intermediary, are principals whose business
with the exchange consists wholly of trad-
ing in a particular line of stocks and
shares for their own profit.

For instance, a stock jobber may agree
to sell a number of shares in a particular
company at a certain price if they are
demanded during a specific period. The
person with whom he makes such an
arrangement is said to take a "call option"
or, in other words, he can call for the
shares at the stipulated price at any time
during the currency of the option.

Alternatively, the stock jobber may
agree to buy a number of shares at a
certain price at any time during a specified
period if the person with whom he is con-
tracting so demands. In this case, the
other party is said to have a "put option,"
which entitles him to place or put the
shares with the jobber if he so desires.

Trading along these lines has been
carried on all over Australia from the
time of the first settlements and, of course,
it is practised in other parts of the world.

However, in the particular economic con-
ditions existing in England in the 18th
century, it was thought to be in the public
interest to outlaw the practice of stock
jobbing. This was the era of the "South
Sea Bubble" which, I think, represents in
our minds a period of wild speculation in
company shares.

Mr. Bertram: Like we have today.
Mr. COURT: Under slightly less ord-

crcd conditions than we have today. So
it eventuated that during this period-in
1734 to be precise-an Act, which is gen-
erally referred to as "the Stock Jobbing
Act." was passed for the purpose of out-
lawing the types of undertaking to which
I have referred. That Act may be Identi-
fied as the 'U.K. Stock Jobbing Act passed
in the 7th year of the reign of George 1:1,
Chapter 8 of 1734. 1 mention this for the
interest of members, because this particu-
lar piece of legislation may not be found
In the ordinary volume of adopted Stat-
utes, but in one of the volumes of
Statutes at Large.

When the Act was passed, it contained
the provision that It was to operate only
until the end of the next session of Parlia-
ment but, three years later, a further Act
made it perpetual. Then again, it was
repealed in Eng-land In 1860.

As previously mentioned, stock jobbing
has been carried out in Australia since
the earliest days, and Australian stock
jobbers have carried on in blissful dis-
regard of the possibility that the old
English legislation might still apply, ex-
cepting in the case of Victoria. In 1922,
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Victoria repealed the adopted Act when
Parliament passed the Imperial Acts Appli-
cation Act, 1922, section '7.

However, everyone associated with this
type of business received a rude shock
when, in July of this year, the New South
Wales Court of Appeal ruled in the case
of Garrett v. Overy that the English
Statutes to which I have referred were
part of the inherited law of New South
Wales and, in fact, operated to make
illegal and of no effect the particular
transactions concerned in that litigation-
they were stock jobbing transactions of
the kind I have mentioned.

The implication was that all such trans-
actions in the stocks and shares of English
companies-and possibly others as well-
no matter in which part of Australia they
were made, except in Victoria, were illegal
and void. This created a situation which
obviously required to be remedied. To my
knowledge, New South Wales and Queens-
land have already introduced legislation to
restore the law to wvhat everyone-or prac-
tically everyone-had supposed it to be.
I imagine that the other States will follow
suit, if they have not already done so.

I would mention, as a point of interest.
that the New South Wales Court of Appeal
delivered its judgment on the 25th July,
1968.

The Acts mentioned in the Bill are the
original English Act of 1734 and the later
Act which continued it in force. As copies
of these Acts are not readily available, I
have laid on the Table of the House a copy
of the appropriate Statute written as it is
in the quaint old English.

I commend the Bill to the House because
I think it gives protection to those who
should be protected and, above all, because
it removes a misunderstanding and an
anomalous situation brought about by the
decision in New South Wales on the 25th
July, 1968.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr. T1.
D. Evans.

TERMINATION OF PREGNANCY BILL
Second Reading

MR. BURT (Murchison-Eyre) [11.27
am.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This Bill, introduced and subsequently
very carefully amended in another place.
can be said to be not only extremely im-
portant, but also historic, in the sense that
it has finally enabled Parliament to give
consideration to a problem which, for
many reasons, has been withheld from
Public discussion and, as I firmly believe,
has been the cause of much misery and
suffering, and has had, in some cases, fatal
consequences.

As members will understand, this is a
private member's Bill, and was brought to
this Parliament by a member, well quali-
fied in the medical profession, whose ex-
perience and knowledge of his subject
enabled him to deal very intelligently and
exhaustively with all aspects of the pro-
posed legislation, and who was able to
quote extensively from the many reports
which have been written on the subject of
abortion.

I am introducing the amended Bill Into
this House in the hope that members will
consider it in a common-sense manner,
and I sincerely hope that a majority will
give it the support necessary to enable it
to become law.

We are all aware of the consideration
which has been given to the subject of
this Bill by people the world over, and by
some Parliaments within the British Com-
monwealth in more recent times. I be-
lieve that People generally are now begin-
ning to inquire into, and to discuss,
matters affecting social problems, with
more candour than they did 50 or, even.
25 years ago.

I consider it is to the credit of this Par-
liament that, in another place a full-scale
and enlightened debate was held, and I am
hoping that this House will complete the
passage of the Bill, and thus give a lead
to other Parliaments in Australia.

Members will notice that this Is a Bill
to amend and clarify the law relating to
the termination of pregnancy by medical
practitioners. This does not in any way
affect the provisions of sections 199 to 202,
and 259 of the Criminal Code, which I will
read.

Section 199 refers to attempts to pro-
cure abortion, and reads-

Any person who with intent to pro-
cure the miscarriage of a woman,
whether she is or is not with child,
unlawfully administers to her or
causes her to take any poison or other
noxious thing, or uses any force of
any kind, or uses any other means
whatever, is guilty of a crime, and is
liable to imprisonment with hard
labour for fourteen years.

Section 200 deals with a woman attempt-
ing to abort herself. It reads,-

Any woman who, with intent to
procure her own miscarriage, whether
she is or is not witb child, unlawfully
administers to herself any poison or
other noxious thing, or uses any force
of any kind, or uses any other means
whatever, or permits any such thing
or means to be administered or used
to her, is guilty of a crime, and is liable
to imprisonment with hard labour for
seven years.
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Section 201 of the Criminal Code reads-
Any person who unlawfully supplies

to or procures for any person any
thing whatever, knowing that it is
intended to be unlawfully used to
procure the miscarriage of a woman,
whether she is or is not with child,
is guilty of a misdemeanour, and is
liable to imprisonment with hard
labour for three years.

Finally section 202 indicates that consent
is no defence. It reads-

The consent of the girl or woman
is no defence to any charge defined
in sections one hundred and eighty-
five to one hundred and ninety-three
inclusive of this chapter.

The important section of the Criminal
Code in relation to this Bill is section 259,
and it is perhaps the inadequacy of this
section which prompted the introduction
of this legislation. It is on this section
that the medical profession has had, when
necessary, to rely when surgically termi-
nating a pregnancy in the past. Section
259 is as follows:-

A person is not criminally respons-
ible for performing, in good faith and
with reasonable care and skill, a surgi-
cal operation upon any person for his
benefit, or-

This is the important part; namely-
-upon an unborn child for the Pre-
servation of the mother's life, if the
performance of the operation is
reasonable, having regard to the
patient's state at the time and to all
the circumstances of the case.

I am advised that, legally, this section
leaves members of the medical profession
open to prosecution, and, in any ease, this
section is not -specific enough for action
to be taken by a medical practitioner of
good faith in any particular eventuality,
without exposing himself, or herself, to
the risk of prosecution, and so we have
the first of the two main provisions of
the Bill which is before the House-clause
4, which allows the termination of a
pregnancy provided two medical practi-
tioners are of the opinion that a con-
tinuance of such pregnancy would involve
substantial risk to the life of the woman
concerned, or of serious injury to her
physical or mental health.

I have told the House the sections of
the Criminal Code under which abortion,
to date, has had to rely. I think it is
evident to members that many cases of
what we term just reasons for aborting
have, because of the severity of the sections
and of their inadequacies-particularly
section 259-left women suffering very
much indeed or have resulted, perhaps, in
the imprisonment of medical practitioners
who have in all good faith attempted to do
a Job which they thought was necessary.

In effect, the clause is very similar to
section 259 of the Criminal code in its
wording. However, it now leaves no doubt
in anyone's wind that, under these circum-
stances, a pregnancy could be terminated,
if this Bill becomes law.

In this regard, it is pertinent to mention
that many authorities have stated that
pregnancies have been terminated, and are
still being terminated, in large numbers
throughout Australia, for the reasons al-
ready stated. I am assuming that the vast
majority of the medical profession acts In
good faith, and with compassion, regarding
a situation in which so many women find
themselves, and it is my belief that most
doctors follow strictly their own well-
defined code of medical ethics. In any
case, the Medical Board is in a position to
guard zealously the teniets of the profes-
sion.

The second important provision of the
Bill deals with the termination of a preg-
nancy should there be a substantial risk
that, if the child were born, it would suffer
from physical or mental abnormalities, and
would thus be seriously handicapped in
life.

Consideration must be given to several
points which arise from this provision. Are
we to judge whether an unborn child,
which it is medically known will have
some abnormality from birth, is not
entitled to a life?

Is medical knowledge sufficient to as-
certain whether a foetus, however mature,
Is in fact going to develop into a deformed
body?

I would add that I understand, from
those who know, that medical research has
recently made big advances into detennin-
Ing at a very early period whether a foetus
would be abnormal when born. I should
also mention that I have been told that
terminations of pregnancies are safer in
the first 12 weeks or so of the woman's
pregnancy. Therefore, it is very import-
ant, if we are going to regard the eventual
deformity of a child, to learn as early as
possible whether this would be so.

Furthermore, what are the feelings of
a mother when told that her child, when
born, will in all probability be deformed
physically or mentally?

We are all aware of what must amount
to a tremendous mental stress to the par-
ents, and other members of a family, when
a child is born deformed In mind or body
-the rubella baby, the mongoloid or cretin,
-who is the product of opposed blood
types, and, in recent years, the frightful
consequences of thalidomide injections.

In most cases, the condition of these
children is not known prenatally. We
know, too, that they often command a
greater love from their parents than do
normal children. But, surely, provided a
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woman, when advised by a medical prac-
titioner that her unborn child is to be ab-
normal, in some way or another, desires to
have her pregnancy terminated, then the
necessary action may be taken and the
feelings of those closely associated with the
particular family protected from lasting
embarrassment.

Reverting to the fira of the two main
Provisions of the Bill, a further subelause
deals with the actual, or reasonably fore-
seeable, environment of a woman whose
continued pregnancy might involve risk
of injury to health.

There is no doubt that, in many cases,
there are women whose living conditions
are far from satisfactory, and who, when
they become aware of their pregnancy, are
driven to distraction wondering how they
are going to cope with yet another baby-
how the family budget can be stretched to
breaking point when there is another
mouth to be fed.

I have seen numerous cases in my elec-
torate over many years of couples who live
in squalor and who, for one reason or an-
other, continue to produce children fre-
quently, and regularly. They are quite
incapable of looking after their children,
and the poor little mites are soon taken
over by the Child Welfare Department and
farmed out to foster parents.

Can an environment like this be used as
a reason for terminating the mother's
pregnancy-the already unhappy state of
her older children? I think it can, and
should.

There are the cases where the husband
of the woman is a habitual drunkard and
contributes nothing to the family except
misery and cruelty. Surely, if a woman
in these circumstances finds herself to be
pregnant, her mental condition could*
easily deteriorate, quite apart from the
physical sufferings she might undergo from
a husband whose attitude could turn to
hatred when he finds that his wife is to
have a baby by him.

There is the case of the inveterate and
impecunious gambler, whose wife, if she
still lived with him, would have sumctient
wories anyway-how would she face up
to pregnancy which would, in many cases.
add terror to her already overburdened
mental outlook?

These, are some of the facts which one
connects with a woman's actual, and
reasonably foreseeable, environment, and
which must therefore be taken into con-
sideration in good faith by the two medical
practitioners if a termination of pregnancy
is desired.

The Bill also contains a clause dealing
with a section of the Health Act which
makes it compulsory to report to a magis-
trate the death of a woman from Preg-
nancy, or childbirth. Any death so occur-
ring frorn.the termination of a pregnancy

under this measure must therefore be
reported in accordance with this section-
No. 336-of the Health Act.

The feelings and consciences of both
doctors and nurses are protected in the
Bill. I have been advised by certain
doctors, and also by some members of the
nursing profession, that they would never
be willing to participate in an operation
involving the termination of a pregnancy.

Unless the actual life of the woman is
in danger or, unless it is considered that
she might suffer permanent physical or
mental injury from her pregnancy, then
such medical staff is not obliged to parti-
cipate in any action to abort if they hold
a conscientious objection to such partici-
pation.

I have endeavoured to explain this Bill
from my own viewpoint. I finnly believe
that it will help to clear up a problem
which has long been conveniently over-
looked by society. There are some who
feel that the Bill does not go far enough-
that the watering-down which it under-
went in another place has defeated its
original intent. Others, of course, will
consider that further modification is desir-
able. Some, no doubt, will oppose it at
all costs.

If it becomes law, I do not think the
Bill will completely eradicate one of the
most horrible features of our society-the
backyard abortion. Unfortunately, there
will always be incidents associated with
unwanted pregnancies in young unmarried
girls and 1, for one, hope that one day
society will regard such unhappy occur-
rences with more tolerance than Is often
shown: and that women who find them-
selves in such a predicament will be
encouraged to have their babies without
the stigma of shame which is now evident.

It must also be apparent to all that a
young and expanding country like Aus-
tralia, abnve all else, needs more and more
babies. It is with this thought uppermost
in my mind that I do not intend to ask
for a broadening of the Bill as it has come
to this House. I commend it as it is to
members and trust that they will give it
just consideration.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of
the sitting, on motion by Mr. IvcPharlin.

MIING ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

3M11. BOVELL (Vasse-Minister for
Lands) [11.43 a.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a seond
time.

The passing of this measure would validate
and enable continuance of action, which is
provided for under regulation 55 of the
Mining Act, 1904-1956, whereby holders of
miners' rights were permitted aftcr the
claim had been in existence for 12 months,
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to enter for the Purpose of searching for
mineral 's other than those minerals for
which such claims had been granted.

Attention was drawn to this matter
recently and legal advice is to the effect
that the regulation in this regard is
ultra vires the Act. This Bill will rectify
the position in the following manner. It
provides for-

(1) Amendment to section 26 of the
principal Act to authorise entry
onto a mineral claim by the
bolder of a miner's right for the
purpose of prospecting and subse-
quently pegging and applying for
a prospecting area on condition
that he does not interfere with or
Cause damage to the actual work-
ings of the claim holder.

(2) A new section 28A authorises the
granting of a prospecting area
subject to such conditions as may
be prescribed by the Minister,
following the hearing of the appli-
cation and recommendation in
regard thereto by the warden.

(3) The proposed new section 28B
validates the granting of previous
applications.

If this Bill is Passed, the prospector will
still be at liberty to enter a mineral claim
after it has been in force for 12 months,
peg a prospecting area of a maximum of
24 acres, and lodge his application for this
area with the warden of the mining field.

on receipt of the application, the
warden will take such evidence as is neces-
sary under the Mining Act, before sub-
mitting his recommendation to the Mini-
ster and the Minister may giant the appli-
cation on such terms as b~e thinks fit.

MR. T. D. EVANS (Kalgoorlie) 111.45
am.): This Bill is pregnant with possi-
bilities.

Mr. Graham:, Are you referring to the
previous Bill?

Mr. Bovell: Ife is on the wrong Bill.

Mr. T. D,. EVANS: I wish to indicate that
we of the Opposition intend to support,
the Bill, but also we hope to improve it
slightly. This measure is brought to the
Chamber, and indeed to Parliament, as a
result of three meetings of prospectors
held in Kalgoorlie. a deputation to the
Minister for Mines by all goldfields mem-
bers of Parliament, and finally a further
meeting of prospectors held at Coolgardle
only a few weeks ago.

To be very brief on the matter I would
Indicate and highlight the mischief that
this Bill seeks to overcome. With the
great and widespread interest in mineral
development in the Eastern G~oldflelds in
particular, In latter times, prospectors have
found that large tracts of land have, in
the first instance, been taken by way of
temporary reserves and unless a pros-
pector, at the time the temporary reserve
(94)

is granted, can show that he had a
previous interest in Part of the land the
subject of the reserve then, of course, the
rights of the reserve holder are para-
mount. As a result, prospectors have
found that they have been excluded from
large tracts of land.

This problem is highlighted when a con-
dition that the Minister had rightly
imposed on the granting of these reserves
came into operation. This condition was
that after a reserve had been held for a
period of 12 months the claim holder
would have to elect to forfeit 50 per cent.
of the reserve area, and if the area
showed any possibilities the manoeuvres
the holder of the reserve would follow
were obvious. Having forfeited part of
the area he would immediately apply for
the area to be taken up again by him by
way of a mineral claim.

For the benefit of members I will men-
tion that a mineral claim can cover an
area up to 300 acres. When we come to
consider the question of mineral claims
it is of interest to note that a mineral
claim must be held by a person who can
be a natural person, a corporation, or a
company; and such mineral claim can
only be held by virtue of the person
applying for it holding a miner's right.
Section 28 of the Mining Act states-

The undermentioned Crown lands
shall be exempt from occupation by
the holder of a mniner's right.

And the first subsection that follows
reads-

(1) Land already occupied by virtue of
a miner's right.

That simply means that where a person
holds a mineral claim it would have to be
held by virtue of a miner's right; and
therefore such land would be exempt from
occupation by anybody else.

So we found that a prospector for gold,
if he knew there was a possibility of gold
being within a mineral claim, was pre-
cluded by section 28(l) from applying for
a prospecting area-that is, an area of 24
acres-within this large area of 300 acres.
Likewise, the holder of a mineral claim
could not work or recover any gold that
might happen to be found within his own
mineral claim, because the mineral claim
gave him the right to specify minerals
only, and gold is not defined as a mineral.
So the mineral claim holder has the right
to minerals other than gold.

We then found that gold became almost
untouchable. Large areas of land were
tied up and prospectors were being
squeezed out of the bush. That is why
the various meetings were held and why,
finally, application was made to the Min-
ister for Mines; it was done to try to
remedy what was obviously a deficiency in
the law which had been there for some
time.
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There is a provision appearing in the
regulations which purports to carry the
sanction of law. I refer to regulation 55
subregulation (14). This appeared as a
purported regulation to the Minilng Act
since it was gazetted in 1925.

But obviously, because of the provision
contained in section 28 (1) of the Act which
I have read, any regulation which quali-
fied, or purported to qualify, this section
of the Act was ultra vires the Act itself.
This was the position relating to the par-
ticular subregulation appearing in the
Mining Act and the regulations thereto.

The Bill before the Chamber contains
two main provisions; One is to allow a
prospector the right to enter into mineral
claims for the purpose of fossicking, look-
ing around, and researching the subject
land-in other words, to give him an
opportunity to determine whether or not
it would be worth his while to apply for
a prospecting area within the mineral
claim, if he had the right so to do.

So we find a provision in the Bill which
qualifies section 26 of the Act. This Is
the section which sets out what the hold-
ers of mineral rights can do. We find
there Is provision to add to section 26 the
right of the holder of a miner's right to
enter into a mineral claim for the purpose
of carrying out modes of prospecting
thereon-so that he can determine whether
he desires to apply for the prospecting
area in question to meet his interest-
provided that while carrying out his pros-
pecting he does not interfere with the
workings of the claim holder.

The second main provision in the Bill
sets out to validate the subregulation of
which I have spoken. This has appeared
in many regulations since 1025, and of
course it is still ultra vU-es the Act. The
Bill hopes to make the regulation valid.
I might conclude by briefly referring to
the particular subregulation-subregulation
(14) of regulation 55-which reads-

In the case of any Mineral Claimi
granted under this Regulation, the
following Provisions shall apply-

(a) At any time after the expira-
tion of twelve months from
the date of approval of the
Mineral Claim, any miner
may apply for a prospecting
area, of any land the subject
of such Mineral Claim.

(b) The Warden shall thereupon
obtain a report from the Gov-
ernment Geologist or other
professional officer.

(c) Should any officer report that
prospecting cannot be carried
on without detriment to the
working by the claim holder
of the mineral specified in
the Mineral Claim, the War-
den shall refuse the applica-
tion; but if such officer re-

ports that prospecting can be
so carried on, the Warden
shall thereupon refer the
application, with a recom-
mendation to the Minister.

The regulation goes on to provide that the
Minister in his discretion may grant the
application on such terms as he thinks fit,
or, refuse the application.

I think the significant words of the
subregulation are that the person shall
apply for a prospecting area within a
mineral claim, but if the regulation is vali-
dated by this Bill he must watt for a
period of 12 months.

I cannot see any great reason to justify
this time delay, because, after all, the
final decision rests with the Minister as to
whether he grants the application or not.
The regulation provides he can grant it
on such terms as he thinks fit.

So, in any case, the Minister can impose
a period of time of delay if he so desires.
I see no reason to write this provision of
12 months' delay into the regulations.

Accordingly, during the Committee stage
I propose to move an amendment which
will seek to remove any reference to this
period of 12 months where, after the com-
ing into operation of the Bill-when it
becomes law-it will concern such applica-
tions made for the first time. With those
few words I am pleased to support the sec-
ond reading of the Bill.

MR. BURT (Murchison-Eyre) [11.51
a.m.]: I also rise to support the Bill. The
amendment before us arises from the tre-
mendous prospecting activity which has
occurred in the gold fields in the past three
years following the discovery of nickel at
Kambalda. It can be readily appreciated
that in these mineralised areas which
hitherto in Western Australia were con-
fined almost 100 per cent, to gold we have
discovered that other minerals do occur.

The tremendous investigation being
undertaken at the moment by world-wide
companies all over the mineralised areas
to which I have referred stems, as I have
said, from the fact that the nickel at
Kambalda was found in an old goldfield.

Kambalda, known as Red Hill, produced
many thousands of ounces of gold in the
early part of the century, and no doubt
had one taken the trouble to carry out
some analyses, one would have found that
nickel did occur in the ore in those days.

But mining people are like anybody
else; they only have one objective, and it
took 70 or 80 years for them to realise that
nickel does abound in many areas in
Western Australia.

Mr. Jamieson: One objective at a time.
Mr. BURT: Yes. In answer to that in-

terjection I might say that copper and, in
some cases, lead, were the only other
minerals that were thought to exist in this
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State. As we know, the advent of nickel
finds at a time when there is a world
demand for this commodity has brought
prosperity to areas which were suffering
as a result of the uneconomic set-up con-
nected with gold in present times.

With the finding of nickel, companies
soon desired land in which to prospect for
this mineral. As we know, prospecting for
any mineral in these days has taken on a
technical complexion, and prospecting in
many cases is done from an aeroplane,
which means that large areas can be cov-
ered quickly.

The method of taking up land was on
the temporary reserve system by which a
company or person could apply for many
square miles as a temporary reserve, and
this was granted to him by the Minister
with a clause that after a certain period
the temporary reserve holder must return
50 per cent of the area to the Crown.

Ordinarily that would be quite sufficient
to cover what would be the average inten-
tions of the prospectors, but I think we are
all aware that it did not nearly meet the
existing situation. We have had hundreds
and hundreds of applications for tempor-
ary reserves. There are no specific boun-
daries marked on the ground to identify
them; there is merely a peg in the ground
and the rest is put down on paper. Conse-
quently1 it was not long before tremendous
confusion existed between companies out
to get ground on which it was anticipated
nickel would be found.

In June, 1967, the Mines Department-
I think wisely-put an end to the granting
of temporary reserves from that moment
onwards and prospecting companies looked
for some other method. They seized upon
the mineral claim which, under the Mining
Act, allowed companies to apply for up to
300 acres of ground. Mineral claims are
much more expensive than temporary re-
serves as survey fees, rent, and other costs
are involved. It costs in the vicinity of
$1,000 to peg and apply six of these mineral
claims.

This did not deter the companies; and we
found that in a short time practically the
whole of the goldfields of Western Austra-
lia was under mineral claims for nickel,
cobalt, and other associated minerals. As
we know, Prospectors have been in exist-
ence since the early days and it is to them
we can attribute the finding of most of
Western Australia's goldfields. However,
they suddenly found themselves with no-
where to go; and some of the companies
resented prospectors wandering over their
mineral claims looking for gold.

As far as I am concerned, a company
should welcome prospectors because, with
the highly technical equipment geologists
now use, the prospector, who has the time
and patience to walk over the ground, is
still a valuable adjunct to investigations.
It was not long before I-and no doubt
other goldfields members--began receiving

protests from the prospectors' associations
and from individual prospectors, and it is
to the credit of the member for Kalgoorlie
that he brought this proposed legislation
to the Minister. I think the credit goes to
him for providing the legislation that is
now before us.

I would say that in Western Australia
there are now not many prospectors of the
permanent type. There are a few week-
end prospectors, but most people these
days cannot afford to rely on the rare
chance of finding gold. However, I be-
lieve those who are still1 eking out a living
from prospecting should be protected; and
the legislation before us will allow pros-
pectors to traverse other people's mineral
claims for nickel and other minerals so
they can look for gold.

The member for Kalgoorlie has an
amendment on the notice paper to shorten
the time in which a prospector can go onto
a mineral claim. I do not think this is
necessary as the position is well covered.
I would stress that if a prospector goes to
the head of a company on whose claims he
wishes to look for gold, in many cases he
will find that permission will be granted
without his having to make use of the Act
and peg out a claim, providing the pros-
pector does not interfere with the opera-
tions of the company.

I doubt whether this measure will be
a means of Where being more prospectors
finding more gold in the areas that have
been so well covered over the past 75 years.
As I said before, the Mines Department
received so many claims at one stage it
seemed it would have to close its doors for
three months in order to catch up.

I would like to take this opportunity to
say that the officers of the Mines Depart-
ment have put in a tremendous effort to
gradually catch up with the many applica-
tions that have been made. In Leonora
alone, 497 applications for mineral claims
were made to the end of September, 1968.
As each one has to be processed in order
to make sure it does not contravene any
existing area, a great deal of work is re-
quired to be done by the Mines Depart-
ment before the final granting of a claim
in as short a time as possible. The efforts
of the department are admirable and de-
serve the appreciation of prospectors and
the mining companies throughout Western
Australia.

I support the Bill and trust it will be
the means of Producing more gold in
Western Australia.

MR. BOVELL (Vasse-Minister for
Lands) (12.7 p.m.]: I thank members for
their comments. The member for Sal1-
goorlie has an amendment on the notice
paper which I will consider in the Com-
mittee stage.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
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in Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. W. A.

Manning) in the Chair; Mr. Rovell (Min-
ister for lands) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: additions of section 28A and

28B-
Mr. T1. D. EVANS: Subregulation (14) of

regulation 55 provides that a person may
apply for a prospecting area within a
mineral claim and when application is
made, the warden, first of all, must be
satisfied that such prospecting for gold
within a mineral claim can be carried on
without detriment to the workings of the
mineral claim holder. If he rejects the
application, then that is the end of it.

If he is satisfied prospecting may be
carried on within the mineral claim, with-
out detriment to the workings of the
mineral claim holder, he must refer the
application, with a recommendation, to the
Minister, who has the final say. If granted,
the application may be subject to whatever
conditions the Minister deems fit.

The aim of the subregulation is obviously
to Protect the holder of the mineral claim
from applications for prospecting areas
within the claim being made within a
short time after the claim holder becomes
entitled to that particular part of land.

I have no objection to this but I feel
there is no need for a time limit to be
written into the regulation to provide that
a prospector must wait 12 months if ani
application has been granted, not by the
warden, but by the Minister, flat could
mean a period of anything up to two Years
could elapse before a Prospector would be
allowed to search for gold on the mineral
lease.

There are sufficient Precautions in the
regulations to protect the mineral claim.
The Minister may grant or reject an appi-
cation, and impose whatever conditions be
so desires. I move an amendment-

Page 2-Insert after Proposed new
section 28B the following to stand as
new section 280.

280. Notwithstanding anything
contained in Section 28A when an
application for a prospecting area
pursuant to subregulation 14 of
regulation 55 is made for thes first
time, subsequent to the coming
into operation of this Act, the
reference to the words "the ex-
piration of twelve months from"
in lines 3 and 4 of the said sub-
regulation do not apply for the
purpose of grounding an applica-
tion thereunder.

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

Mr. Bateman
TMr. Bertram
Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mir. Burke
Mr' H. D11 Evans
Mr. T. D. Evans
Mr. Fletcher
Mr. Graham
Mr. Hairman

Mr. Bovell
Mr. Burt
Mr. Cash
Mr. Court
Mr. Craig
Mr. Gayfer
Mr. Orayden
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Lewis
Mr. MoPharli
Mr. Mensaros

Ayes
Mr. Hall
Mr. Moir
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Mclver

Ayes-

Noes-

Pair

-19
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

-1

Jamieson
Jones
Lapham
May
Norton
Sewell
Toms
Ton kin
Davies

(Teller P

Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Nalder
Mr. O'connor
Mr. O'Nel
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runoiwan
Mr. Rushton
Mr. willams
Mr. Young
Mr. 1. W. Manning

(Teller l

Noes
Mr. Dunn
Mr. Kitney
Mr. Brand
Dr. Henn

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and Passed.
Title put and passed.

Bill reported, without amendment,
the report adopted.

Third Reading

and

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr.
Bovell (Minister for Lands), and passed.

PUBLIC TRUSTEE ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Council's Message
Message from the Council received and

read notifying that it had agreed to the
amendments made by the Assembly.

HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 22nd October.

MR. BATEMAN (Canning) [12.20 P.m.]:
This amendment is only one of many
dozens of amendments to the 68-year old
Health Act. At this juncture I would like,
with your permission, Sir, to join with the
Minister for Works in expressing com-
mendation of the good work done by the
Public Health Department officers, and in
particular the senior officers, for their
vigilance and devotion to duty with respect
to the health and welfare of every citizen
of Western Australia.

I would like also to pay a special tri-
bute to one man in particular with whom
I worked for 15 years in the department,
and that is Dr. Snow, the Director of
Epidemiology. I worked with him during
outbreaks of typhoid fever, when we had
to race out to all parts of the State, and
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also during the diphtheria outbreak in
Riverton, and again when native babies
were dying from German measles in the
Warburton Range area.

I1 do not ever expect to be a Benjamin
Disraeli, but that gentleman in the House
of Commons in 1877 said-

The health of the people is really
the foundation upon which all their
happiness and all their powers as a
state depend.

I think each and every one of us will
realise this if we reflect back to the day
not so long ago when the House had to
be adjourned because of sickness. I am
certain that many of us have had some
sickness-our children have been sick, or
our wives have been sick, or some other
members of our family, and this dis-
organises the whole household.

Locking back over the years gone by,
we find that there has been a definite
decline-it is almost negligible today-in
diseases such as tetanus, typhoid, diph-
theria, whooping cough, and another
which was very deadly, infantile diarrhoea.
To this end I would like to compliment
once again all those people who have been
responsible for the welfare of the State.
Each and every one of us should give a
silent vote of gratitude to the Plublic
Health Department.

This amendment also proposes to bring
the Health Act into line with the Metro-
politan Water Supply, Sewerage, and
Drainage Act, to which the Minister for
Works Introduced an amendment some
time ago. It brings the Health Act into
line with that Act with reference to local
authorities having the power to use un-
expended loan fund moneys for the imple-
mentation of sewerage and drainage. Local
authorities such as Nedlands, Peppermint
Grove. and other places do not use all
their loan moneys, and, to my mind, it
is a pity that some arrangement could not
be made for those unused loan funds to be
transferred to a local authority-such as,
in my instance, Canning-which uses its
full entitlement, and could do with a lot
more. Possibly arrangements could be
made somehow or other to transfer these
funds from one local authority to another
through the Treasury.

The Hill also makes reference to the
control of backyard incinerators. These
have been a bone of contention for many
years. Often people have in their backyards
an accumulation of rubbish, including old
tyres, bags, and slippers of a furry nature,
and if these are burned they exude a foul
odour. In built-up areas the fumes and
smoke drift into the homes of neighbouirs
and cause concern. I think this aspect
would have to be handled very tactfully
by a controlling officer, and I feel this is
a necessary amendment.

The Bill also gives powers to the depart-
ment to declare a house unfit for human
habitation; to have it demolished; and to
have the water and electric light mains
disconnected for safety purposes. I do
not think many homes are condemned
today: and, in any case, they are never
demolished because there is such a short-
age of housing; and the people who own
those houses receive such exorbitant rents
that they will do anything to patch them
up, and keep things going.

Reference is also made to the construc-
tion and general standards of abattoirs to
bring them into line with the required
rules and regulations. This, of course,
deals with country abattoirs, and more
particularly with slaughteryards. When
I was honorary secretary for the board of
examiners for the Royal Society of Health
-which was up until I was elected to this
Parliament-I worked with a slaughter-
yard inspector. He was a veterinary sur-
geon, and he was also on the board of
examiners. He used to go around the
slaughteryards, and often complained of
the substandard conditions of the
slaughteryards throughout Western Auls-
tralia.

At Some of them the stock were killed
on sand floors, and the yards and sheds
were made from ordinary rough bush
timber. This Bill will, in fact, ensure
that slaughteryards are constructed with
impervious concrete floors and walls and
the beasts which are slaughtered and
dressed will be hung rather than left on
the floors, whe:,e there is always the danger
of disease and infection.

Mr. Nalder: Do you mean that the
animal will be hung on a hook?

Mr. BATEMAN: That is right.
Mr- Nalder: I mean a bullock.
Mr. BATEMAN: That is so. They will

be hung on a gambrel; I think that is the
term. I would like to make mention of
what is. as far as I am concerned, a most
important part of the Bill. I refer to
the part which amends the section of the
Health Act dealing with food production
and distribution in Western Australia. I
feel that the food industry is a most im-
portant one in this State.

Throughout Australia. some 250,000 to
400,000 tons of tinned foods are produced
annually. This works out to about 40
pounds Per head annually, or three-
quarters of a pound per person per week.
There is also a considerable amount of
tinned fish and special foods imported:
and, of course, there are hundreds of tons
of smaligoods such as salami sausage and
polony produced throughout the State,
generally, in abattoirs and smallgoods
factories. So there is a tremendous amount
of food handling done in this State.

I strongly feel that some stricter form
of food handling regulations should be
brought into being and applied to food
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handling establishments, mare especially
because of the age in which we are living.
We are becoming more modernised with
our night clubs and cafes. I am sure that
if any member walked in the back door
of many of these establishments he would
not care to walk in the front door, because
if one goes down a back alley where the
trash cans and garbage are kept, and if
one looks at the kitchens, one finds they
are not so good. I think we should
introduce a system like that found in
America and other European countries
under which cafes are classified two-star or
three-star, and this gives some indication
of the standard of the particular cafe.

Some form of legislation which would
apply throughout the State should be in-
troduced, especially in view of the fact
that there are so many night clubs appear-
ing in several places in the metropolitan
area and that the existing trend seems
to be that People are making a practice
of eating at these establishments in the
evening,

Some Years ago the Health Education
Department Produced a little booklet titled,
"Food in Our Hands.' I recommend every
member to obtain a copy of this booklet.
It was originally printed for the purpose
of conducting a food-handling course
which never came to fruition. I will not
make lengthy quotations from the book-
let, but will merely read the headings of
the various sections of it. The whole
course would take only three months, and
r therefore consider that all those people
engaged in food handling in public eating
establishments should be compelled to take
the course. In fact, the ordinary in-
dividual would be well advised to take the
course which would give some understand-
ing of how infection spreads, and the im-
portance of clean food handling within the
community in general.

Chapter one of the booklet is headed,
"Bacteria and the Food Handler" and
deals with the need for clean hands, keep-
ing the fingernails clean, etc. The follow-
ing chapters deal with "Salmonellae and
Staphylococci" and the "The Methods of
Spread," and have reference to the spread
of bacteria by people having whitlows on
their fingers, dirty fingernails and so on.
Then follows the chapter headed "How
Hands Contaminate Food", which includes
a description of how hands become con-
taminated.

Section two of the booklet can be the
subject of a fortnight's course by following
some method which could be organised.
Apparently it would be for the authority
to decide. In section two there is the
chapter headed "Preservation of Food",
which is a very important factor to be
observed by the proprietor of a cafe or
night club. The following chapter is
headed. "Food Storage and Display", and
in turn there is the chapter headed, "Pre-
paration and Serving."

Section three deals with "Premises and
the Food Handler" and includes chapters
on "Planning the Premises" and "Clean-
ing," which covers the importance of en-
suring that at the conclusion of each meal
all cutlery is thoroughly cleaned and vari-
ous cooking utensils are properly sterilised,
including tableclothis, and so on.

The next chapter in this section is
headed "Waste Disposal," and in it refer-
ence is made to the community service
provided by shire councils for the disposal
of garbage. Probably the most important
chapter is that headed "Control of Ver-
min."I

Mr. Jamieson: It would appear that pro-
prietors of restaurants and night clubs
should be compelled to take that course
and be issued with a certificate.

Mr. BATEMAN: That is exactly the sug-
gestion I have already made. The booklet
goes on to deal with other matters incor-
porated in the course.

A great deal has been mentioned about
health inspectors, and everyone is entitled
to their own viewpoint on this question. As
has been said, I feel that health inspectors
are inclined to execute their duties more
in the role of policemen instead of assum-
Ing the role of people who are completely
interested in health and hygiene standards.
I consider the health inspectors should be
educated to carry out their duties more in
accordance with the principle upon which
they were appointed.

Further, the children of today will be
the parents of tomorrow and they should
be acquainted with the fact that it is most
important that we should have clean eating
establishments and that a high standard
of hygiene should be maintained by all
those employed in them. I commend the
Bill to members, and I support the second
reading.

MR. GAYFER (Avon) [12.34 pi.m.]: In
general, I support the Bill, but I do so with
certain reservations which mainly apply
to clause 6. This clause deals specifically
with bringing up to date the regulations
which will fix the requirements for the
types of structures used for slaughterhouses
and the required standards of hygiene.

I hope, before the House agrees to this
clause, which has the specific intention of
bringing into line the standard of hygiene
in country abattoirs, we will be given an
insight into what the regulations will seek
to achieve. According to the Minister,
when making his second reading speech,
the department, in collaboration with those
engaged in the industry, is bringing the
regulations up to date, With particular
regard to the preservation of slaughter-
houses in many country areas, I would like
to know exactly what will be contained in
the regulations.
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Therefore, at this stage. I intend to sup-
port the Bill; but I reserve the right to say
that if, when the regulations are placed
before the House, it is shown they will im-
pose economic hardship on the proprietors
of country abattoirs--which, in the main,
are operating on a lower kill than abattoirs
in other areas-I shall oppose some, if not
all, of them, I shall do that If it is shown
they are too stringent in respect of those
engaged in the industry.

If one considers some of the standards
which are set by the Department of
Primary Industry, the Public Health De-
partment or other organisations which are
responsible for ensuring that a hygienic
standard is maintained in all slaughter-
houses, one must realise that if country
abattoir operators were to observe them to
the full, their abattoirs would become un-
economic ventures. In themselves the
regulations would create a hardship not
only on the country butcher but on the
ordinary country residents also.

If the regulations were observed to the
full it would mean that a country butcher
would have to have his beasts slaughtered
at the Midland Junction Abattoir, or
somewhere else, and then have the meat
transported back to his Centre for distri-
bution. I feel strongly on this point in
that we can go so far with these regula-
tions; in fact we can go too far with some
of the health standards that are im-
posed. They may be quite all right for
large establishments, but for the small
coluntry abattoirs there should, when im-
posing the regulations, at least be some
consideration given to the economic factor.

Reference was also made to the fact
that some country -slaughterhouses are
only bush timber-framed structures, but I
see nothing wvrong with a bush timber-
framed structure.

Mr. Bickerton: It is not hygienic.
M-. GAYFER: Perhaps it is regarded as

not being hygienic because it is not
squared-up and polished, but give me a
good piece of gimlet, as against jarrah,
any time, for a timber-framed structure,
because I am certain such bush timber
will last the structure out.

The regulations relating to killing on the
hook may be quite all right, but what is
wrong with killing a beast on the trestle?
Why does the beast have to hang on a
hook? Under the chain system it is the
policy to hang the beast on the hook, but
now the slaughterman is not working with
the beast on the ground. In fact, it hurts
one's back if one has to work on the beast
while it is on the ground. If it is on the
trestle the slaughterman can work with
greater ease, but, under these regulations,
according to the previous speaker, killing
on the trestle will be prohibited.

Therefore I think these suggested regu-
lations would have to be reviewed before
they were supported by me or anyone else

in the country. As I have said, I support
the Bill with the reservation that the regu-
lations will be subjected to a certain degree
of review before they are approved,
especially those relating to the control of
country slaughterhouses.

MR. ROSS HUJTCHINSON (Cottesloe-
Minister for Works) [12.39 p.m.): I wish
to express my thanks to members, particu-
larly to the members who have spoken on
the legislation, for their general support
of the Bill. I also wish to thank the mem-
ber for Canning for his appreciative re-
marks in relation to the work of the Pub-
lic Health Department, and in particular
the appreciative remarks he made about
the officeis of the department in the dis-
charge of their duties and responsibilities.

The Bill seeks to extend the scope of
the Act in a number of small, but import-
ant, ways, and it endeavours, in the spirit
and the intention of the Act, to continue
to safeguard the health of the people of
the State. This, of course, is the work of
the whole of the department, and I point
out that this work is supported through-
out the length and breadth of the State by
local governments per medium of their
appointment of health inspectors who arc
very earnest and extremely dedicated in
their desire to liaise with the Public Health
Department in this all-important work.

Particular mention has been made of
that clause in the Bill which relates to
the making of regulations to control
abattoirs. I appreciate the remarks of
the member for Avon, and I have no doubt
in my mind that when the rcgulations are
eventually written they will take into
account the remote areas. 'What will be
aimed at is a standard of hygiene which
will safeguard, in the spirit of the Act, the
health of the people. It would be foolish
for us to extend tolerance to the extent
where an epidemic could be caused in a
local community. Generally the beasts are
hung on hooks while they are being skin-
ned, because it is possible that the meat
can become infected by the skin during the
operation. It is important to ensure that
this operation is carried out under hygienic
conditions.

In any case, the regulations which will
be made under the provisions of the Bill
when it becomes an Act will have to be
laid on the Table of the House for 14
consecutive sitting days. During that timne
members can query the regulations, or
move for their deletion or modification.
I have been informed by the Minister for
Health that every attempt will be made
in the framing of the regulations to
consult the interested parties in order that
the standards laid down do not become
impossible to observe, and can be attained
with the minimum of expenditure.

I agree with the member for Canning
that food handling is a very important
facet and feature of the parent legislation.
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F'rom time to time this House has given
close consideration to improving the
methods of food handling, and regulations
are being made continually in this regard.
The clause he mentioned deals with the
manufacture and the processing of meat:
this is a ready field for the birth of epide-
mics if hygiene is not watched very closely.
I thank members who have spoken in the
debate for their support of the legislation.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

in Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. W. A.

Manning) in the Chair: Mr. Ross Hutchin-
son (Minister for Works) in charge of the
Bill.

Clauses 1 to 4 put and passed.
Clause 5: Section 195 repealed and re-

enacted-
Mr. YOUNG: In reply to the remarks

of the member for Avon the Minister
seemed to have missed the Point slightly.
The member for Avon did not imply that
members representing country electorates
desired killing to be done under unhygienic
conditions. In the country some butchers
kill in small abattoirs to supply the meat
for two or three surrounding towns, but
the quantity killed is not sufficient to
justify the building of an abattoir of the
required standard to meet the regulations
proposed in the Bill. What we desire is
the right to slaughter animals in a smnall
abattoir or killing yard under hygienic
conditions, to enable country butchers to
buy stock locally and slaughter it in the
locality.

If all stack have to be killed in a central
abattoir, then many country butchers will
discontinue their purchases in the country,
and only the big buyers from the city will
bid at the country sales. This will bring
about a reduction in the price obtained by
the producers, and meat in the country
will become dearer because freight both
ways will have to be added to the cost.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I hope the
remarks I made in reply to the member for
Avon were not misunderstood. I was not
in any way critical of his attempts to
safeguard the position of the small
butcher. It is a case of a happy compro-
mise being arrived at to bring about as
high a standard of hygiene as possible
without imposing too great a hardship on
the small butcher. In any case the regula-
tions will have to be laid on the Table of
the House: but prior to the regulations
being framed consultations will be held
between interested parties.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 6 to 9 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by

Mr. Ross Hutchinson (Minister for Works),
and Passed-
Sitting suspended from 12.48 to 2.15 p.m.

BILLS (2): RETURNED
1. Land Tax Act Amendment Bill.
2. Land Tax Assessment Act Amend-

ment Bill.
Bills returned from the Council with-

out amendment.

QUJESTIONS (14): ON NOTICE
SCHOOL CHILDREN

Concession Fares
i.Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for

Education:
What is the formula or arrange-
ment under which payment is
made by children travelling to
school-
(a) in the metropolitan area;
(b) in the country?

Mr. COURT (for Mr. Lewis) replied:
(a) and (b) Children who use

public transport to travel to
the nearest Primary school or
to a Government secondary
or technical school or a pri-
vate secondary school in-
cluded in the list of efficlent
private schools published from
time tc time in the Govern-
ment Gazette Pay the fare re-
quired by the public transport
operator.
Where such children pay a
fare in excess of 50c per week
a refund of fares paid in ex-
cess of Soc up to a maximum
refund of 75e Per week may
be made.

DECEASED ESTATES
Number

2. Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Justice:
(1) During the year ended the 31st

December, 1967, how many de-
ceased persons left estates valued
for probate in excess of $40,000?

(2) Of these. how many in total fall
within the general classification
of farmyers, grriers. pastoralists,
agriculturalists, orchardists, and
allied designations, including
where prefixed with such as
"formerly," "retired," "widow of,"
etc.?
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Mr. COURT replied:
(1) 220.
(2) 110.

MURESK AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE
Students Expelled

3. Mr. JAMIESON asked the Minister
for Agriculture:
(1) Have there been any expulsions

of students from the Mureak
Agricultural College this year?

(2) If so, what were the reasons for
the expulsions?

(3) How many students are at pres-
ent "on course" at the college?

Mr. NALDER replied:
(1) No.
(2) Answered by (1).
(3) 58.

TRAFFIC CONSTAB3LES
Trapping of Offenders

4. Mr. PLETCHER asked the Minister
for Police:
(1) Do traffic constables on occasions

hide themselves and their motor-
cycles from the view of motorists
on highways and elsewhere?

(2) Are the constables instructed so
to do?

(3) if instructed, does the practice
relate to trapping transgressors-
(a) as a source of revenue; or
(b) to teach the transgressor not

to again offend?
(4) Since many consider that pre-

vention is better than cure, will
he consider an instruction that
mounted traffic constables be on
patrol or in view of motorists at
all times when on duty?

Mr. CRAIG replied:
(1) No.
(2)
(3)
(4)

No.
Answered by (2).
It is the duty of police to prevent
crime and to Prosecute offenders.
Police patrolmen may station
themselves in side streets off roads
where offenders are prevalent.
They do not hide themselves, but
should not be unduly restricted in
ways and means of reducing the
road toll.

NURSING
Training Methods

5. Mr. FLETCHER asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Is he aware-

(a) of The West Australian Press
comment of the 12th June,
1968, to the effect that "there

will have to be a radical
change in the nursing system
here soon or there will be no
nurses";

(b) this comment came from the
World Health Organisation
public nursing consultant who
had been invited here by the
Commonwealth Department
of Health;

(c) of further comment that
"Australia is well behind most
other countries in the world
in its nursing staff training"?

(2) Is there any intention of changing
our training system to conform
with the also mentioned American
and Canadian training system
where trainee nurses spend the
first three years of their course
as full-timne students, not as mem-
bers of the training hospital staff?

(3) What is the Western Australian
percentage of trainees not finish-
ing their training course?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSQN replied:
(1) (a). to (c) Yes.
(2) Yes. Considerable work has been

done since 1960 on nursing educa-
tional programmes. Consideration
is being given to increasing the
student status of nurses in train-
ing.
Three new programmes have been
set up. A tertiary level programme
which will probably be conducted
by the Western Australian Insti-
tute of Technology in conjunction
with the paramedical college, a
new hospital-based diploma pro-
gramme and a new aide pro-
gramme.

(3) The withdrawal rate rose from 26
per cent, the year before to 32 per
cent. last year (1967). For the first
half of this year it is 25 per cent.
Of the 32 per cent, lost in 1967 al-
most half have returned to nurs-
ing.

LAND AT GUILDERTON

Sale
6. Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for

Lands:
(1) When is the next sale of residen-

tial jots at Guilderton likely to
take place?

(2) Approximately how many lots will
be made available?

Mr. BOVELL replied:
(1) No firm date has yet been fixed for

the next sale of residential lots at
Guilderton.

(2) A design for subdivision has been
prepared for approximately 100o
lots, including fiat sites, and is
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currently being considered by the
local shire prior to necessary sur-
vey work being effected.
The sale of lots will be arranged
progressively and will consist of
sufficient sites to cater for the de-
mand at the time, based on the
number of applications or inquiries
received by the Lands Department.

ANTIBIOTIC SENSITIVITY
Laboratory Tests

7. Mr. DAVIES asked the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:

The Medical Journal of Australia
for the 27th July, 1968. on page
171 published the results of a
survey on antibiotic sensitivity
testing performed by 73 patholo-
gical laboratories throughout Auis-
tralia under the aegis of the
College of Pathologists of Australia.
The following is a quotation-

"there were striking discrepan-
cies between laboratories in re-
spect of commonly used drugs,
e.g., penicillin, sulphanilamide,
cioramphenicol. The reasons
were not obvious".

(1) In view of the immense im-
portance of such tests to en-
sure that diseases of man
caused by micro-organisms are
adequately and correctly
treated with antibiotics, does
his department license such
medical Pathological labora-
tories and/or those working in
them?

(2) Does he know whether the
Commonwealth Minister for
Health or his department
license such laboratories and/
or their personnel?

(3) Does his department-
(a) exercise any control or

supervision over the basic
training of such person-
nel;

(b) ensure that continuing
training is available and,
in fact, undertaken by
such personnel;

(c) undertake any proficiency
testing of personnel and/
or quality control pro-
grammes of such labora-
tories?

(4) If not, is it intended to
establish such testing or con-
trol programmes?

(5) If no such intention exists.
what steps, if any, is he in-
tending to take to ensure that
the discrepancies mentioned
in the report quoted above in
respect of testing for antibiotic
sensitivity and other similar

life-important tests are com-
pletely eliminated and that
they cannot recur in future?

(6) Does his department-
(a) undertake or intend to

undertake any supervision
of such laboratories and
their personnel by ade-
quately trained staff;

(by set standards of methods
for the tests normally
performed in and of the
reports submitted by such
laboratories on tests?

(7) If not, is it intended so to do,
when and by whom, solely or
in conjunction with other
State departments of health
or the Federal department
and/or the College of Patholo-
gists of Australia?

(8) If these matters have not been
considered by him or his de-
partment, will he give an
undertaking that they will be
considered and reported on
within a reasonable time?

(9) Will he ensure that they are
taken up by the National
Health and Medical Research
Council?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not to my knowledge.
(3) to (9) The type of labora-

tories referred to are admni-
stered in this State, and
staffed by, registered medical
practitioners, who are special-
ists in their field and most of
them are members of the
College of Pathologists of Aus-
tralia. It is normal in such
laboratories for the proficiency
of the various personnel in-
volved and the techniques they
use to be kept under constant
review.
I am informed that the
sensitivity-testing of bacteria
is a complex technical matter
where there is always likely
to be some individual varia-
tion either in technique or in
interpretation-as is the case
in the entire field of medical
practice.
It is significant that the sinr-
vey in question was conducted
by a scientific committee of
the College of Pathologists
itself; that it was clearly
undertaken with the object of
improving standards in this
area; and that the results
have been drawn to the
attention of all concerned in
the Medical Journal.
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As a consequence, the likeli-
hood of serious variations
between laboratories should be
minimised and no administra-
tive intervention is considered
necessary; especaily as the
recommendations of the
National Health and Medical
Research Council are referred
to in the report of the survey
itself.

RECREATION RESERVE
Moore River

8. Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for
Lands:-
(1) Are there any proposals for creat-

ing a reserve for public recreation
on either or both sides of the
Perth-Lancelin Road where it
crosses Moore River?

(2) if so, wil he give details?
(3) If not, will he have the matter

examined with a view to appro-
priate action being taken?

Mr. BOVELL replied:
(1) to (3) The land on both sides of

the Perth-Lancelin road where it
crosses the Moore River is free-
hold property and therefore not
available to be set apart as a re-
serve for recreation under the
provisions of the Land Act.

SCHOOLS IN MAYLANDS ELECTORATE
Additions and Altera~tions

9. Mr. HARMAN asked the Minister for
Education:

What additions and alterations
are planned for this financial year
at the following schools-

Mt. Lawley Primary School;
North Inglewood State School;
East Maylands State School:
Maylands Senior Primary
School;
Maylands Junior Primary
School?

Mr. NALDER (for Mr. Lewis) replied:
No additions or alterations are
Planned at any of the schools
listed during the current financial
year.

POTATOES
Sales to Ceylon

10. Mr. L. W. MANNING asked the Min-
ister for Agriculture:

With reference to the sale of seed
potatoes to Ceylon-
(1) What variety of potatoes are

to be grown for this order?

(2) What are the Price details-
(a) purchase price;,
(b) casts;
(c) anticipated returns to

growers?.
(3) What will be the marketing

and administration arrange-
ments?

(4) Will the production of pota-
toes for this order be restric-
ted to growers currently
holding a grower's licence
with the board?

(5) If additional growers are
licensed by the board, will
former licensed growers be
given a priority?

Mr. NALDER replied:
(1) Mainly Delaware but also

some yellow-fleshed potatoes.
(2) (a) Approximately $110 f.o.b.

Fremantle.
(b) and (c) Costs and re-

turns are not known.
Growers will not be in a
Position to assess these
until they receive the
pool resultant.

(3) The potatoes will be market-
ed through the Western Aus-
tralian Potato Marketing
Board as a separate pool.

(4) Yes.
(5) Answered by (4).

HOSPITALS
Honorary Doctors, and Patients

11. Mr. DAVIES asked the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Health:
(1) In what Government hospitals

does the "'honorary" doctor
-scheme apply?

(2) Is it proposed to change the exist-
ing scheme in any way?

(3) If so, what changes are proposed?
(4) Are "Private" Patients admitted

to the Royal Perth Hospital?
(5) If so, on what basis?
(6) Are any changes proposed in exist-

ing Policy?
(7) If so, what are such changes?
(8) What was the original patient

capacity of R.P.H.?
(0) How many patients are currently

accommodated at the hospital?
(10) What is the estimated waiting

time before Patients can be ad-
mitted to various wards, i.e., sur-
gery, etc., at R.P.H.?

Mr. ROSS ITCHINSON replied:
(1) Royal Perth Hospital, King Ed-

ward Memorial Hospital, Sir
Charles Galrdner Hospital, and
Fremantle Hospital.
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(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

(6)
(8)
(9)

(10)

Yes.
An extension of sessional pay-
ments is proposed.
Yes.
(1) To the private wards at

private ward rates.
(2) To other wards at fees asses-

sed in accordance with pat-
ient's ability to pay.

and (7) No.
561.
617.
Emergency admissions-imxnedi-
ate. Elective admissions from one
to six months and over in ac-
cordance with the treatment re-
quired.

COUNTY COURTS
Country Areas

12. Mr. WILLIAMS asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Justice:

Is it intended to implement a sys-
tem of county courts in country
areas; if so, when and what legis-
lation will be required?

Mr. COURT replied:
Yes. Legislation is being drafted
for submission to Parliament at
the next sitting of the House.

DRAINAGE
Harvey

13. Mr. 1. W. MANNING asked the Minis-
ter for Works:

When is it anticipated that work
will commence on the proposed
scheme for the drainage of swamp
land west of Harvey?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
Work is programmed to com-
mence in January, 1969, when
ground conditions will be suitable.

MOTOR VEHICLE INSURANCE TRUST
Onus f or Claims

14. Mr. CASH asked the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Local Govern-
ment:

What reasons can be given to sup-
port his decision not to consider
the proposals regarding the Motor
Vehicle Insurance Trust and the
location of an insurer in another
State, put forward in my question
of the 30th October?

Mr. NALDER replied:
it is not the function of the Motor
Vehicle insurance Trust to repre-
sent injured persons. They merely
act for the insured party. Acting
for injured persons is the province
of the legal profession. The in-
jur-ed party is concerned only with

the negligent driver against whom
he takes action. He has no rights
against the insurer and, therefore.
there would be no advantage in
locating the insurer.

QUESTIONS (5): WITHOUT NOTICE
PARLIAMENTARY PROCEDURE

Public Gallery and Speaker's Gallery
1.Mr. BRADY asked the Speaker:

(1) Has any consideration been given
to allowing the general public to
enter into the public and the
Speaker's galleries during the re-
cital of prayers at opening time?

(2) Has any consideration been given
to making available to the public
attending at Parliament House
during the sessions of the House,
copies of the Notices and Orders
of the Day?

(3) Has any consideration been given
to having a. list of names of the
various members and their loca-
tion in the Assembly available in
the public gallery and Speaker's
gallery?
If consideration has been given to
the three matters referred to,
could the House be advised of your
decisions?

The SPEAKER replied:
(1) to (3) 1 thank the honourable

member for having g-iven me
notice of these questons. In re-
gard to ( 1), he discussed this with
me many months ago and in con-
sequence of the discussion I had
with him I asked the Clerk to
contact all other Parliaments in
Australia. We learnt that with one
possible exception-which I will
come to in a nmoment-we are the
only Parliament which still does
not admit the public before
prayers.
I1 am disposed to give considera-
tion to a change, but I feel this is
a matter on which members' per-
sonal feelings may be affected.
Therefore, I do not propose-

(a) to make a change until the
new year, if I do make a
change at all; or

(b) to make a change before I
consult with the President of
the Legislative Council to see
what the views would be in
the other place.

In addition, if any members have
any strong feelings on this matter
either one way or another. I would
be very much obliged if they would
see me privately and discuss the
position.
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I mentioned one exception. One
Clerk of one House in one State
forgot to answer the question. He
gave us a long review of parlia-
mentary procedure, but forgot to
give us the answer as to whether
they admit the public before
prayers or not. Consequently we
do not know the position there.
In regard to questions (2) and (3),
I noted that the honourable mem-
ber made some reference to this in
his Address-in-Reply speech. I
intend to give the matters some
thought during the recess and also
to discuss them with the President
of the Legislative Council, because
I feel it is desirable to have the
same practice applying in both
Chambers. My own feeling is that
perhaps we can do something along
these lines.

PERTH RAILWAY STA7ION:
LOWERING

Estimates

2. Mr, BURKE asked the Minister for
Railways:

I apologise for the short notice
which I gave the Minister for
Railways in this matter. When
W.A.D.C. was offered the task of
lowering the railway at Perth
centre on the 1st August, 1968,
the company gave an estimate of
$5,000,000 to 87,000,000 to do the
job. Would the Minister advise-
(a) Who Prepared the estimate of

Sl0.000,000 he gave at a meet-
ing of Perth ratepayers yes-
terday?

(b) Can he explain the disparity
between this quote and that
given by W.A.D.C. less than
three months ago?

(c) Would the Minister under-
take to investigate the
reasons for this sudden in-
crease of up to 100 per cent.
in the estimated cost of
lowering the railway to enisure
that the people of Perth will
receive a fair return for the
land in the heart of their city,
which has been variously
estimated to be worth up to
$50,000,000, on present prices,
and will be worth a lot more
than this within the 15 years
the W.A.D.C. will take to
complete the project?

Mr. O'CONNOR replied:
(a) to (c) As I did not receive

notice of this question until
after the ringing of the bells
today. I have not been able

to prepare much detail in
regard to it, but I would like
to give some answer.
First of all, the W.A.D.C. did
not give an estimate of
$5,000,000 to $7,000,000 as
suggested by the honourable
member. This was a figure
quoted by the Press and it is
a figure that has not been
Confirmed by the W.A.D.C. at
all. The figure of $10,000,000
was quoted by me yesterday
at a meeting. I said that I
felt the figure could be closer
to $10,000,000 in connection
with the rail sinking project.
I quoted this figure after dis-
cussions with the company as
to the approximate cost which
it felt would be involved in
lowering the railway.
The Government is watching
the interests of the people of
Perth.
That is the first time that aL
valuation of even $50,000.000
has been given to the land,
but those opposed to the
scheme seem to increase
figures, to suit their purposes.
The amount of $50,000,000 is
a fictitious figure and, quite
frankly, no-one will come
forward with one-third of the
money at this stage, bearing
In mind that half of the land
will be covered by railway
lines, stations, parks, and
gardens, etc.

SWANBOURNE HIGH SCHOOL
Teaching Staff and Pupils

3. Mr. MENSAROS asked the Minister
for Education:

What was the number of-
(a) teaching staff;
(b) pupils;
in the Swanbourne High School
during the school years 1964, 1965,
1986 and 1967?

Mr. NA.LDER (for Mr. Lewis) replied:
I thank the honourable member
for prior notice of this question,
the answer to which Is as fol-
lows:-

ist August-
1964 ....
1965...
1866
1867_.

Teaching Staff
Avorage

rupils Fill, Part number or
LFIn- Flute Tfie r'' lit to

ratiell full time
Staff

833 35 23.8
908 44 .. 20.59
955 48 1 19..S9
97-8 51 2 10.1
03 53 2 17.62
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SOIL CONSERVATION
Tabling of Interdepartmental Report

4. Mr. GAYFIER asked the Minister for
Agriculture:

Will he table the interdepartmen-
tal report on soil conservation
compiled during 1966?

Mr. NALDER replied-.
I thank the honourable member for
prior notice of this question. I
think the report of the inter-
departmental committee on soil
conservation was compiled in
1965. However, the answer to the
honourable member's question is,
"No.- The report was prepared
for departmental purposes only.

PERTH RAILWAY STATION:
LOWERING

Estimates
5. Mr. TONKIN asked the Minister for

Transport:
In relation to the answer the Min-
ister gave to the member for Perth,
I understood the Minister to say
that the figure quoted by the
member for Perth was not an
estimate by De0 Leuw Gather &
Company.

Mr. O'Connor: I did not say that: I
said it was W.A.D.C.

Mr. TONKIN: I thought the Minister
said the figure was actually one
quoted by the Press.

Mr. Graham: He did say that.
Mr. TONKIII: I have here the report

on the Proposed lowering of the
railway which was prepared for
the Premier's interdepartmental
committee by De Leuw Cather &s
Company. I ask the Minister: Has
he seen this report and does he
know that several estimates of
costs are detailed in the report,
and that the first estimate quoted
in pounds, was £2,860,000? That
is shown on the basis of labour
and materials at the prices pre-
vailing in 1962. In view of that
quotation of costs, will he give
further consideration to the
matter raised by the member for
Perth and endeavour to ascertain
what is now the actual estimate
of cost to do the work?

Mr. O'CONNOR replied:
In mentioning the figure of
$5,000,000 to $7,000,00, I think
the member for Perth was refer-
ring to the figure quoted In the
Press.

Mr. Burke: B3y W.A.D.C. on the 1st
August.

Mr. O'CONNOR: That is so. That is
what I thought the honourable
member was referring to. That was
the figure quoted. I discussed the
matter with W.A.D.C. which
advised that it did not give the
Press that information. The Press
were in the room at the time the
matter was being discussed and
the chap sitting next to Mr. Pyfe.
who is the W.A.D.C. representative
here, quoted the figure as
being approximately $5,000,000 to
$7,000,000. Mr. Fyfe was quoted as
being the one who had actually
said that figure. Later on I
mentioned to the chap from the
Press that Mr. Flyfe refuted that
statement and that he considered
the figure would be much greater
than $5,000,000 to $7,000,000. As
I said, I have discussed with W.A.
D.C. the figure it anticipates will be
involved in the cost of sinking the
railway, but it is unable to give
an accurate figure because we
have not yet come to any finality
on the details required by the
Government: and neither has the
Government decided whether It is
prepared to let the company
proceed.

Mr. Graham: That's better.
Mr. O'CONNOR: It will take some

seven or eight months before
finalisation is reached, and any
alteration between now and then
In regard to details could alter the
figure to a degree. However, the
representative did indicate to rne
in my discussions with him that
an estimated figure could be
roundabout $10,000,000. That is
not a firm figure, but only an
approximate one.

SCIENTOLOGY BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 23rd October.

MR. FLETCHER (Fremantle) (2.36
p.m.1: This Bill to proscribe the activities
of the body known as the Hubbard Asso-
ciation of Scientologists International,
and every associated body, should not have
appeared in any Parliament In the British
Commonwealth of Nations.

Mr. Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr. FLETCHER: It is incompatible with

the Statutes of Westminster, and, as a
consequence, also incompatible with those
of this State.

Those who have done any reading will
recall the comment of a famous French
philosopher, Voltaire. If I remember cor-
rectly. lhe said, In effect, "I may disagree
with what a man says, but I will defend
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with my life his right to say it." 'he
saying has become almost trite, but it is
still as true today as when it was said
originally. I joined with members opposite
to defend the principle that is enunciated
In the words I just quoted. I did so be-
tween 1939 and 1945, and I ask members
opposite who were so involved to join with
me in opposing the Bill which is contrary
to everything for which we fought on that
occasion.

I suggest to the House that the present
A.L.P. attitude is consistent with the atti-
tude of the rank and file, and with the
considerable public reaction to the decision
made at the recent R.S.L. congress, which
decision imposed a denial of the freedom
of speech upon those the league represents.
It is apparent from today's paper the re-
action that has taken place. The heading
In today's paper reads, "R.S.L. to Look
Again at Subversion Rule!' Already there
have been resignations as a consequence
of the league's decision in this regard, and
the newspaper report goes on to state-

The Returned Services League is
to look again at its controversial
motion dealing with members who op-
ujose the league's policy.

The national congress today referred
the motion of the league's legal ex-
1perts.

The change to the R.S.L.'s consti-
tution-carried without dissent on
Tuesday-gave the league power to
expel or suspend any member found
guilty of subversive activities against
the league's policy or objects.

That Is only one headline. Yesterday's
paper also carried the reaction of others
who considered what they thought was an
intrusion into their right to think as they
like.

To my mind, and to the minds of others
on this side of the House, this Bill con-
travenes the right of people to think as
they wish.

I have noticed a change in the title over
the years from science to what is now
termed a religion. I will not deny the
right of members opposite to think that
this Is a convenient cloak for the organ-
isation to pull around itself. I agree it is
a convenient cloak to try to join with
other religions in order to receive the pro-
tection which such a belief might afford.
I also notice that it is legally denied the
right of marriage ceremonies; its members
are celled cranks, and so on. They may
be cranks, but if they enjoy being cranks,
they have every right to be cranks. They
should have no less right than anybody
else.

We have all heard of the scenes that
take place at Hyde Park in London: we
have all heard of what takes places on the
Sydney Domain and on our own Esplan-
ade, where people espouse all sorts of

causes with which we may agree or dis-
agree. But we do not have to listen; we
can walk away. If these people call
scientology a, religion they have a right
to do so; as we all know the various relig-
ions capture the thinking of quite a per-
centage of the community. If this organ-
isation transgresses the law, however,
there are already in existence the Crimes
Act and other laws which can be used
against it,

If the law is not suitable at Present to
cope with the situation, it can be amended
to enable it to do so. But we should not
provide a law in the form of the Bill be-
fore the House which is the equivalent of
the guillotine; it is certainly not legislation
to amend existing laws.

We all know that all religions and all
causes will capture a percentage of the
gullible public. I can well recall reading
a book by Mark Twain in which a charac-
ter said that he hoped and prayed the
supply of mugs would not run out. Even
though we might consider these people in
that category there is no reason for us to
support or destroy their cause.

I agree with the Minister in charge of
the Bill in this House and his reference
to a psychiatrist called Dr. Zacos in the
Eastern States. I have read much of his
work, and I admire the man and his abil-
ity. I do not deny the ability and quality
of prominent men of that nature-Includ-
ing Professor Saint who recently left the
State-who say that the practice indulged
in by scientologists is detrimental to the
mental health of the community.

Despite the qualifications of these
people, the action proposed In the Bill
before us does contravene the rights of
the individual. If people want to join this
particular organisation surely it is their
prerogative to do so, Just as it is anybody
else's prerogative to join any other sect or
religion.

Let us consider the Jehovah Witnesses.
They annoy me personally, as they do my
neighbours, who Complain about being
worried by these people at the front door.
I can well recall that during the last war
Jehovah Witnesses and their activities
were Proscribed, but I can also recall the
furore that took place, even In war time,
when an attempt was made to curb the
activities of this Organisation. The think-
ing of the Australian community is that
we shall not interfere with the right of
the individual.

Another thought which occurs to me is
a quotation to the effect that we can fool
some of the people some of the time-I
am sure other members will be able to
finish that quotation. If people are being
fooled by this organisation, surely they
have the right and Opportunity to leave It.
If they cannot leave it, there must be
some inadequacy somewhere. I have no
doubt that the present hierarchy of the
Organisation in question can, at some later
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date, be deposed and a new hierarchy
superimposed; but heavon knows what the
policy would then be.

There are different variations and inter-
pretations which constitute Christianity.
I suggest that many of the Christian relig-
tons are all pointing in a different direc-
tion to Heaven. I also notice that every-
body wants to go to Heaven, but nobody,
presumably-including the scientologists--
wvants to die.

The Organisation does assert however,
that i can make a better way of life for
those in our community who care to join
it. I have read the literature supplied
by this Organisation, and the material
associated with the Kangparoo Court. I am
not in a position to contradict the figures
that have been quoted.

In this little publication, for example,
which was circulated, it is alleged that the
figures have climbed from 2,00O,000 in
1965 to '7,000,000 in 1968. 1 am not in a
position to argue on that score. The pub-
lication also declares that the Organisa-
tion can change men to supermen. But
so does Christianity. I see no affinity be-
tween this Organisation and Christianity,
but I also note that some of those associ-
ated with the Organisation are men of' high
mental intelligence and capacity. It is
possible that a percentage of these people
have been in Heatheote or some other
mental hospital, after which they may
have gravitated to the Organisation, or
religion as it calls itself.

They may have done so, however, for
some solace which they thought they
might obtain. They confess their past
derneanours to an "auditor" as do the fol-
lowers of another faith of which I have
knowledge. I assume that the members of
both faiths receive some spiritual relict
from such confessions. There may be
others who, like myself, prefer to keep
their sins to themselves.

This publication I have also claims that
the children of scientologists are not
delinquents. That might also be so, or it
might not. It is very easy to assert, but
very difficult to prove. It goes so far as
to claim control over traffic accidents, and
this might give some assistance to the
Minister for Police.

Mr. Craig: I have enough problems now.
Mir. FLETCHER: It is, however, asserted

that traffic accidents arise as a result of
attention being focused elsewhere than oil
the diriving in hand. The Organisation
claims that its devotees have a common
denominator of all past upsets and having
realised this their outlook is for a happy
life thereafter.

Apparently if a member of the group is
being persecuted, the cthics department of
the scientology Organisation Nviii an-
narently persecute the persecutor until he
gat.s off the back of the person he is perse-
cuting. Members might laugh at that, and

I do not know whether it is true or not.
But surely these people are permitted to
believe it if they wish. They allege that
the consequences of this act and behaviour
assists the community. I do not know,
however, of any particular conviction in
our courts of these People for the trans-
gression Of our laws.

So the Bill before us is Presented for
very questionable reasons. If there are
transgressions of the law any day of the
week, and if this has been going on for
years, I canot see why we shoulo. not
amend t'ie law by a suitable Bill to cope
with such transgressions.

The member for Narrogin rose to his
feet and read a certain amount of material
which I do niot think helped the Govern-
ment's case. It was so contradictory in
its nature and so confusing that I do not
think it would help the Government.

Mr. Bickerton: He may vote against the
Bill.

Mr. FLETCHER: He may. He confused
me; and perhaps he is confused, too.

Mr'. Bickerton: Perhaps he ought to Join
scientology.

Mr. FLETCHER: This is an exaggerated
statement. It is asserted that followers
of sci entology do not need drugs, pain
killers, sleeping pills, and so on. It is also
stated that they do not need doctors, but
they allege they do not deny them to
others. They claim they can cure any-
thing from sinus trouble to fibrositis. and
that they look after the human spirit and
the doctor looks after the body.

Looking back into history, exaggerated
statements have been made and later they
have been moderated. According to this
literature it seems that the scientology
Organisation has also somewhat moderated
its policy. It charges for its services but
at various rates with an assertion of
"money back if not satisfied.'

Members will agree that over the years
many evangelists have operated and still
do. I can think of one in particular.
Many of them stomp all over the world
and live well as a consequence of espous-
ing the cause of evangelism. These people
are endeavouring to change the attitude
of the world and if we condone them we
must condone scientology, which is a world-
wide Organisation. In this publication it
is said that the policy of scientology has
changed since the 21st July. 1968. Ap-
parently there has been some modification
of the original policy . I agree that it
possibly arose as a consequence of this Bill.

Since there has been some modification
of policy, it is not for us to say there will
not be a further modification of policy
if this Bill is defeated.

If my memory serves me correctly the
Minister representing the Minister for
Health quoted the ease of only one person
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who had been persecuted by this organ-
isation. The best way I can put it is this:
It does not matter what rules and
regulations we apply; if a person contra-
venes rather than accepts them, then they
should be expelled. This applies with tbe
A.L.P. There is one rule which states
that if more than half the numbers Pre-
sent vote a certain way, then the minority
must accept that majority decision. I
think the same principle should apply to
this Organisation.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is not as simple
as that.

Mr. FLETCHER: The Minister may
think that both I and my party are ideal-
ists to subscribe to such an attitude. I
do not necessarily want to destroy the
case the Minister presented, but this
Organisation has the right to expel from
within its ranks anybody who contravenes
any of its rules and regulations.

Just as I stated when I commenced my
speech, the R.S.L. also expels those mem-
bers who do not subscribe to the rules,
regulations, and policies laid down. We
know there may be trouble in the R.S.L.
because of the decision made at a recent
conference.

lit is alleged that Mr. Hubbard is the
messiah of scientology and that he has
all sorts of academic qualifications. If
this is not true, then it can easily be
proved. If he does not have the qualifica-
tions, what does It matter. It is not my
wish to liken him to Christ, but the latter
was ai carpenter-a tradesman. Therefore
one does not have to have high Qualifica-
tions to be a messiah.

Personally, I do not think Mr. Hubbard
is a messiah, but these people do, and
they have a perfect right to think that
way. Someone near me has said that
Christ was a rabble-rouser. I can remem-
ber a well-known gentleman-Professor
Walter Murdoch-who said that if Christ
came here as a migrant he would be de-
ported as a communist.

Mr. Tonkin: He would not have a house
to live in!

Mr. Graham: He would still be in the
manger!

Mr. FLETCHER: We know that Christ
cleansed the temple of the money chang-
ers and, for that reason alone, if he arrived
here and wanted to interfere with the
speculator in land and housing, he would
be declared a communist.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I think the com-
parisons you make with Christ are odious
in the extreme.

Mr. FLETCHER: I think the Minis ter,
knows me well enough to realise that I do
not do this with any sense of levity. I do
it with all due respect to that famous bibli-
cal gentleman.

Dr. Henn: It was purely blasphemy.
Mr. Jamieson: Who are you to judge?
Mr. FLETCHER: In explanation, I would

point out that various religious sects recog-
nise a different messiah. That is how the
situation we are discussing arose. These
people think that Hubbard is their messiah.
They have a right to think that way just
as Christians have a. right to think of
Christ as their messiah. I hope that answers
the Minister's interjection.

Mr. Ross Hutch inson: I think you are
trying to skirt around the whole thing.

Mr. Bickerton: Do not let us bring skirts
into it.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You will not face
up to the problem-you do not have to
flake a decision.

Mr. FLETCHER: At this point might I
mention that somebody on the other side
of the H-ouse asked me how long we on this
side would take to deal with the Scien-
tology Bill and I said it would all depend
on the amount of assistance we got from
the other side of the House.

I said earlier that if the law is not ade-
quate to cope with the situation it could
be changed. I have reservations about
legislation to compel compliance: and I
would draw the attention of the Minister
and those occupying the front bench to the
penal clauses associated with the State and
Federal arbitration legislation. With your
indulgence, Mr. Speaker, I know that this
is not directly associated with the Bill.

The SPEAKER: I suggest you go no fur-
ther if that is the case.

Mr. FLETCHER: I am using it to illus-
trate that legislation can be used to im-
Pose penalties on this Organisation just as
it can be used on the trade union move-
ment where a cheque book can be taken off
a trade union and a bank account frozen,
and a trade unionist can be liable, as can
a union official.

The union office can be closed down.
This is the sort of legislation I would com-
Pare those actions with. As a consequence.
I object to this sort of legislation and I do
it in all sincerity. To ban this organisa-
tion is to immediately do what was at-
tempted in regard to communism with the
introduction of the Communist Party
Dissolution Bill in the Federal sphere
many years ago. On that occasion it wvas
asserted that the movement 'vould be
driven underground,

I think everybody Present would be like
myself, and Would prefer to see this sort of
activity out in the open where one can wit-
ness what is going on. The Communist
Party has an office in Perth and has not
been driven underground. I would point
out to the House that Britain has not
banned fascists. Yet, millions of the
world's population died as ictims of
fascism. That organisation h,.s not been
banned in Britain or in Austrclia.
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Yet this State has the effrontery to
bring in a Bill to ban this Organisation
known as scientology. Nazis still exist in
America, as does the Ku Klux Klan. Our
deputy leader earlier made reference to
the Declaration of Human Rights. I will
admit to the Minister that the Declaration
of Human Rights is a very convenient
umbrella under which all sorts of people
can shelter. This also applies to those
organisations which climb under the
umbrella of religion.

I have also read the circulated copy Of
Kangaroo Court, and I consider it-and I
join with the Minister here-a vicious.
libellous diatribe of scurrilous invective
against the Victorian decision to ban scien-
tology. I cannot describe the publication
otherwise. It is Pretty close to libellous
material. Members who have read it will
know that the report was published as a
consequence of the Victorian decision to
ban scientology. I say what I can as
politely as possible: the verbiage of this
publication is of a dubious nature. It was
not printed in an effort to win friends or
favourably influence people. Such a docu-
ment could engender the desire to ban the
Organisation, and I daresay that is one
reason why this Bill is here before us.

There is an important aspect to the Vic-
torian situation in that the decision is still
subject to appeal. Yet, this Hill is before
us at the moment. The Australian popu-
lation received a surprise wvhen the High
Court of Australia upheld the right of the
Communist Party to exist on this contin-
ent. If the High Court of Australia upheld
that decision, then it is conceivable that
the High Court of Australia would also
uphold the rights of the scientologists to
exist on this continent. In fact, a con-
siderable surprise might be pending in
respect of this particular decision.

I say that communism is an anathema
to the majority of people in Western Aus-
tralia, yet that ideology is still permitted
to exist. I also notice that around elec-
tion time the Government members and
those responsible for their policy declare
that communists exist under every Labor
man's bed.

Another aspect of this measure Is that
to pass this Bill will make martyrs of the
scientologists. Nothing would make the
scientologists happier than the amount of
publicity already received as a consequence
of this Bill. The quickest way for an
Organisation to obtain recruits is for it to
be banned. People will attempt to join it
as a consequence of the ban. If for no other
reason, Government members should not
support the Bill which is before the House.

As a consequence of this Bill the scien-
tologists have received cheap advertising.
I can do without scientology, just as I can
do without the Liberal Party. However, I
will tolerate both and I will vote accord-
ingly. I will vote against the Bill.

MR. GRAYDEN (South Perth) [3.6
p.m.]: I have listened with interest to the
member for Fremantle and I am absolutely
convinced that he firmly believes this is a
Bill to ban scientology. I can understand
where he got the impression because the
member for Balcatta spent nearly 41 hours
going out of his way to give every member
of this House-and anybody who happened
to be listening-the impression that this
Hill was, in fact, to ban scientology.

Mr. Jamieson: Have you read the title
of the Bill?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Nothing can be further
from the truth. It will be interesting if
I refer to the Bill.

Mr. Jamnieson: Read the title first.

Mr. ORAYDEN: Let us see what the Bill
sets out to do. This Bill, will, of course.
be passed and when it is Passed any
individual in Western Australia can state
that he is a scientologist, he can believe
in scientology, he can read books on
scientology, and he can, in fact, be a
scientologist. It is as simple as that.

The Hill sets out to prevent such people
from practising scientology, or teaching
scientology to other individuals. It also
sets out to stop scientologists from receiv-
ing money for this work. The Bill also
sets out to stop scientologists using an
E.Meter: and it makes this provision for
the very good reason that the best medical
authorities in Western Australia have
stated that the practising of scientology in
this way is harmful to the health and the
mental health of people in our society.

As I said, the member for Balcatta went
out of his way to say this was a Bill to
ban scientologY. He would not accept the
interpretation in the Bill which lays down
that the word, "practice," in relation to
scientology, includes the application and
teaching of, and the carrying on of
business in connection with, scientology,
and the verb, "to practise," has a cor-
responding meaning.

The Bill states that a person shall not
Practise scientology. If the Bill meant
anything more than that it would not be
necessary for it to contain the definition.
If the dictionary definition of "practise"
were used it would be all-embracing. When
this Bill becomes an Act, individuals will
not be able to Practise scientology on
others, and it will mean they will not be
permitted to receive fees, and they will not
be permitted to use an E-meter. The Bill1
will not do any more than that.

The member for Balcatta. as I said, ende-
avoured to give the impression that the
Bill would do more than this. However,
the Minister for Health gave us an assur-
ance in this respect, and the Minister for
Works also gave us an assurance, If, in
practice, we find this Bill goes further,
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then I would say that every member on
this side of the House would support an
amendment to honour the assurance given
to us by the two Ministers. I certainly
would. In this instance it is idle and
malicious for the member for Balcatta to
suggest that this is a Bill to ban scien-
tology,

I say immediately that I would be op-
posed to banning any organisation, in-
cluding the Communist Party. If it were
up to me to make a decision to ban the
Communist Party, I would not agree to
banning it in any circumstances, but I
would not put scientology in the same
category as communism, or any other
political philosophy of a like nature.

In this State we have a Medical Act
which is studded with sections prohibiting
individuals from practising in the field of
medicine. This is a principle to which
every member of the Opposition has sub-
scribed. Yet, in the debate on this Bill,
the Opposition is suggesting that scientol-
ogists, without any training in any branch
of mental health, hypnosis, psychiatry, etc.,
should be permitted to practise in these
fields. I will shortly read to the House a
section of the Medical Act which prohibits
any person who Is not qualified, but who
purports to be qualified to cure cancer
and other ailments, from practising medi-
cine.

Mr. Jamieson: How many have been
charged with an offence against that sec-
tion?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I do not know how
many have been charged with offences
that have been committed under it, but
it is very sweeping indeed. Section 19 of
the Medical Act reads as follows:-

19. From and after the passing of
this Act no person other than a medi-
cal practitioner shall be entitled to-

(1) Practise medicine or surgery
in all or any one or more of
its branches; or to

(2) Advertise or hold himself out
as being, or in any manner to
Pretend to be, or to take or
use the name or title, (alone
or in conjunction with any
other title, word, or letter) of
a Physician, doctor of medi-
cine, licentiate in medicine or
surgery, master in surgery,
bachelor of medicine or sur-
gery, doctor, surgeon, medical
qualified or registered practit-
ioner, apothecary, accouch-
eur, or any other medical or
surgical name or title; or to

f3) Advertise or hold himself out,
directly or indirectly, by any
name, word, title or desig-
nation, whether expressed in
words or by letters or partly

in the one and partly in the
other (either alone or in con-
junction with any other word
or words) or by any other
means whatsoever, as being
entitled or qualified, able, or
willing or by implication sug-
gests that he is able or will-
ing or in any manner pre-
tends to practise medicine or
surgery in any one or more
of its or their branches or to
give or perform any medical
or surgical service attendance.
operation or advice or any
service, attendance, operation
or advice which is usually
given or Performed by a
medical practitioner.

Provided that this para-
graph shall not apply to a
person practising as a dietit-
ian or as a chiropractor who
gives advice or service to
persons requiring dietitic or
chiropractic advice or service.

And every person who, for himself
or as assistant, servant, agent, or
manager, does or permits any act,
matter, or thing contrary to this sec-
tion or any part thereof, shall be
guilty of an offence.

Penalty-For a fh-st offence, fifty
pounds with a minimum of two
pounds, and for any subsequent
offence, one hundred pounds or im-
prisonment for six months.

I could go on to quote other sections of
the Medical Act also which prohibit the
practice of medicine in any of these forms
by any unauthorised person, and yet, in
this scientology organisation there are un-
trained people practising in the field of
psychiatry, psychology, hypnosis, and so on.
On this ground alone there is justification
for curbing the activities9 of this organisa-
tion.

Mr. Jamnieson: Why are they not
charged? You are making these accusa-
tions.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I1 cannot say why they
have not been charged.

Mr. Graham: Because they arc not com-
mitting an offence, that is why.

Mr. ORAYDEN: We have written evi-
dence of what the medical authorities have
said about scientologists practising in the
field of medicine. in Western Australia
we have the State Health Council which
has been set up to advise the Government
on health questions. The mental health
committee is a subcommittee of that council
and scientology was considered by that
subcommittee, following which it put for-
ward some recommendations.

Mr. Davies: From whom did it obtain
its evidence?
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Mr. GRAYDEN: Just listen to this! The
mental health subcommittee of the State
Health Council unanimously resolved as
follows:-

Raving studied the report, the Com-
mittee views the procedures involved
in Scientology, Dianetics and the like
with extreme alarm.

It considers that Scientology is a
grave medical, moral and social danger
and a threat to family and home life.

The Committee thoroughly supports
the recommendations of the Commis-
sion (the Victorian Royal Commission),
and in particular urges that legisla-
tion be brought down to implement
these recommendations in the interests
of the public.

Pending the introduction of legisla-
tion the widest publicity should be
promoted to inform the public of the
dangers of Scientology procedures.
The publicity should be repeated at
intervals.

It seems necessary that some restric-
tion should be Placed on advertising
concerning intelligence testing and
personal efficiency.

Meantime the public should be
warned that advertisements offering
intelligence testing and improved per-
sonal efficiency should be treated with
great caution.

That recommendation was Put before the
State Health Council which resolved as fol-
lows:-

That the Council recommends to the
Minister for Health that Scientology
be outlawed and that the Crown Law
Department be asked to advise on the
best means of Preventing the Practice
of Scientology.

That is the resolution from a committee
comprised of leading and eminent men in
this State who were appointed for the
express Purpose of advising on matters of
health. The council considered the ques-
tion of scientology, and in the circum-
stances what responsible Government in
Western Australia could ignore the advice
that was given? How can we pass a Medi-
cal Act which contains a section such as
that which I have quoted Preventing indi-
viduals, without qualifications, from prac-
tising medicine on others who are suffering
from cancer or other diseases and yet do
nothing about scientology?

If such action can be taken under the
provisions of the Medical Act, it is inCUin-
bent upon us to take similar action against
those who practise in the field of Mental
health without holding any qualifications.

Mr. Tonkin: Does this Bill seek to imple-
ment what those doctors recommended?

Mr. GRADYEN: I can tell the Leader of
the Opposition that the recommendation
of the State Health Council was that scien-
tolog-y should be outlawed. Therefore it

went infinitely further. The Bill does not
seek to go that far, as I have emphasised.
'The Bill merely seeks to prohibit individu-
als from practising medicine on others,
thus causing irreparable harm to those
suff ering from mental illnesses or other ail-
ments. There is no dispute about this. The
State Health Council is not alone in the
view it holds. An equivalent organisation
in Victoria Put forward similar recommen-
dations in 1963, and other complaints
against scientology have been made
throughout the Commonwealth.

The Bill was not introduced merely be-
cause the Government was anxious to place
a curb on the activities of the scientology
organisation. It was introduced because,
for monthis past, members of Parliament
have been presented with case after case
of individuals who have had their family
life disrupted and who, themselves, have
been affected by the activities of this
organisation. I can cite several cases in
South Perth alone. They are shocking
cases and I think that something should
be done to take action against the organi-
sation.

With the Hill the Government is seeking
to curb the activities of an organisation
which preys upon the weak in our society.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition, in-
stead of going out of his way to protect
those who are preyed upon by this organi-
sation, is going out of his way to protect
an organisation which, in a scientific way,
has been set up to prey upon the individu-
als I have mentioned. I do not know
exactly what the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position expects to gain by his actions.

The other day the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition spoke for 4A hours or longer
in the debate on this Hill. He slated the
Government up hill and down dale because
he said it was introducing legislation to
implement a recommendation made by the
the State Health Council. In every second
word he slated and condemned the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Graham: He meant every word of
it. too.

Mr. GRAYDEN: There are many mem-
bers of his own Party who are equally
adamant in their support of action to
curb the activities of the scientology
organisation; and the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition knows that only too well.
I cannot understand why he should have
used such strong expressions in condemn-
ing the Government for introducing legis-
lation of this kind, when members of his
own party elsewhere in Australia were
equally vociferous in trying to have similar
legislation introduced.

We know where the whole move for the
banning of this organisation originated-
from the Victorian Parliament-and it
arose from the actions of members of the
Labor Party.

Mr. Graham: The banning did not.
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Mr. GRAYDEN: We will find out
whether it did, or not. Many of the
things which the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition said could be refuted com-
pletely.

Mr. Graham: Go ahead.
Mr. ORAYDEN: Let us see what hap-

pened in Victoria. There are some pretty
responsible individuals in the Labor
Party in the Eastern States. They took
the first stand of drawing the attention of
the Public to the harm which has been
caused by scientology. I wish to quote
briefly from Who's Who in Australia. In-
formation concerning the background of
eminent people in the country is set out in
this book, and in respect of Mr. Galbally
the following appears:-

GALBALLY, Hon. John William,
LL.B., MLC., for Melb. North since
1949, Minister for Electrical Undertak-
ings, Vic., 1952-55, and for Labor 1954-
55; Govt. Ldr. in Upper House 1955;
son of Win. S. Galbally ..

Further on this appears-
ed. St. Patrick's Coll. E. Melb.;

admitted Bar 1933, Barrister Melb.
since 1933 ..

That gives an indication of the qualifica-
tions of this person. He is the leader of
the Labor Party in the Legislative Council
of Victoria.

In 1963 in moving the adjournment of
the House in that State Parliament he
spoke on the question of scientology. I
shall quote some of his remarks to give
members an idea of how he felt about
scientology, so that members may compare
what he said with what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition said in this
House. On page 2128 of the 1963 Victorian
Mfansard the following appears:-

The I-on. J. W. QALBALLY (Mel-
bourne North Province). Melbourne
is the headquarters of a nest of
charlatans who are practising with-
in 100 yards of Parliament House,
where they prey on the young-and,
by that. I mean children of six years-
university students, mentally sick and
other people in the community. They
indulge in blackmail and intimidation,
and they extract from their victims,
in some cases, the whole of their
monetary resources. They are doing
this under the nose of the Govern-
ment which has been warned about
their activities by Dr. Dax of the
Mental Health Authority, whose sub-
mission I propose to read. It is on
the file, and I pay tribute to the
research which has been done in this
matter by my colleague, Mr. Walton.

In that State we have the leader of the
Labor Party in the Legislative Council say-
ing that within 100 yards of Parliament
a nest of charlatans were Practising and

they preyed upon the People he mentioned.
He was not alone in condemning the
activities of scientologists.

The reason I am quoting from what Mr.
Galbially said is to indicate that while the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition uses
extreme language in condemning the in-
troduction of legislation to curb the
activities of scientologists, there are other
members of his own Political party in the
east who are prepared to use equally
strong language to ensure that something
is done to curb those activities.

Mr. Jamieson: What Year was that?
Mr. GRAYDEN: That was in 1963. In

Victoria this matter was dealt with much
earlier in the piece. Labor Party members
were the instigators in the Victorian
Parliament for action to be taken in re-
spect of scientology.

Mr. Jamieson: Did they move to ban
scientology?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I have not yet gone
halfway through what I have to say. We
will see what they proposed to do. It does
seem remarkable that in Western Aus-
tralia there Is a Labor Party and in Vic-
toria there is a Labor Party, and that they
hold different views on this question. Let
us imagine a rope stretching between Vic-
toria and Western Australia. On one end
the Labor Party members are pulling the
rope and stretching it out into the Indian
Ocean towards South Africa, while on the
other end the Labor Party members in
Victoria are pulling it the other way and
stretching it into the Pacific.

I quote another Portion of the speech
made by Mr. Galbally in the Victorian
Parliament to show what he thought of
scientology. I could understand the pos-
ition if the Labor Party members are
Opposing the measure just for the sake of
opposing it because, after all, the role of
an Opposition is to oppose. But the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition could
have done this in a moderate way as did
the member for Fremantle. I am at a loss
to understand why the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition used such strong language
in his opposition to the Bill.

Mr. Graham: My language was always
Parliamentary.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It might have been
Parliamentary language, but it was ex-
tremely strong language.

Mr. Graham: As befitted the occasion.
Mr. ORAYDEN: Mr. Galbally con-

cluded on this note-
The House may be amused by soint

of the antics of these people, but I
believe the case goes much deeper. it
is all very well on solemn occasions to
talk about our duty to the youth of
the nation, but when the Vice-Chan-
cellor of the University of Melbourne
made reference to this matter, why
did not the Government try to do
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something about it? This is a Gov-
ernent in name only. I called it the
"tcocktail hour" Government recently,
and I believe that is very nearly a
correct description of it. The matter
I have raised Is of great importance.
I believe these people ought not to be
allowed to take people's money, in the
first place, and to poison people's
minds, because they must inevitably
tend towards insanity and-as Dr. Dax
said in his memorandum to the De-
partment-suicide. I commend this
motion of censure to the House. It
may be that members of the Country
Party will say that the time is not
ripe, but I believe some action in re-
lation to this matter is overdue.

Between his opening remarks and his con-
cluding remarks, Mr. Galbally said a great
number of other things which I shall not
refer to. I would like to emnphasise that
he had a lot of support. For instance this
is another Labor member speaking on the
same motion-

Mr. Jamieson: What is his name?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Walton. So that the
member for Belmont can be sure that he
is a Labor member, I would like him to
listen very carefully, because Mr. Walton
makes it very clear in his first few words.
Hle said-

I support the motion moved by my
Leader to adjourn the House for the
purpose of discussing the deliberate
and obstinate failure of the Govern-
ment to take appropriate action
against a group of charlatans who for
monetary gain are exposing children
of tender age, youths and adults to
intimidation and blackmail, insanity
and even suicide, family estrangement
and bankruptcy, despite repeated
warnings from the Mental Health
Authority and other informed and
responsible bodies.

So he goes on, but I will not quote any
more. I have here a quotation from a
speech made by a Country Party member.
I will quote it because it illustrates that
the mover had pretty wide support. The
following is what Mr. Byrnes had to say-

I listened to Mr. Walton with a great
deal of interest, as I did to Mr. Gal-
bally earlier in the evening. while the
Country Party does not, for various
reasons, intend to vote to adjourn the
House that does not diminish our re-
gard for what has been said this
evening. Important statements have
been made. There is no doubt that
this organization, whose offices are
situated in Spring Street across the
road from Parliament House, is a
body that should be dealt with with-
out delay. It is a festering sore in
the community and is causing untold
damnage.

Another Labor member is Mr. D. 0. Elliot.
He was replying to a statement made by
the Minister for immigration and said-

The Minister of Immigration has
made a statement which amazes moe.
He says that one of the best ways in
which to dispose of this system of
scientology is to laugh it out of
existence by Publicity, but in the
meantime this organization will con-
tinue to advertise for suckers. What
is more important, because of the
sensationalism surrounding this orga-
nization, it will continue to drag
gullible people within its walls. We
have the Government expressing con-
tempt for scientologists, and the
Minister of Immigration mentioned
the fact that apart from the number
of people who are attracted to scien-
tology there are a number of people
who have consistently criticized it. I
remind him that most illnesses cure
themselves and some of the cures
claimed by this institute have been
brought about purely by the effluxion
of time and the order of Mother
Nature. That would probably account
for the majority of the devotees who
gather around these people.

Further on he says-
The Government is saying that

scientology is not infringing any
known law. The Minister of Health
advised the House that he has had
extensive talks with experts from
various Departments to determine how
these People could be prosecuted, yet
that same worthy gentleman has not
even seen one of the basic instruments
by which these people audit other
people and brain-wash them.

He goes on in that strain, but there would
be no point in my reading it all. We can
see the type of statements the Labor memr-
bers In Victoria made when the motion was
moved to adjourn the H-ouse in order to
discuss what they felt was a serious prob-
lem. They did so as a consequence of the
complaints they were receiving and be-
cause of representations made by the
Public Health Department of Victoria.

That was way back in 1963, but the
Government was most reluctant to do any-
thing and even voted against the motion
for the adjournment of the House. So,
Mr. Galbally and his Labor colleagues
went further. A few months later they
Introduced their own private member's
Bill to take action against the scientolo-
gists. Let us take a look at the opening
comments of Mr. Galbally when he intro-
duced that Bill on the 27th November,
1963; and this was the Labor leader in the
Legislative Council of Victoria moving a
private member's Bill to act against scien-
tologists. The following appears in the
Victorian Hansard:-
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SCIENTOLOGY RESTRICTION BILL.
The Hon. J. W. GALBALLY (Mel-

bourne North Province).-I move-
That this Bill be now read a

second time.
This Bill is designed to put scientolo-
gists under similar provisions of our
law as apply to cancer quacks.
Honorable members will be familiar
with the provisions of sub-section (4)
of section 24 of the Medical Act which
applies to unqualified persons holding
themselves out as having the ability
to cure cancer. They will also remem-
ber that that Bill was introduced into
this House by the present Government
and that it had the support of all
parties. in practice, it seems to have
worked very well.

I am not going to keep on quoting be-
cause he goes on for page after page.
However, I would like to quote his con-
cluding remarks.

Mr. Jamieson: What did the Bill do?
Mr. GRAYDEN: I will tell the honour-

able member in a moment. The following
are the concluding remarks of Mr. Gal-
bally:

I make a plea for all the mothers
and fathers in this community who
see their children growing up and
who are anxious to give them an
education, and I make this plea for
all the kiddies in this community
who arce trying to lift themselves up
and live a life in the adolescent
world of doubts, fears and self-con-
sciousness and of those things that
are regarded as true when one is
growing up in life. I make a plea
for their protection from charlatans
who indulge in intelligence quotient
testing at their "efficiency college."
and so forth. That is all I am asking
the House to do. I regard this issue
as being more important than any
other with which we have previously
dealt In this House. It is sacred
to me and my party, and we will never
be deterred or intimidated in what
we know-and what we think every-
body who looks into this problem
knows-is right and just.

Those are the remarks of the Leader of
the Labor Party In the Legislative Council
when in introduced a Bill to act against
scientology.

Mr. Davies: To ban them?

Mr. Graham: Don't put words Into his
mouth,

Mr. GRAYDEN: We can see that mney
are in marked contrast to the remark~s
made by the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion In this House a few nights ago. The
member for Victoria Park has asked what
the Victorian Bill did. Let us look at

what Mr. Galbally said when he explained
some of the clauses. Replying to an In-
terjection by Mr. Nicol, Mr. Galbally said-

Air. Nicol will see that clause 2
of my Bill provides--

In this Act "Scientology" means
the system or Purported system of
the study of knowledge and
psychotherapy advocated In the
writings of Lafayette Ronald
Hubbard and disseminated by the
Hubbard Association of Scientolo-
gists Zinternational, a company in-
corporated in the State of Arizona
in the United States of America,
and includes any system or pur-
ported system associated with or
derived from the same.

That was clause 2. With regard to clause
3, he said-

Having defined the subject with
which this measure Is concerned, clause
3, which is taken directly from the
provisions of the Medical Act, states--

Any person who-
(a) demands or receives

directly or indirectly any
fee or reward, of whatever
kind and by whomsoever
paid or payable, for or on
account of or in relation
to the teaching practice
or application of scien-
tology:

This is clause 3 in the Bill Introduced by
the Labor leader. I will read it again,
and will ask the member for Balcatta to
listen to it-

Any person who--
(a) demands or receives

directly or Indirectly any
fee or reward, of whatever
kind and by whomsoever
paid or payable, for or on
account of or In relation
to the teaching practice
or application of scien-
tology;

That is clause 3. The next bit I wish
to quote is most significant as far as
scientology is concerned. Mr. Galbally
said-

I shall now deal with the E-meter.
concerning which paragraph (b) of
clause 3 provides that any person
who-

in relation to the teaching prac-
tice or application of scientology
uses or attempts or purports to
use any apparatus or device for
recording or measuring the re-
actions impulses or characteristics
of any other Person, whether for
fee or reward or otherwise-

shall be guilty of an offence. These
people can have their E-meters and
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use them on one another, but if they
charge a fee for using them, they will
be guilty of an offence.

Having read this, I wonder whether the
Minister for Health in this State borrowed
the contents of the Bill we have before us
from the legislation which was introduced
by a Labor man. Clause 3 (2) in the pro-
posed Western Australian legislation is the
same provision. It reads-

(2) A person shall not, directly or
indirectly, demand or receive any fee,
reward or benefit of any kind, from
any person, for, on account of, or in
relation to the practice of scientology.

The sa me provision appears in the Vic-
torian legislation; namely-

Any person who--
(a) demands or receives directly

or indirectly any fee or re-
ward, of whatever kind and
by whomsoever paid or Pay-
able, for or on account of or
in relation to the teaching
practice or application of
scientology;

That is an all-important provision as far
as scientologists are concerned.

Mr. Graham: The honourable member
has only a few minutes left. Will he tell
us the power that proscribes their activi-
ties?

Mr. CIRAYDEN: Let me draw the atten-
tion of the House to the fact that it
severely limits their activities.

Mr. Graham: Draw attention to the ban-
ning- part if you can. The honourable
member will not be able to.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I shall have to find it
and the nearest I can see-

Mr. Graham: That is the question:
Where is it?

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is contained in section
2 which 1 have read out.

Mr. Graham: Section 2 has nothing to
do with it. Try again!

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is section 3.
Mr. Graham: That deals with fees.

Mr. I. W. Manning: The member for
Balcatta is making another speech.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is in Hansard and
the member for Balcatta can read it . It
reads--

Any Person who-
(a) demands or receives directly

or indirectly any fee or re-
ward, of whatever kind and by
whomsoever paid or payable.
for or on account of or in re-
lation to the teaching practice
or application of scientology;

Mr. Graham: That is what I said; it
deals with fees and not with the banning.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I ask the member for
Balcatta: Where is there anything to ban
scientology in the Bill we have before us?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is the practice
of scientology.

Mr. Graham: Clause 3, subclause '1).
Mi. Ross Hutchinson: It is the practLice

of scientology.
Mr. Graham: It appears the member for

South Perth has not read it.
.Mr. GRAYDEN: It says that a person

shall not practise scientology. The hon-
ourable member is so far off the track I
think we should make allowances for him.

We could take the dictionary definition
of "Practice' and we could say that a per-
son shall not practise scientology and that
would be all-embracing. Instead of that
the Government is going out of its way to
qualify the position and says that, in this
legislation, all that is included in regard to
practice, in relation to scientology, is the
following:-

'practice," in relation to scientology,
includes the application and teach-
Ing of, and the carrying on of busi-
ness in connection with, scientology
and the verb, "to practise," has a
corresponding meaning;

That is all it means.
Mr. Graham:, No. It has the normal

meaning, but it also includes additional
things.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Crown Law Depart-
ment of Western Australia and the Par-
liaz~cntary Draftsman say that my inter-
pretati]on is correct.

Mr. Graham: D2o they?
Mr. GRAYDEN: In practice, we will find

it is correct. Once the measure becomes
law, as I said before, there will not be an
individual in Western Australia who cannot
get up and say that he is a scientologist
and believes in scientology.

How right is the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition? If he Is right, let him intro-
duce an amendment 'when we meet after
Christmas. If he is right, I would cer-
tainly support the amendment.

Mr. Graham: You are a ouppet and
would support the Minister.

Mr. GRAYDEN: If there is court action
we will see who is right and who is not,
and whether we can accept the assurances
of the Minister for Health and the Minis-
ter for Works based, of course, on the
recommendations of the Crown Law De-
partment of Western Australia. Who is
the member for Ealcatta to set himself up
above those authorities on an Issue of this
kind?

Mr. Graham: Just a representative of
the people.

Mr. GRAYDEN: When we meet after
Christmas, somebody should raise the
issue in the House in order that we can

2616
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ascertain and make clear to all members
of the House, and any member of the pub-
lic who happens to be in the gallery,
whether the member for Balcatta, was try-
ing to deceive the members of this House
and members of the public, particularly
those in the gallery, on this issue.

Let us make an issue of it. Let us see
If any action is taken to prevent a man
or a woman from being a scientologist.
There will not be, because of the clear-cut
assurance. What more does the member
for Balcatta want?

Mr. Graham: Just what the law says,
not what you say.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.5 p.m.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Just before the after-

noon tea suspension I was talking about
what had happened in the Eastern States
In respect of scientology, and the actions
taken there by Labor members to curb the
activities of scientologists. Before I get off
that point. I would like to say that alter
the Labor leader in the Legislative Coun-
cil introduced a private member's Bill to
deal with scientology. the Government of
Victoria decided to appoint a board of
inquiry into the matter. The actual
statement in this regard was made on the
5th December, 1963. The Minister for
Health in Victoria (The Hon. R,. W. Mack)
had this to say-

I wish to inform the House, that the
Government does not propose to pro-
ceed with the debate on this Bill this
session. I1 do not wish to go any
further into the matter except to say
that, as honourable members are
aware, the Government has appointed
a board of inquiry to investigate
scientology, and it Is desirable that
the matter be left where it is at the
moment.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. MAitchell):
The honourable member has another five
minutes.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Mr. Galbally followed
the Minister and he said-

I can only express my dismay at
the decision of the Government,

And he went on in that strain. As a con-
sequence of the appointment of that board
of inquiry-we would refer to it here as a
Royal Commission-a report was Issued
and it is this report which has caused so
much controversy. However, we must re-
member that this inquiry was undertaken
in Victoria as a consequence of the actions,
at a parliamentary level, of the Labor
leader lb the Legislative Council.

One of the points about scientology that
appalls me is the unbelievable claims
which are made. particularly in relation
to the instrument which they cal an
E. meter. The E. meter, of course, is
nothing but a variation of the galvano-
meter, which had its origin in an invention

in 1820. This instrument has been used
in various forms ever since for measuring
resistance to electrical currents.

Here is an instrument invented in 1820
and scion tologists today are trying to
attribute all sorts of powers to it. For
instance, this is the sort of thing they say
in respect of it-

Amongst the various uses to which
the E-meter has been put in scien-
tology is the determination of the
dates of incidents in the distant past
on the time track of the preclear.
This is done by time spotting, the
auditor and the preclear co-operating
to ascertain by the reaction of the
meter when the incident in question
happened. Frequently, while on the
E-rneter, preclears have described
events trillions of years ago, even
though the preclear in some cases did
not know whether it was the English
trillion or the American trillion to
which he was referring. Hubbard,
however, cleared this matter up by
indicating that he meant the Ameri-
can trillion when he used the term
in his writings. It was said that the
E-meter is capable of great precision
when it comes to fixing a date in the
past.. Scientology witnesses gave evi-
dence and files showed that dates had
been fixed down to the second, such
precise fixings as 43,851,924,801 years,
94 days, 12 hours, 1 minute and 3
seconds, being quite common.

That is the sort of claim that is made in
resprect of the S-meter. which is nothing
but a variation of the galvanometer. an
instrument invented way back in 1820. It
illustrates the absurdity of the claims
made.

Another claim which scientologists make
Is in respect of curing atomic bomb radia-
tion flash burns. In regard to this aspect,
let me quote this statement-

Extract from
Scientology Centre,

268 Adelaide Terrace, Perth.
Phone No.: 21-2831.

FREE COURSE "A"
Page 7

"WHAT SPECIAL USE DOES
SCIENTOLOGY HAVE?

Scientology does things for people
which have not been done before. It
makes them well from illnesses which
wvere once considered hopeless. It
increases their intelligence by actual
measurement. It changes their com-
petence. and betters their behaviour.
in addition to these things, it brings
them a better understanding of life.
One outstanding thing which it does:
it alleviates burns received from
atomic bombs. Scientology is the
only specific cure for atomic bomb
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radiation flash burns. Scientology pro-
cessing given to persons burned by
radiation can alleviate the majority of
difficulty. However, the normal use of
Scientology is with normal people who
wish to increase their general effici-
ency, competence, and happiness, as
well as to increase their understanding
of life".

I ask the member for Balcatta whether
he goes along with that little bit of dogma
from scientologists. I want to know
whether he believes that in fact scien-
tology can cure radiation flash burns.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr.
Mitchell): The hanourable miember's timre
has expired,

Mr. GR.AYDEN: I am sorry about that.

MR. ,JAMIESON (Belmont) (4.12 p.m.]:
I think we are all sorry that the honour-
able member's time has expired because
we were enjoying his oration. However
I think we should put a few of the
honourable member's facts right immedi-
ately before the debate gets away from
the theme he was pursuing.

Too often in my stay in this Chamber
has chis House debated the question of
an interpretation for me to let this in-
stance go without making reference to it.
on a number of occasions the Hawke
Government introduced legislation-and
one measure which comes readily to mind
was the unfair trading Act-and mem-
bers opposite, who were then the Opposi-
tion, spoke about how vicious were the
provisions in the interpretation clauses.
Those members were most vocal-and this
includes the present Minister for Indus-
trial Development-on those occasions,
and they made sure that the definitions
in the legislation meant what they said.
They wanted to make sure that everything
that was intended to be covered should be
referred to in the definitions.

If the definition of "practice" in this
Bill stated that a person shall not practise
scientology, then everybody would know
what it really meant. But it does not do
that. The member for South Perth said
that officers of the Crown Law Depart-
ment, and others, had made statements
about what the word "practice" meant.
But that is not good enough.

We have had this sort of argument on
many occasions and we want to know
exactly what the Interpretation covers.
The Crown Law Department gave certain
rulings in respect of another matter which
is now the subject of a motion before the
Rouse, but the member for South Perth
Is not satisfied with that ruling, and
neither am I. However, that is just by
the way.

This definition of "Practice" in the Bill
can include all sorts of things. it allows
for a very loose interpretation. If the

Government were genuine in its belief that
it wanted to prohibit the practice of
scientology it would say so in the defini-
tions. In other words, the Bill would say
exactly what it meant. For instance, the
Bill, in the definition of "practice" states-

'Practice", in relation to scientology.
includes the application and teach-
ing of, and the carrying on of
business in connection with,
scientology and the verb, "to prac-
tise", has a corresponding mean-
Ing;

If the word "means" had been used instead
of "includes" the position would have ber _-
definite and the intention of the legisla-
tion would have been known. At the
moment the intention of the legislation Is
not clear.

We would like to have a good look at
the attitude to scientology of the Labor
Party members in Victoria referred to by
the honourable member. I would not like
to guess the reason for their action. 1
know Mr. Galbally, and I know he is likely
to say any of the things that were read
out by the honourable member, but he
would also say any of these things against
anyone who did not support the Coiling -
wood Football Club; so that does not in-
dicate that what he says is right.

He may have a very strong legal argu-
ment so far as the particular situation
Is concerned, because he Is a trained
lawyer, and has won a number of cases
in the criminal courts; so it is only to be
expected that if he puts up a case in sup-
port of this mat~ter he will attempt to
blacken the organisation as much as pos-
sible.

Mr. Court: Is not he a champion of in-
dividual rights?

Mr. JAMITESON: Not particularly.
Champions of individual rights can get
trampled under their own theories.

I would like now to deal with the ori-
ginal traducer of the scientology move-
ment-the person who went to Mr. Gal-
bally. While I do not go along with
scientology and other cults that worry me
at my front door-though I admit tbe
scientologists do not--I certainly have no
fear of talking to them. I may not be
prepared to have any truck with them
when I have heard what they have to say,
but I would have no mnote fear of talking
to them than I would of talking to a
member of the Liberal Party or the Com-
munist Party, because I feel certain that
my thinking would not be influenced,

I would like now to quote from a copy
of the Nation Magazine dated the 25th
January, 1964, in which is contained an
article headed, '"Back from the Brain
Wash," by X. D. Gott. It deals mainly
with one, Philip B. Wearne. Here I would
again sanction some of the language used
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by the member for Fremantle In connec-
tion with the Kangaroo Court and say
that a good deal of it is intemperate. There
is, howvever, a lot of fact mixed up with
the fiction and we must sort out the fact
from the fiction.

While the Kangaroo Court may not be
over-reliable to quote from, I would be
inclined to accept the fact that this con-
tributed article in Nation dealing with
Philip B. Wearne as reasonably accurate.

I say this because the member for Vic-
toria Park and myself are probably the
only two members in this Chamber who
knew Mr. Wearne and the type of man he
was. He was a go-getter who made every
Post a winner, he would throw dinners
and champagne parties at the Adeiphi, and
so on, to influence people to his way of
thinking and to his purpose. There was
no limit to the largesse he would distri-
bute.

So far as I can see he thought he had a
sucker movement he could use for his own
purpose and he got tied up with scien-
tology. Apparently, however, the scientolo-
gists were too smart for him and they
ultimately used him for their purpose. It
was a case of the biter being bit. I now
Quote from the Publication Nation of
1964 as follows:-

Mr. Wearne, the self-proclaimed
"ALP. Publicity Officer" with his score
of advertising salesmen and a battery
of telephones ensconced in three build-
ings close to the Melbourne Trades
Hall, his Jaguar and all-white M.G.,
and his homes in Toorak and Sydney.

He had all this and he wanted more. He
had the idea that power was in his grasp
for the asking: one of these power without
glory men. Sometimes, however, these
ideas come unstuck, and when they do, this
type of person generally tries to find some-
one on whose shoulder he can weep. In
this case he approached Mr. Galbally and
told him the story, and Mr. Galbally fell for
it. In the meantime a number of organisa-
tions which came into existence under Mr.
Wearne were experiencing difficulty be-
cause of his activities. He did none of
the organisations any good in the long run
because of his sales methods and his gen-
eral attitude. Some of the methods he
employed were very close to gangster
methods.

He claims to have been brainwashed by
the scientologists and it is interesting to
read what he says, and I quote-

This claim may be exaggerated, but
the account of his experiences which
Mr. Wearne has circulated contains
the most detailed and comprehensive
account of Scientology "training" yet
to be published in Australia. At the
first class he attended, for example,
members were Paired off and for over
two hours "began to practise the series
of rhythmatlcal bodily and mental

exercises which I was to discover later
were the rigorous forms of initial
Scientology brainwashing procedures.
In one of these early sessions each pair
would sit in chairs opposite each other
a few feet apart and fix their eyes and
attention rigidly on each other for
hours at a time."

After a few sessions of this, Mr.
Wearne had a breakdown and could
not run his business.

I do not blame him. If he went through
a few sessions of that sort of thing he
would certainly ruin his business. If he
was intelligent and had the empire he said
he did, surely he would not need this sort
of thing. To continue with the quote-

The Scientologists came to his res-
cue; for a hundred guineas they gave
him a course of "individual process-
ing." Subsequently he paid out over
£2,000 for several hundred hours of
Processing. He is now suing for the
recovery of same of this money.

This is the case of a person who, appear-
ing to be smart, was, in fact, outsmarted.
But in spite of all this our own Minister
for Health has fallen for all this giddy
gossip. Another extract I wish to quote
reads--

The credit squeeze came, but Mr.
Wearne's conditioning made him see
it as an atonement for guilt.

We probably, all of us, should have a
course of scientology; it might make us
feel better. To continue-

His reaction was to set about trying
to get his staff to attend Scientology
courses. His account may be melodra-
matic, but its factual recital is fascinat-
ing: There were "repetitive commands
governing body movements to establish
a rhythm of obedience, e.g., 'Look at
that wall. Walk over to that wall.
Touch that wall. Turn around. Look
at that wall . . .' These and similar
movements would be repeated over and
over for twenty-five to fifty hours and
when necessary were enforced by
physical coercion."

Mr. Bertram: Is that a quick step?

Mr. JAMIESON: It would be in the
same category as a marathon dance effort.

Mr. Bickerton; You would have to be
physically fit.

Mr. JAMIESON: That is so. T am read-
ing this to show the stupidity associated
with the original complaint which was
brought to Mr. Galbally which ultimately
caused Mr. Rylah to appoint a board of
one. The meaning of a "board" In the
dictionary, incidentally, is a committee or
council.

Mr. Court: We call a single Royal Com-
missioner a commission.
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Mr. JAMESON: Victoria still appoints
Royal Commissions-one was appointed to
inquire into the Licensing Act-that Is
the strange part about It. The article
continues--

Despite the melodrama, some con-
fusion in the narrative, and a degree
of amateur psychologising, Mr.
Wearne's revelations have made the
biggest impact of any of the attacks
yet made on the Scientology cult. It
was largely on the basis of data which
he supplied that the Opposition Leader
in the Legislative Assembly. Mr. Gal-
bally, last year launched his Bill to
stifle Scientology by making it an
offense to accept monetary reward for
teaching or practicing it. Mr. Gal-
bally's bill was forestalled by the Gov-
ernment's appointment of Mr. X. V.
Anderson, Q.C., as a Royal Commis-
sioner with wide terms of reference
into the subject.

The member for South Perth was trying
to find out whether a ban was imposed.
This would be a strict limitation I agree,
but it certainly would not have banned
the organisation by imposing a, monetary
restriction, though it might have limited
Its activities-

That the organisation is to be banned
here is very certain, because the Minis-
ter for Health has made the statement
that the organisation is to be banned; he
made it very clear that this was the case.
So the member for South Perth need not
worry on that score. The organisation
and everything associated with it is to be
banned.

Mr. Grayden: The people can still be
scientolagists; you are not disputing that?

Mr. JAMIESON: I am, because these
people practise scientology and I gave a
very clear interpretation of the word
"practise."

Mr. Grayden: Would you apologise in
six months' time if you were proved
wrong?

Mr. JAMIESON: Once the Bill goes
through, how can I be proved wrong In
six months' time. The article continues-

Mr. Wearne's attempts to interest
the Commonwealth authorities in
Scientology as a threat to national
security do not appear to have been
so successful. Part of L, Ron Hub-
bard's gobbledegook Is the "Zone
Plan", under which Scientologists are
instructed to obtain Influential posi-
tions in business, politics and govern-
ment Services with the ultimate aim of
seizing power.

I have known those conditions to apply
to another organisation practising in this
State, but the Minister is not taking any
action in that direction. To continue-

Mr. Wearne apparently takes this
fantasy of a coup d'6tat seriously, de-
spite his own demonstration that cult

members finish up so muddle-minded
that they cannot even manage their
own affairs. Out of these fears has
been born his "Committee for Mental
Health and National Security" which
is "dedicated to oppose the subver-
sion of the Australian Commonwealth
by brainwashing of key citizens under
the guise of 'Mental Health'." Mr.
Wearne is providing the cover address
for those ex-Scientologists who wish to
join his crusade.

That is the portion of the article which
indicates the start of this action. Mr.
Wearne would be a very unreliable witness
indeed.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: From what are
you quoting?

Mr. JAMIESON: I have already said,
I am nuoting from the publication,
Nation, of the 25th January. 1964. Mr.
Wearrie would be a very doubtful witness
in any circumstance. He was always on
the go. He was effervescent, and he did
not know where he was going. Whenever
I ran into him r always found him in his
Eel Air air-conditioned Chevrolet with
plenty of money to influence people. Mr.
Galbally obviously fell for the case he
put forward. Mr. Wearne was also a wit-
ness before the inquiry and it would seem
that even Mr. Anderson. from his attitude
and action, might have had a background
of mental prejudice as a result of his
relicious approach: though I do not know
whether that was the case.

HE- '!1sd rprt'Iri 'P';Arvlx'n--:n' r "'bet
should he done and what should not be
done. One of the important aspects is
that Mr. Galbally initiated this inquiry
and Mr. Anderson refuspa to Pt- Ihfm an-
pear before the board. Mr. Anderson said
it would be a breach of parliamentary
privilege if he were subjected to cross-
examination. Apparently Mr. Galbally
had obtained his Information from Mr.
Wearne and when Mr. Wearne appeared.
he did. not know much about it.

I v'ould like now to get on to the ques-
tion whether this organlisation Is a
church. I do not know what a church is.

Mr. Craig: Don't you go to church?

Mr. JAMIESON: Not to yours.
Mr. Craig: I said to church.
Mr. JAMIESON: I said I did not -To to

yours. 1 do not know what could be de-
fined as a church. but obviously there are
many of them with different rites. In
regard to scientology, I have seen the
pro forma that is used for various cere-
mnonies such as weddings, burials, christen-
inqs, and those sorts of things.

Mr. Craig: They cannot perform wed-
dings.

Mr. JAMIESON: Yes.
Mr. Craig: Not in Western Australia.
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Mr. JAMIESON, Yes, they can. The
weddings are not legal, but they are per-
formed in their church. The same posi-
tion applies to the Dutch Reformed
Church and others. It is no use the Min-
ister gibbering-of course they can. In
this State certain preachers are permitted
by the State to take part in a civil cere-
mony that occurs. Of course, the signing
of the Papers is required by law when
a marriage takes place in this State. In
this State we often read of couples being
married in two different churches because
of their religious beliefs, although they
do not go through the civil rites in the
two churches. Nevertheless, it is a wedd -ing in accordance with the rites of the
particular church.

All religious organisations are entitled
to their own views. I do not know
whether they coerce people to belong to
the various religious organisations, but I
think members will agree on reflection
that the Moslem faith was originally al-
most entirely founded on coercion. A sword
was Put to a persons throat and he was
asked, "Do you believe or do you not?" if
he did not believe then there was nothing
for him to believe in. He did not have
much choice. That faith obtained more
converts than any other modern religon;
and it has made up the most ground.

Why are we arguing about it? Are we
disregarding the fact that coercion is
practised by many faiths, even political
parties? When a member leaves a poli-
tical party, or any sect, is he not asked
to come back, or consigned to Coventry by
those organisations?

Mr. Lewis: You would not know what
you are talking about.

Mr. JAMIESON: Of course not; but you
always do!

Mr. Lewis: You are talking a lot of
nonsense.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Minister can leave
if he wishes.

Mr. Lewis: I do not have to leave.
Mr. JAMIESON: He will be able to give

us his views at a later stage.
Mr. Graham: He will probably try to

ban you.
Mr. JAMIESON. Yes: I am glad that

point was mentioned. It amazes me
that, with all the powers we have in this
State, the Liberal Party has made no
attempt to ban the Communist Party as
a sect. If any organisation affects mental
health, surely the communists must affect
the mental health of the Liberal Party.

Mr. Williams: And the Labor Party.
Mr. JAMIESON: I have never been a

member of the Communist Party so I
would not have as much knowledge as the
honourable member. The danger is where
to start and where to finish. I am sure

the socialist platform of the Labor Party
affects the mental health of the Minis-
ter for Industrial Development in regard
to some of the matters it condemns, but
that Minister has made no move to ban
the Labor Party.

I am sure the policy of the Liberal
Party towards a whole lot of problems
results in people needing a prop on which
to lean.

Mr. Bickerton: I do not know.
Mr. JAMIESON: At least we have not

produced the legislation yet.
Mr. Rushton: You haven't had an op-

portunity.
Mr. JAMIESON., There are all sorts of

strange customs associated with various
organisations. We wonder why people
conduct strange services. We also wonder
why the scientologists have a glossary and
an abridged dictionary on scientology. We
know that children often come home
from school with sayings that adults find
hard to understand. I understand some
churches believe in total immersion in
water. Whether the people concerned dry
out afterwards I do not know. Some do
not appear to. We have people in our
community who practise 'Yoga and who
like to stand on their head for hours on
end. That would not do very much for
my mental health. Nevertheless, these
people have not been interfered with so
far.

One of the worst features of this legis-
lation, as I see it, is the move on the
part of the Government to ban this or-
ganiSRtion. because a Minister, who is
rather empty-headed and long-tongued.
made statements and there is going to be
a legal case taken against him. If this
legislation is approved, the people who
are taking action in the court-the scien-
tology movement-againist the Minister
have no chance of getting a verdict, be-
cause Parliament, if it passes, this legis-
lation, will have prejudged the situation
for the judge. One might say that, in law,
such is not the case.

Mr. Court: It is not. He judges the
case on the circumstances when the al-
leged offence was committed.

Mr. JAMIESON: Once Parliament has
made a determination that this is an ob-
noxious organ isation and it is banned, it
would be a brave judge who would face
that situation.

How could the judge believe that what
the Minister said was libellous or defama-
tory? He could not, because of the de-
cision of Parliament, which the Minister
knows to be the case. It is a system of
inducement.

Mr. Court: That is not the only round
on which he would consider the case.

Mr. JAMIESON: No; but he lives in
the community and is subject to the laws.
He knows what Parliament is doing and,
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undoubtedly, he would be influenced. It
would be hard to get a fair trial in re-
gard to this case.

We hear that scientologists commit a
lot of crimes. We must have a pretty
bad Police Force! However, I doubt that
very much, as its members seem to be
doing a good enough job. If people be-
longing to this orsanisation commit such
heinous crimes against the Health Act,
surely there would be informants who
could take action! There was an instance
a few years ago, but that person has been
excommunicated from the scientology
organisation. So there seems to be no
basis for the crimes that are said to be
committed.

It is true that people who have been
associated with the scientology movement
have needed mental) health treatmnent, but
the psychologists and others state-I do
not know about the Minister's advisers-
that they had no knowledge of those per-
sonst mental condition prior to their being
connected with scientology. We know
that all sorts of people obtain treatment
from various kinds of body manipulators,
when they think their doctors are doing
no good for them. Some, even take to
the bottle, I do not know which is
worse; I would not like to say. It is the
freedom of the individual that permits
him to belong to any group which he con-
siders to be the best to provide him with
a prop.

I have taken notice, from time to time,
of the people who have been sitting in
the gallery and they seem to be normal
human beings, just as I hope those on
the floor of the House are.

Mr. Graham: I have some doubts about
those on the other side of the House.

Mr. JAMIESON: They may have doubts
about us. I do not have very much in com-
mon with them, nor have they anything in
common with the Labor Party. There
is one portion of the Anderson report
which I intend to quote as I consider
it may be of interest. It shows where
we all stand on this Issue. I quote from
chapter 28, page 155. One paragraph reads
as follows:" -

The only overt political action of
which evidence was given to the Board
was in relation to the 1964 Victorian
elections. The Melbourne EASt Coin.
Mag. Vol. 6, No. 5A for May, 1984,
carried an article written by Williams,
entitled "A Declaration of War",
which stated. "It is the urgent duty
of every scientologist In Victoria to
get out and make certain that the
Australian Labor Party is defeated
completely and thoroughly and for-
ever at the election." Williams said
he wrote this article for humani-
tarian, not Political, reasons, because

the Australian Labor Party was hos-
tile to the HASI which was entitled
to defend itself.

That is the attitude of the scientologists.
themselves. They state they have no truck
with the Australian Labor Party, and we
certainly have none with them. To my
knowledge, no member of the A.L.P. is an
active member of the scientology organisa-
tion. If he is, then that is his own business.

Scientology may or may not be a re-
ligious organisation, but again that is its
own business. However, I would not be
a party to the banning of any organisa-
tion because of some empty-headed
charges, coming mainly from a Minister
in this State. Why his advisers have been
so pointed In regard to this matter, I do
not know. Some are men for whom I
have had great respect. I sometimes won-
der whether these men are as close to their
occupation as they should be when they
endeavour to judge human rights as
against mental health.

I am amazed that the Minister who
is handling this Bill in the House did
not, when he was Minister for Health,
take some action, against the people who,
within his knowledge, practised psycho-
logical killings in this State. He re-
mained silent and allowed them to do
this. They have been doing it for a long
time and will continue to do so because
neither the Minister nor anybody else will
take action against them. Yet they are
obviously taking action that upsets the
mental health of and, indeed, kills people
in Western Australia.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Who are they?
Mr. JAMIESON: I thought the Minis-

ter might ask if I kept it up long enough.
I refer to the "mapam man" who points
the bone. Nothing has been done about
those people and yet they have been
physically killing people for years. They
are citizens of this State.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I feel that the
bone has been pointed at me on a number
of occasions.

Mr. Graham: What a pity it failed.

Mr. JAMIESON: I cannot see very much
difference in the activities of the scien-
tologists and other high-powered evan-
gelistic groups. When they start up they
have weird ideas, but they seem to straigh-
ten themselves out as they go along.

it is not so long ago that Booth started
the Salvation Army and the usual cry,
in those days, was "The Salvation Army
have all gone balmy." However, the Sal-
vation Army is a. respected section of the
community these days. No doubt there
are other organisations such as the one
organised by Judge Rutherford and his
Jehovah Witnesses. I liken Hubbard to
Rutherford because I think they work
along the same lines.
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Hubbard is a prolific writer, and by pro-
mating such an Organisation he can sell
his writings at the prices which he lists.
Scientolo'gy News sells for 6s sterling. A
modern science magazine sells for 35s,
another publication for 36s, and the
original thesis sells for 20s. This is a good
line for a fellow who probably likes to
be right up in the limelight, and at the
same time provide a shoulder for people to
lean on. There seems to be abundant
evidence that this does occur. Whether
this is because of the fellowship and the
association the one with the other, I do
not know.

There is evidence that many people
claim they have been able to come out of
themselves and go forth into the corn-
mnunity, and carry out jobs they felt were
beyond them, since they have mixed with
this Organisation. Whether this is right
or wrong, I would not like to say; one
has to judge these things as one finds
them. If there are 13 people out of 11,000
in mental institutions because they were
associated with scientology, there may also
be another 13 not in institutions because
they have associated with scientology. This
is another matter of guesswork, and when
we come to guesswork it is anybody's guess
as to who is right.

It seems to me that we have had no
clear Indication that this Bill Is as the
Minister would have us believe. The keep-
ing of dossiers on the members of the
Organisation seems to be an objectionable
feature.

Another objectionable feature, if the
Bill is passed, is: what would the Com-
missioner of Police do with the records
delivered to him pursuant to the Act,
which are to be destroyed or otherwise
disposed of? floes that mean the Com-
missioner of Police can turn those records
over to the department, or sell them, or
otherwise dispose of them? He could be
virtually placed in a position of being a
legalised blackmailer. if the information
is as bad as we are led to believe the
Commissioner of Police could use that
Information, or have it used, to the de-
triment of people.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson:. The Commissionei
of Police would have to conform to the
law.

Mr. JAMIESON: Yes; but I point out
that he can dispose of the material as he
thinks fit. I take it that the organisa-
tion has quiet sessions very much like the
Catholic confessional. If a bad priest got
hold of some information then no doubt
It could be used.

Mr. I. W. Manning: That does not occur.

Mr. JAMIESON: No; but usually, some-
where along the line, there is a bad apple
in the barrel. The information contained
In the dossiers Could be used against the
people concerned. This Is one of the

risks we take, and one of the risks those
people associated with scientology are
prepared to take, believing as they do
that it will be to their great advantage.

Confession is supposed to be good for
the soul, and evidently the members of
the Organisation indulge in a form of con-
fession in carrying out the ideas of scien-
tology. Many of their rituals are queer,
and I would not go along with them.

However, many of our rituals in this
Parliament would appear to be queer to
them. Many of our practices must ap-
pear to be quite queer. For instance, when
we address a person who is sitting down
as Mr. Speaker, or Mr. Acting Speaker,
then some people must wonder what is
going on, because the person who is ad-
dressing the Speaker or the Acting
Speaker is the one who is actually speak-
ing. We know the reason, but those
people may not know the reason. We
are not members of their organisation
and we do not know the reasons for their
rituals.

If they transgress the law of the land
they deserve to be punished in the normal
way, the same as Jehovah's Witnesses or
anyone else. We have had instances
where religious groups have interfered
with the lives of families. We have had
instances of the Plymouth Brethren put-
ting all sorts of restrictions on their mem-
bers, and refusing to let them live with
one another, and refusing to let them
listen to a radio. Surely such practices
must affect the mental health of those
people.

The ACTING SPEAKER, (Mr.
Mitchell): The honourable member has
five minutes more.

Mr. JAMIESON: The health of these
people must be affected. Right through
the ages religions and sects have always
caused some mental disquiet. It is true
that the various branches of the Christian
church are now fairly liberal, but it Is
not so long ago-and certainly in our
memories--that mixed marriages were
frowned upon.

Because of the feeling between the sects
there was a distinct possibility of one
partner being prevailed upon because he
married in the other partner's church.
Those persons were referred to as living
in sin and not being married, and surely
that would affect them. However, in those
days no action was taken to ban those
organisations. There should be no action
to ban this organisation. What the or-
ganisation does is its own business. What
seems repugnant to some people is attrac-
tive to others, and this is how it is in all
communities as mixed as ours.

The Government has not shown where
there Is a desirability to really do any-
thing to these People. The Minister has
got himself Into a spot and the Govern-
ment is trying to get him out of that spat.
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r7he Minister has made all sorts of state-
menits and been reported, and he has no
basis for many of his statements. It ill
behaves this Government to take this
action. If the organisation is acting con-
trary to the law and against the Medical
Act or the Police Act, the Minister should
see that action is taken. He should not
make statements and then expect to be
protected by the Parliament. To me that
is the wrong way to attack these things
and I feel we should leave the situation as
it is at the present time.

We should watch this organisation and
make sure that it does not transgress the
laws of the land, and make sure we are
able to say, in our minds, that it is func-
tioning as a sect or an organisation and not
doing aything mare than is done by the
Plymouth Brethren, the Dutch Reformed
Church, or any of the other organisations
with these rather unusual, if not peculiar,
ideas about the way they conduct their
services and rites, If we leave it at that
we will not get into any trouble.

If one organisation is banned then sure
enough another one will need to be ban-
ned. On the tide of the Government
could depend the freedom of the in-
dividuals, the freedom of the members of
the Liberal Party, and the freedom of the
members of the Labor Party. Organisa-
tions, philosophies, religions: there is not
much difference.

Finally, I am reminded that Ben
Chifley, who was regarded as being a re-
markable person in many of his philoso-
phies, made a statement not long before
his death. He said that to him, the Labor
Party was more than a political philo-
sophy: it was a religion. Par a man of
the Catholic faith to say that sort of
thing would be a determination of his
own conscience. However, he made that
statement.

We have to be allowed to determine our
own associates and our own activities, and
take the actions that we want with the
people we desire. Otherwise, the indivi-
dual -will be destroyed; and, it does not
matter which Government is associated
with such destruction, it will regret it in
the long run.

2MR. 1CASH (Mirrabooka) £4.51 p.m.):
As explained by the Minister, the purpose
of the Bill is to prevent the organisation
kno%,wn as scientology from practising in
this State. The Minister was careful to
point ot tvat the legislation is directed
aL-ainst the organisation, and not against
the individua~l beliefs. This was very
.strongly rupported by the member for
South Perth.

The Minister, when he introduced the
Bill, said it had been carefully designed to
limit the activities of the organisation. He
mentioned that the legislation was directed
against the association and not against

the individuals Who may wvish to read or
study, for whatever reason, the writings
of Lafayette Ronald Hubbard.

Approaches have been made to members
of Parliament and we have been able to
read quite an amount of criticism pub-
lished in the Press. We have also received
a flood of literature on scientology. We
have had telephone calls and house visits.

Mr. Davies: You have also been called
upon at your house.

Mr. CASH: As I have been reminded by
the member for Victoria Park, there have
been inquiries for me at my house. A
group called at my house but they were a
little unlucky-or lucky, as the case may
be-because I was not home and had I
been home I would have expressed my
views.

Mr. Jamieson: I do not think they would
have been afraid of you.

Mr. CASH: Nor of you. In regard to the
visit to my home, these people rang but
were informed that I was at an offcial
function with the Minister for Transport,
and a Minister from another place. How-
ever, they were not satisfied with this ex-
planation and they would not leave a
namne or -a telephone number. Later in the
afternoon my family and my elderly rela-
tives were amazed to see a large number
of cars in front of the house and a group
of people on our front lawn. Again they
inquired for me, and again they were in-
formed that I was not yet at home.

I do not think this approach was a wvise,
move. The group should have at least got
in touch with me before they called at my
home. Elderly people can be unset by a
group of strangers arriving. It could be a
violent mob, rather than people wishing to
air a particular problc-m. I would say to
these people that this vwas a mistake, and
this is one avenue of public relations which
fell down.

I have also had individual callers, and
I have talked to them. A lot of these
people seemed to be sincere in their be-
liefs. When one reads about whtat occurs
within the organisation, one can only come
to one conclusion: there appears to be two
parts to the organisation, and it appears
to me that one part knows only half of
what goes on in the organisation. The
other part seems to know all that goes on,
including the Anderson report, and all the
allegations associated with it.

We have seen many scientology news-
papers and other literature which have
clouded over the facts. In those news-
papers wild statements have been made
about Ministers, members of Parliament,
and others, not only in Western Australia,
but in other parts of the Commonwealth,
and even in other parts of the world. I
think it is one of their failings that in
their approach to a person to present their
particular case there has been a tendency
for them to overstate and exaggerate. In
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his speech the member for Fremantle
criticised this aspect of scientology
severely. Uf when they went along to a
person to express their case they added
some facts to emphasise the points, then,
by further points, perhaps, they could re-
fute some of the arguments that had been
raised against theta.

I wonder, whether their experience in
Victoria, where they clashed with the
responsible authorities, warranted a new
approach in their public relations in West-
ern Australia. The wild statements and
exaggerated facts that have been pub-
lished in the scientology newspapers surely
mnust have made it more difficult to gain
an audience with members of Parliament,
especially with Ministers, with a view to
stating their ease.

Mr. Graham: I wonder what your atti-
tude would be if the hatchet were balanced
over your head?

Mr, CASH:. However, despite this weak-
ness in their public relations-I will take
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition on
later, because I will not let him get
away with that-the Government and
many other organisations are well aware
of the views of scientology, and now the
Government has become possessed of cer-
tain evidence of the activities of scien-
tologists. The Government has received
letters from mnany people and it also has a
copy of the Anderson report. Ministers of
the Government have, apart from the
correspondence they have received, had
personal interviews, and now therefore
the Government believes it has sufficient
evidence in its possession to realise its
awareness of the position and its responsi-
bility to the community. in the circum-
stances the Government considers it is
justified in introducing this legislation in
the interests of the community itself.

Some members felt that, from the
evidence they gained from scientologists
themselves and from what the Minister
responsible for the Bill had to say about
representations made from both sides of
the House this afternoon, there seems to
be a conflict between the opinion held by
some members apposite and the opinion
held by their Deputy Leader.

When he concluded his second reading
speech, the Minister said-

The Mental Health Committee of
the State Health Council is concerned
about the scientology organisation to
the extent that it views with great
alarm and concern the fact that
scientology is a medical, moral, and
social danger, and is a threat to family
and home life. Under the circum-
stances this Government feels that it
can do nothing else but place restric-
tions on the organisation and prevent
it from teaching its false doctrines to
other people.

C25)

On reading the words "false doctrines" one
is moved to comment on whether a doc-
trine is true or false. It Is still a matter
of opinion, depending on the beliefs of the
person making the statement. What one
person believes is simply what he believes
Is his right to believe. His beliefs do not
need to coincide with those of his neigh-
bours, but what he does in the community
is a different matter. His actions in the
community, and how they affect the com-
munity, are a different matter.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
criticised the action of the Government in
Introducing this legislation, and through-
out the long and arduous speech he made
his main theme was the violation of In-
dividual rights. He said, "The Bill violates
the basic principles and elementary con-
cepts of decent civilised living." He used
this argument several times in his speech
to support his stand against the Bill.

I think he sees the Bill simply as a
vehicle for attacking the Liberal Party
and making a few political points whilst
he talks about the rights of individuals.
There Is always a tendency in the Labor
Party to presume it is the only party that
fights for the individual, but the Liberal
Party and Country Party have always
fought very strongly for the individual and
they will continue to do so.

Mr. Janmeson: We noticed that In re-
gard to the Bill for the dissolution of the
Communist Party.

Mr. CASH: If the member for Belmont
reads all the opinions on that case by
many learned men and political observers
he will find that if there had been a
slightly different approach to that par-
ticular matter, that question could well
have been proved otherwise by the High
Court. No approach by the scientologists
has been made along similar lines. They
consider their individual rights are being
violated. When they spoke to me they
questioned the individual beliefs of mem-
hers of the Liberal Party and some said
they were being deprived of their individ-
ual rights. In fairness to them, I think
it Is essential that we should make'some
research into the principles of the matter.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
said that individual rights are being in-
fringed by the action being taken against
the scientologists, and the sclentologists
agree with him. One has to look back to
early in our history to realise that origin-
ally we had a conception of natural rights.
In addition to that we had a guarantee of
individual freedom and rights. Later we
had protection of property and personal
liberty, and later again we had religious
freedom and tolerance. These Ideas have
been further developed by the philosophies
of Locke and Rousseau: Bentham; John
Stuart Mill, and others.
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in the course of time many of the views
and philosophies previously held have n-
dergone considerable change. Today we
have arrived at the position where there
are two main groups of constitutionally
guaranteed rights. These are-

1. Rights-Protectlon of life of in-
dividual; personal freedom; free-
dom of religion and property;
freedom of association; freedom of
assembly; and freedom of the
Press.

2. Fundamental Social Rights,-
Right to education; right to work;
and so on.

But whether we study political philosoph-
ies throughout history or whether we look
at the decisions of modern-day commit-
tees on human rights, the weight of opin-
ion comes down firmly in favour of the
preservation of the rights of the individual,
except where those rights Infringe on the
rights of the community.

I think this fact is today self-evident, so,
accepting that, I turn to another aspect
of this matter: namely, the question that
is in the minds of many members of the
community.

Mr. Jamieson: Who wrote all this for
you?

Mr. CASH: I have had such statements
made to me before. On both sides of the
House there is a difference of opinion, In
the same way as there is in the com-
munity. on whether scientology is a
religion. If it is not a religion the discus-
sion is confined to individual rights
generally. if it Is a religion, is there any
special protection of religious rights over
community rights? There have been
several High Court opinions on this matter.
They have all been related to section lie
of the Commonwealth Constitution. It has
been quoted before and I do not think it
will do any harm to quote It again. It
reads-

The Commonwealth shall not make
any law for establishing any religion,
or for imposing any religious obser-
vance, or for prohibiting the free
exercise of any religion, and no
religious test shall be required as a
qualification for any office or public
trust under the Commonwealth.

Generally that is the part of that parti-
cular section which is brought under dis-
cussion.

There have been several High Court
opinions on this matter and if we turn to
the case of the Adelaide company case of
Jehovah's witnesses v. the Commonwealth
which appears on page 123 of the 1943
Commonwealth Law Reports Vol. 67. the
ruling of Chief Justice Latham will be
found. It has been quoted mn this debate
before, but I will quote a part which is

different from that quoted by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. At page 123 of
that volume Chief Justice Lathamn had this
to say-

3.-Section 116 applies in express
terms to 'any religion," "any religious
observance." the free exercise of "any
religion" and any "religious test."
Thus the section applies in relation to
all religions, and not merely in rela-
tion to some one particular religion.

it would be difficult, if not impos-
sible, to devise a definition of religion
which would satisfy the adherents of
all the many and various religions
which exist, or have existed, in the
world. There are those who regard
religion as consisting principally in a
system of beliefs or statement of doc-
trine. So viewed religion may be
either true or false. Others are more
Inclined to regard religion as pre-
scribing a code of conduct. So viewed
aL religion may be good or bad. There
are others who pay greater attention
to religion as involving some prescribed
form of ritual or religious observance.
Many religious conflicts have been
concerned with matters of ritual and
observance. Section 116 must be
regarded as operating in relation to
all these aspects of religion, irrespec-
tive of varying opinions in the com-
munity as to the truth of particular
religious doctrines, as to the goodness
of conduct prescribed by a particular
religion, or as to the propriety of any
particular religious observance.

If we turn the pages over a little further,
we find the Chief Justice also says this--

Indeed, it is not an exaggeration to
say that each person chooses the
content of his own religion. It is not
for a court, upon some a priori basis.
to disqualify certain beliefs as incap-
able of being religious in character.

Then in the next page of his judgment.
this appears--

At all periods of human history there
have been religions which have in-
volved practices which have been
regarded by large numbers of people
as essentially evil and wicked.

These opinions of the Chief Justice seem
to encourage the scientology cult easily to
regard itself as a. religion. There is a need
to define "religion" so I can embark on the
next point I want to make,

During the debate the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition argued, and the scientolo-
gists in their letters have said, that the
Government is interfering with the free
exercise of religion. Forgetting the ques-
tion of whether scientology is a religion
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or not, I am of the opinion that the Gov-
ernment sincerely believed from the evi-
dence that was placed before It that ac-
tion should be taken, and the Question of
whether it was right or wrong, consti-
tutionally or not, could well he decided
elsewhere.

In a general sense, the concept that
individual rights are subject to the rights
of the community is established. There
are traffic laws, liquor laws, and so on,
which most of the people within the com-
munity obey. If we define scientology as
a religion, will the Gxovernment have
intruded on religious freedom? This Is
the question that was put before the High
Court on a previous occasion in 1943 which
Is recorded in the 1943 Commonwealth
Law> Reports Vol. 67, page 126. In that
case the Chief Justice poses this ques-
tion:

Does a. 116 protect any religious belief
or any religious practice, irrespective
of the political or social effect of that
belief or practice?

It has already been shown that
beliefs entertained by a religious body
as religious belief may be inconsistent
with the maintenance of civil govern-
menit. The complete protection of all
religious beliefs might result in the
disappearance of organized society,
because some religious beliefs, as al-
ready indicated, regard the existence
of organized society as essentially evil.

Further on he says--
The word "free1 ' is used in many

senses, and the meaning of the word
varies almost indefinitely with the
context. A man is said to be free
when he is not a slave, but he is also
said to be free when he is not impri-
soned. and is not subject to any other
form of physical restraint. In another
sense a man is only truly free when he
has freedom of thought and expres-
sion. as well as of physical movement.
But in all these cases an obliga-
tion to obey the laws which apply
generally to the community Is not
regarded as inconsistent with freedom.

In the United States of America this ques-
tion of religious freedom has been raised
on several occasions and Chief Justice
Latham, in referring to American cases,
had this to say-

In the Constitution of the United
States there is a provision which Is
very similar to that contained in s.
116 of our Constitution. The first
amendment of the Constitution of the
United States Provides that Congress
shall make no law respecting an estab-
lishment of religion, or prohibiting the
free exercise thereof. In the United
States the Problems created by this
provision have been solved in large

measure by holding that the provision
for the protection of religion is not an
absolute, to be interpreted and applied
independently of other provisions of
the Constitution.

Yet again, the Chief Justice had this to
say-

The result has been that the Supreme
Court of the United States has refused
to regard the provisions relating to
freedom of religion, freedom of assem-
bly and freedom of speech as involving
the invalidity of all laws which in any
degree interfere with such freedom.

And further down tis appeared-
S.Ibut it was said with reference to

religious freedom and liberty of speech
and of the press that "in every case
the power to regulate must be so exer-
cised as not, In attaining a, permissible
end, unduly to infringe the protected
freedom." This statement frankly
recognises. that the general protection
given by the Constitution to the free-
dom in question leaves it to the court
to determine whether a particular
measure which in fact limits complete
freedom involves an "undue" infringe-
ment of that freedom.

And in one more quote, Mr. Justice Field
had this to say-

.. that it was never intended or sup-
Posed that the first amendment, which
protected the free exercise of religion.
"could be invoked as a protection
against legislation for the punishment
of acts inimical to the peace, good
order and morals of society. With
man's relations to his Maker and the
obligations he may think they impose.
and the manner in which an expression
shall be made by him of his belief on
those subjects, no interference can be
permitted, provided always the laws
of society, designed to secure its peace
and prosperity, and the morais of its
people, are not interfered with. How-
ever free the exercise of religion may
be, it must be subordinate to the crimi-
nal laws of the country, passed with
reference to actions regarded by
general consent as properly the sub-
jects of punitive legislation."

Chief Justice Latham gives an interpre-
tation of section 116, which appears in
the Commonwealth Law Reports, Vol. 61,
page 131. He had this to say-

There is, therefore, full legal justi-
fication for adopting in Australia an
intepretation of s. 116 which had, be-
fore the enactment of the Common-
wealth Constitution, already been given
to similar words in the United States.
This interpretation leaves it to the
court to determine whether a particu-
lar law is an undue Infringement of
religious freedom.
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Still on the High Court case of the Jeho-
vah's Witnesses and the Commonwealth,
Chief Justice Latham had this to say, as
appears in the Commonwealth Law Re-
ports, Vol. 67, on page 132-

The courts will therefore have the
responsibility of determining whether
a particular law can fairly be regarded
as a law to Protect the existence of the
community, or whether, on the other
hand, it is a law "for prohibiting the
free exercise of any religion." The
word "for" shows that the purpose of
the legislation in question may pro-
perly be taken into account in deter-
mining whether or not it is a law of the
prohibited character.

That was the view of Chief Justice Latham.
I now turn to the opinion of Mr. Justice
Rich. He quoted a passage from a. speech
of Lord Sumner in the case of Bowman V.
Secular Society Ltd. as follows:-

"The words, as well as the actzs,
which tend to endanger society differ
from time to time in proportion as
society is stable or insecure in fact, or
is believed by its reasonable members
to be open to assault. The question
whether a given opinion is a danger
to society is a question of the times and
is a question of fact. Society has the
right to protect itself by process of law
from the dangers of the moment,
whatever that right may be. The atti-
tude of the law, both civil and criminal
towards all religions depends funda-
mentally on the safety of the State."

On page 155 of the Commonwealth Law
Reports, Vol. 67, the opinion of Mr. Justice
Starke appears--

The liberty and freedom predicated
in s. 116 of the Constitution is liberty
and freedom in a community organised
under the Constitution. The constitu-
tional provision does not protect un-
social actions or actions subversive of
the community itself, Consequently
the liberty and freedom of religion
guaranteed and protected by the Con-
stitution is subject to limitations which
it is the function and the duty of the
courts of law to expound. And those
limitations are such as are reasonably
necessary for the Protection of the
community and in the interests of
social order.

There is one final opinion I wish to pre-
sent to the House, Chat of Mr. Justice
McTlernan which appears on page 157 of
those law reports-

I agree with the reasons which the
Chief Justice has given for denying
that the words of s. 116, on which the
plaintiff relies, create an absolute
guarantee of the free exercise of any
religion.

Those opinions were given in 1943. What
the Judgment on similar matters would
be in 1968 is open to question. Therefore

the final fate of this legislation could well
rest on judicial interpretation some time
in the future.

Earlier I spoke of the developments
through history, of Political philosophies,
and of the rights of the individual. I
have quoted from the opinions given by
eminent judges in 1943 relating to the
rights of the free exercise of religion to
the interests of the community. To give
a balance in time it is only fair that I
refer to more recent activities in regard
to assessing the rights of the individual.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
accused the Government of a repudiation
by this Bill of the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights. This, of course, is not
so. It is simply a figment of the imagina-
tion of the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion, and it indicates his inability to s ee
such matters in their proper perspective.

As recently as 1965 the European Con-
vention on Human Rights held a confer-
ence in Vienna at which there were 200
participants among whom were members
of the Court and Commission on Human
Rights, judges of national Governments.
law professors from the member States
of the Council of Europe and from North
America. The whole purpose of this con-
ference was to study the rights of the
individual.

The European Convention on Human
Rights signed in Rome in 1950 guaranteed
the rights and freedoms taken from the
Universal Declaration of the United
Nations. In the report of the 1965 con-
ference published in a book entitled
Human Rights in National and inter-
national Law the following appears at page
127:-

Articles 9, 16, and 11 of the Con-
vention-(one of these refers to re-
ligious freedom) -contain far reach-
ing restrictions in the interests of
what is necessary in a democratic
society for the protection of public
safety and order, health or morals, or
the rights of others.

I believe that however we looked at this
B.JI we could find that precedent exists
for the decision of the Government to
initiate this legislation. The precedent is
set by political philosophies and their ap-
plication to the rights of the individual
and of the community; by judicial opinion
in~ Australia and elsewhere; and by discus-
sions at the national conferences relating
to human rights.

Having established that point, the criti-
cal question then is whether this legisla-
tion is reasonably necessary for the pro-
tection of the community. There have
been reams of printed matter from the
scientologists, and the case details and
comments of the D~eputy Leader of the
Opposition which in their entirety claim
this legislation is not necessary for the
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protection of the community. On the other
hand, the Government has evidence in Its
possession and the case histories known
to the Minister, as well as the Anderson
report which it has examined; and the
information the Government has firmly
convinces it that it has a duty to intro-
duce this legislation for the protection of
the community.

The Government, acting on the evidence
in its possession, considers and sincerely
believes that it is acting with the wisdom
and foresight with which Governments
must act from time to time in the in-
terests of the community. I am sure only
the future will decide whether the Govern-
ment is right or wrong.

MR. DAVIES (Victoria Park) (5.22
p.m.): It had not been my intention to
speak on this Bill because of a heavy cold.
but I would be remiss If I did not rise to
speak against the action taken by the
Government to proscribe or ban the cult
or religion of scierttology-however one
cares to describe It.

The arguments put forward by the
member for Mirrabooka may be very
sound, but he read the judicial opinions
so fast that I could not digest them.
However, we will be able to read his com-
ments In Hansard. He said the Govern-
ment has case history on which to base
its action, and has precedent in law for
what it is doing. I certainly could not
follow his arguments on precedent In law.
Neither he nor the Government produced
case history to convince me that any
action is required to Proscribe or ban this
cult or religion.

I admit at the outset that I do not
know much about scientology, and any
knowledge I have is derived from informal
reading of material. When I receive mat-
erial through the post I scan through It,
and make a point of not reading It. If
I do read it then when I am pressurised
it sets up a temporary barrier. For that
reason I have read practically nothing
which I received through the post in regard
to scientology. My knowledge has been
gained from an informal reading of news-
paper reports, and articles in magazines.
From my reading I am not convinced that
the Government has any right to take
the action which it has taken.

I want to see the evidence the Govern-ment claims It has, because we have not
been given any. On a number of occasions
the Minister has been asked to produce the
evidence, but he did not produce any ex-
cept one or two cases to which I will
refer. The other speakers in the debate
on the Government side have not pro-
duced any further cases or evidence; in-
deed, they tended to confuse the issue.

After the Deputy Leader of the Oppos-
ition spoke he was followed by the mem-
ber for Narrogin. and one of the speakers

this afternoon said be was a little con-
fused by the speech of the member for
Narrogin. I must confess that I was more
than a little confused; I was completely
baffled. The kindest thing I can say
about his speech is that he got his notes
out of order. It Is impossible for one to
make any sense of it when one reads it.
Hle made a few quotations from here and
there, but he did not follow the quotations
with any description of what they were
supposed to represent. He seemed to de-
rive a lot of satisfaction from the fact that
some extravagant language is used in the
advertisements of scientology, and he
seems to be worried by such extravagant
language.

I should point out that every day of the
week we are being induced to do things
which we would not otherwise do if we
were not subjected to the extravagant
language in advertisements. We see the
sophisticated advertisements in regard to
liquor and cigarettes-two great killers in
the community-and I wonder whether
the member for Narrogin has been intro-
duced to smoking or drinking. I have a
feeling that he has been able to resist
them.

The point is that no-one forces people
to loin the scientology organisatlon. They
decide this for themselves; and they
should be responsible enough and be free
to decide for themselves. The member
for Narrogin seems to see something sin-
ister in the advertisement of the selentol-
ogy organisation, yet he quoted from that
organisation's journal and pamphlets. The
organisation advertises quite openly, and
there is a standing invitation on the foot-
path outside its headquarters to people to
enter and discuss scientology. It is not
hiding anything, and the fact that the
member for Narrogin was able to quote
from the publications of the organisation
is sufficient proof that there is nothing to
hide. Does he believe the language Is too
extravagant; that it cannot offer what it
advertises; and that an element of
quackery creeps in?

On the question of quackery we do not
have to go far to see some of the advertise-
ments which appear in the newspapers
from time to time. The member for Nar-
rogin seems to be unhappy about the fact
that scientology claims it is able to bene-
fit people in some way. I do not know
why he should object to scientology on
that ground, because I have Some news-
paper advertisements before me taken
from The Sunday Times of last week. To
me there is more quackery in these ad-
vertisements than in the scientology ad-
vertisements that I have seen. The first
Is~

"My nerves were in a dreadful
state" writes Mrs. E. Burrows of Gos-
port.

I tried Sanatogen and now already
I am feeling a different person.
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The Catholic Church also inserted an
advertisement calling on people to learn
all about that church. I would ask whe-
ther there is anything wrong in a religion
or cult advertising for followers.

There is another advertisement dealing
with baldness, and I will pass this on to
the member for Collie when I have fin-
ished. It states-

First danger sign. This is nature's
first sign of impending baldness
act now!

All the medical evidence we have is that
nothing can be done about baldness, and
these quacks are trying to take money
from people's pockets--those who hope to
have a nice head of hair instead of a
nice head of skin. Another says, "Are you
embarrassed by stammering? Write to so
and so." Could not this be quackery?
Another states-

Rheumatism can run in the family.
That is Incorrect, because one cannot
run with rheumatism! This one adver-
tises a Malgic, Adrenaline Cream, and the
economy 4-os. jar costs $1.15. It sug-
gests that a person should not see his
doctor but purchase Malgic Adrenaline
Cream and that would stop rheumatism
running in his family. Another advertise-
ment states-

Dermatitis? Mr. N. . . . tradesman
of Blackburn, Victoria says "I had
dermatitis for five years and tried
everything, even injections.

Don't suffer any danger-buy a tube
of Doan's Ointment now.

It suggests that people should buy this
ointment to treat dermatitis instead of
seeing their doctor.

Another one is "Aphrox Tablets for
Men." That is all. I hope that is not
quackery! Another one concerns asthma
and its relief. Yet another one deals
with hay fever which, it is claimed,' can
be stopped in minutes. The next con-
cerns the beautifying of complexions.
People do not need to go to a beautician.
They can get a jar of flelph beautifying
milk! Another advertisement Is "End
Wrinkle Dryness."

Mr. Jamieson: We all know about that
after a few late nights here.

Mr. DAVIES: The one concerning
wrinkles is advertised by Oil of Ulan.
Here Is another one-"Easier Way to Slim
Discovered." This concerns Stata Var.
Any doctor will tell us that we should
never slim except under a doctor's orders.
Another advertisement is headed, "Birth
Control". We could say a lot about that,
too!

I repeat that these are all from the
classified advertisements in The Sunday
Times. Another advertisement concerns
bed wetting. They can cure a person of
even that.

Mr. Jamieson: Pass that to the Minister,
will you?

Mr. DAVIES: Another one reads.
"Hypnosis Can Help You. Free Appoint-
ment." I think this is quackery, is it
not? Is it not illegal to practise hypnosis?

Mr. Bertram: No.
Mr. Grahiam: What is the address for

the hypnosis?
Mr. DAVIES: It is a telephone number

-24 3529. This is the daddy of them all.
It reads--

I urgently need $8. Will he pre-
pared to do anything today for it.
Please contact Room 408 Bey Apart-
ments, cnr. Hill and Goderich Sts.,
E. Perth.

Mr. Jamieson: Male or female?

Mr. Graham: Blonde or brunette?
Mr. DAVIES: Is all this truthful adver-

tising? All these advertisements are in
one issue of the Sunday Times.

The fact remains that any day of any
week we can pick up the paper and find
advertisers who will con us into taking all
sorts of action if we are in a certain posi-
tion. This is what happens with scien-
tology. People no doubt feel they can get
some satisfaction. They read the ad-
vertisement. There is no law against
advertising. Scientologists do not hide
their advertisements. They advertise
openly. Their premises are open to any-
one, but the member for Narrogin seems
to get same sinister satisfaction from the
fact that he was able to quote from their
own advertisements.

Mr. Jamieson: The Minister would not
go there.

Mr. Graham: He would not talk to them.
Mr. DAVIES: I have not been there

either.
Mr. Graham: Neither have!1, but he was

invited.
Mr. Jamieson: They might have slipped

an E-meter on him. He would not have
been much good after that.

Mr. DAVIES: The only other comment
I wish to make about the points raised by
the member for Nan'ogin concerns a rather
peculiar case he quoted of a woman who
was locked up in a room where she
screamed, moaned, and cried day and
night for five weeks. How this could Pos-
sibly happen in our community I do not
know. I just do not believe it is true at
all!1

Mr. Graham: Sometimes I wonder how
the member for Narrogin happened!

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I had a letter say-
ing the same thing.

Mr. Jamieson: Accidents do happen!
Mr. Graham: And you believed it!
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I did, and I have
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had corroborating evidence on this same
case,

Mr. Jamieson: Not a statutory declara-
tioni1

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Victoria Park will address the Chair,

Mr. DAVIES: Thank you, Mr,. Speaker.
If the Minister had evidence of this and
did not refer it to the Police Department,
he should be indicted.

Mr. Ross Hutehinson: It was all over.
It was not known until recently.

Mr. DAVIES: If I stole $1,000 today and
was not caught for another month or so,
it would not be too late to refer me to the
police.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: And the husband
was involved.

Mr. Graham: Another one of the family
squabbles! They would be rare!

Mr. DAVIES: This seems to be the odd-
est case I have ever seen and it only added
to what I feel was quite a muddled speech.
It certainly did little to clear the position,
particularly so far as I am concerned. He
quoted a number of letters, but did not
say when they were written, by whom they
were written, or how they came to be in
his possession. I can only believe that
they were submitted by some disgruntled
person.

Looking at the Minister's speech, I
thought we would get the evidence which
would convince us one Way or the other
with regard to whether action should be
taken against scientology. He took great
pains at the beginning of his speech to
suggest that the action has been taken
following representations to members on
both sides of the House. I would suggest
to the Minister that no-one on this side of
this Rouse made representations to him
or to the Minister for Health.

Mr. Rass Hutchinson: I am not saying
which House.

Mr. DAVIES: To put the record straight,
I am suggesting that no-one from this side
of this Chamber made any representations
either to him or to the Minister for Health.
I am going to suggest there was one per-
son In another place who spoke quite in-
formally to the Minister for Health about
the matter. On that informal discussion
the Government is trying to hang its hat
by saying that both the Labor Party and
the Liberal Party want this legislation.

I want to remind the Minister that some
of those in his party are very unhappy
about this. We know people have different
opinions, but I do not think this position
Is sufficient for the Government to hang
its hat on and take the action proposed.

I am not concerned about action taken
in other countries or States. I am in no
position to judge the position there, not
having been to those countries or States
to make my own investigation. I know

that for a while speakers on the other
side of the House were implying that
scientology was banned in England when,
in fact, they knew it had not been. I
know that members opposite are blaming
the Australian Labor Party for action
taken in Victoria, but the member for
Belmont quite adequately dealt with that
matter earlier.

Mr. Mitchell: Do you attach any import-
ance to the Anderson report?

Mr. DAVIES: I have not read it, but I
have already said that I am not worried
about what happens in other States be-
cause different conditions obtain. I know
of no other State or country which has
banned scientology and none has been
quoted. It may have been banned in other
countries, but I do not know. I do not
want to be amongst those in a country
which gives the lead in this matter. Be-
fore I take drastic action like this, I want
facts; and we have not had the facts.

I know the Minister was, when intro-
ducing the Bill, under certain difficulties
because he was faced with more than the
ordinary number of interjections. How-
ever, I have had a close look at his speech
because I felt that somewhere there must
be some point on which to base an opinion;
but, once again, all I could find was a
number of disjointed quotations. 'They
mxere certainly not as bad as those of the
member for Narrogin. At page 1701 of
Hansard he said-

I quote from a letter which reposes
at the present time in the office of the
Minister for Health-

I experienced the most deplor-
able, vile conduct of violence and
r uthlessness f rom m y contac t with
one, my ex-husbanld. Even armed
with evidence of this utterly un-
clean and threatening cult I was
waived aside with no support
whatsoever. It took years to be
free and I was only a young war
widow. We lived together only
six months. I beg you to rid all
of us of this menace before more
innocent people come to harm be-
Cause of this cult.

What does that mean? It is the end of a
letter written to the Minister for Health,
but what does it mean? I think the writer
needed psychiatric treatment.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: This is possile.
Mr. Graham: There is an admission!

That Is supposed to be exhibit A and you
say the person concerned should be
examilned.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I have had other
cases-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. DAVIES: I read and reread it, but it

does not mean anything to me.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You do not want

to understand.

J
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Mr. DAVIES: Who "waived" her aside?
To whom was she going for support? How
was the letter written? What were the
circumstances? It is no good quoting a
letter using extravagant expressions such
as "vile," "deplorable," "ruthless," and "un-
clean and threatening cult" unless they
can be related to some specific action. If
the Minister is able to do this when he
replies, it may help me to change my mind,
although I am very doubtful.

Further on he said. "Things are built up
by the fears implanted by the organisa-
tion." I think the member for Belmont
and others have spoken about the fears
related to religion. if there are any real
fears, our Statutes should already be ade-
quate to deal with them.

There were several other quotes I was
going to make but the hour is getting late.
Towards the end of his speech the Minister
said-

I would point out that the fear com-
plex the organisation has tried to
induce on these occasions is the dan-
gerous part of this organisation, and
because of this we have decided to do
something about it.

I have underlined the word "tried. " The
word "tried" means "tried unsuccessfully,"
because the Minister has no evidence to
back up the statement. That is where the
whale case rests. It rests on the evidence
which is not here.

Is it a religion? I am not going to quote
at length from the Commonwealth court
judgments the member for Mirraboaka
quoted, but I will read them with interest
at a later date. I do not know what farms
the basis of a religion so I thought I would
check to see if these people were able to
Perform marriages. As members know,
matrimonial affairs are now covered under
Commonwealth legislation and each year a
Commonwealth Government Gazette lists
all the persons who are able to perform
marriages, burials, and so on; and so I
looked at this list to see if a church of
scientology was mentioned. It was not, but
I did find a list of churches about which I
had never heard-churches which are ap-
parently operating within the community,
and yet I am sorry to say I have never
heard of them, but I would not say that I
have not heard af them all. I will men-
tion some of them; namely, The Apostolic
Church (Australia), Assemblies of God in
Australia, Australian Christadelphia Eccie-
sia, Christian Brethren-to name but a few.

Others are The Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter Day Saints, Church of the Naza-
rene, and Churches of Christ in Australia.
Incidentally all the churches I am men-
tioning are registered in Western Australia.
There is the Congregational Union of Aus-
tralia, Full Gospel Church, Gospel Light-
house Churches, Jehovah's Witnesses,
Jewry, Lutheran. The New Church in Aus-
tralia, Byelorussian Autocephalic Orthodox

Church in Australia and Abroad, Greek
Orthodox Archdiocese of Australia and
New Zealand, The Methodist Church of
Australia, The Serbian Orthodox Church
in Australia and New Zealand, Ukrainian
Autocephalic Orthodox Church in Austra-
lia and New Zealand, The Religious Society
of Friends--in other words, the Quakers--
The Reformed Churches of Australia, The
Roman Catholic Church.

Mr. Craig: Are the Calarhumpians in
there somewhere?

Mr. DAVIES: Probably. The list con-
tinues with the Salavatlon Army, The
Seventh Day Adventists, and a whole host
of others, which includes the Free Re-
formed Church of Armadale. The person
concerned with the last-named church is
able to perform marriages, as he is regis-
teredl as a minister of religion. There is
the United Aborigines Mission and a few
more missions which I will not mention.

To close these remarks I shall mention
the Christian Spiritualist Church, the Pro-
gressive Spiritualist's Church, the inde-
pendent Serbian Orthodox Church, the
Seekers' Christian Fellowship, Elirn Four-
square Gospel Church, and The Radio
Church of God. I have named only a very
small percentage of those listed and, in
addition, there are a number of State offi-
cers.

Each of these is apparently a religion
in its own right. I do not know the creed
or cult which they respectively practise,
but I made inquiries to see whether the
scientologists had taken any action to have
their organisation registered as a church.
I was told that they had taken this action
but had been told by the local registrar
it would be necessary to apply to the
Commonwealth court to be recognised as
a religion. Once that had been done, per-
sons could be nominated to perform wad-
dings, marriages, and burials, as every
minister has the right to do. I do not
know whether the scientologists took the
further action, because I did not bother
to check any further. However, I do
understand it takes a considerable time
to arrange.

I have here an article which apuceared
in the Washington Daily News in the
United States. Unfortunately, the article
is not dated but it reads-

A district judge yesterday ruled that
the Church of Scientology here Is
actually a church and that operators
of E-Meters. used by the church may
refuse to divulge confidences given
them by parishioners just as Catholic
priests may refuse to divulge secrets
of the confessional.

Because the sect here has been able
to function tax-tree for years as a
church performing legal marriages and
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burials, Judge William B. Jones ruled
that functionaries must be allowed the
Constitutional Privilege of secrecy.

In other words, it has been admitted as
a church. It has been claimed that this
was done only for taxation purposes, but
if that claim is right, certainly I do not
hold it against the organisation. I am
not suggesting for one moment it was
done for this reason; but, goodness gracious
me. plenty of companies in Perth get up
to all sorts of dodges to evade taxation.
It is simply a question of what is sauce
for the goose is sauce for the sander.

Should we decry scientology because it
is a little unorthodox? Is this the only
unorthodox church of which we have ever
been aware? Let us look at some of the
jaeuy'e who have had thousands of fol-
lowers in the past. Judge Rutherford has
been mentioned on a number of occasions.
Hie did very well out of religion and made
a business of it. Aimee McPherson was
a great spiritualist whose private life left
a terrific amount to be desired. Neverthe-
less thousands of people in the United
States flocked to her.

Then there is Father Divine. The best
I can say about him is that he impressed
me as a great, fat slob-and that is being
kind to him. I read a number of articles
about Father Divine, in Life and other
magazines at different times. He was up
on moral charges and various other things.
yet thousands of people flocked to him;
believing he was the second Messiah.

This all happened In America where
people got away with murder all in the
name of religion. Nevertheless, none of
these people were banned, and, surely to
goodness, no activities such as these are
associated with the scientology group.
Even so, the Government wants to ban
them and get rid of them, because it sees
an element of fear and blackmail. We
have laws to deal with blackmail.

However, are scientologists the only
people to have confidential reports on their
fellow-men? Are there not psychiatrists
practising within our community whose
records would be available to secretaries
and staff, whether the psychiatrists liked
it or not? Are there not people taking
case studies which are confidential? In
my owvn electorate such case studies arc
undertaken at the Lady Gowrie Kinder-
garten to see why a child is the way it is.
Arc these records locked away? Are they
not available to anyone in the community
who wants to use them to ill effect? There
are plenty of opportunities for people's
personal histories to be used in this way.

Mr. Runciman: Are you aware that any
of the records at the Lady Gowrie Centre
are used to Ill effect?

Mr. DAVIES: No, that is not my point.
I am talking about opportunity and saying
that the opportunity exists in the com-

inunity for people to do exactly the same
thing as the Government claims the sc len-
tology organisation is doing.

I am appalled at the legislation. I
really did not believe that any Govern-
ment would ban or proscribe an organisa-
tion. People in my electorate have re-
acted to the proposal and when they have
spoken to me on the subject they have
actually said that they, too, were genuine-
ly appalled. One per-son whom I know is
the head of a large organisation with
which I bad some association. He asked
me for a copy of the Bill, because he felt
it could affect welfare workers generally
I was quickly able to disabuse his mind in
this regard. I also told him that when I
sent him a copy cf the Bill I certainly
would not support it. He wrote back and
said-

I agree with you. This is truly
retrograde. There is a danger that a
prosecution will become a world joke
like the hick State in the U.S.A. which
proscribed the teaching of Darwin's
Theory of Evolution.

I know damn-all about Scientology.
From what I have heard I don't like
it. But I insist that fools have the
right to go to hell their own way.

Galileo was proscribed, Luther was
proscribed, Calvin-I think was pro-
scribed. In each case proscription
aided their cause historically.

The teaching of Marx is forbidden
in some countries. The teaching of
Christ in others. The effect of this
could well be to raise Lafayette Ronmald
Hubbard to the same level.

The Services are much more in-
telligent. You make a nice blanket
law like Section 40 of the Air Force
Act "Conduct prejudicial to good
order .. .".and the culprit becomes
a nuisance instead of a martyr.

I have to agree with his comments. The
Government has been bulldozed into action
on this measure, but now I -am quite sure
some Government members would like to
join us In voting against It.

MR. MCPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) (5.54
p.m.]: In rising the speak to this Bill, I
d~o not intend to take up a great deal of
the time of the House and I certainly hope
that I will be the one to speak in the clos-
ing few minuites of the debate.

Mr. Jamieson: You have some hoipes.

Mr. MePHARLIN: I would like to refer
to the opening remarks of the Minister.
He said-

The purpose of this Bill is to prevent
the organisation known as scientology
from practising as an organisation in
this State. It should be noted that
the legislation is directed against the
association and not Against individual
beliefs. Here I Might interpolate to
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say that to quite an extent the intro-
duction of the Bill into Parliament is
as a result of representations made by
m embers of Parliament from both
sides of the House.

In the fourth or fifth paragraph the Min-
ister says-

The Bill states that a person shall
not practise scientology and the word
"practise" is as defined in the Act and
means what the Act says, and not
specifically what a dictionary might
happen to say.

We have had the member for South Perth
claim-

Mr. Graham: We have had him, too.
Mr. MePHARLIN: -that it does not

ban the practice of scientology. The
member for Belmont says that it dots
ban the practice of scientology. I am
afraid I am in the middle and have to
make a decision as to whether I believe
it bans the practice of scientology or
whether it does not. I want to indicate
right now that I am coming down on the
side of the Minister.

Mr. Graham: Which Minister? The
Minister for Health oxr the Minister for
Works?

Mr. McPHARLIN: The Minister for
Health.

Mr. Lapharn; You would not give the
scientologists the benefit of the doubt.

Mr. McPHARLITN: A publication which
has been circulated has been referred to
a number of times; that is, the Kangaroo
Court. I agree with the description given
to it by the member for Fremantle when
he said that it is full of scurrilous invec-
tive. How any organisatlon can hope to
curry favour and release a publication of
this sort is beyond me.

Initially it gives a short burst on the
Q.C. who conducted the inquiry. He was
Mr. Kevin Victor Anderson, Q.C. I would
assume that by the time a man becomes a
Q.C. he has undergone some very stringent
examinations and trials and must have
obtained a very high standing In the
community.

Mr. Jamieson: That is not always so,
you know. it is a political appointment.

Mr. McPHARLIN: it is generally said
that this is so.

Mr. Jamieson: It is a political appoint-
ment.

Mr. MoPHARLIN: Not always.
Mr. Jamieson: How do you get it, if

it is not?
Mr. MePHARLIN: After having a go at

Mr. Anderson the second paragraph
reads in part-

Only a society founded by crimi-
nals, organized by criminals and
devoted to making people criminals,
could come to such a conclusion.

What is the inference behind this? It
means, I consider, that if one does not
believe in the practice of scientology then
one is a criminal. What sort of infer-
ence is that? By inference, members sit-
ting in this House, because they do not
believe in the practice of scientology can
be designated criminals.

Mr. Lapham: You are abusing the mean-
ing of their term.

Mr. McPHARLIN: The member for Vic-
toria Park read out a list of names, which
he described as religions. I would pre-
fer to describe them as religious philo-
sophies and not religions.

Mr. Jamieson: We would like to have
your definition.

Mr. MoPHARLIN; I do not claim to be
an expert in giving the definition of this.
The member for Victoria Park read out
a list which he claims he obtained from
some authority, and that should be suffi-
cient. There are quite a number of them
and it raises the question: How many more
is it necessary for us to have? Do we need
these types of organisations in our com-
munity?

Mr. Jamieson: What a statement, Just
because you have your church, nobody
else is entitled to farm his own.

Mr. MePHARLIN: It is not necessary.
I claim that if any of these people
want some support, particularly in con-
nection with mental disturbances, there
are plenty of opportunities for them to
lean on the existing organisatLions of re-
ligious philosophies.

Mr. Jamieson: What a shocking state-
ment. Nothing new would come into the
community under your scheme.

Mr. McPHARLIN: Over the years we
have had plenty of Importations from
America, but this is one we Could have
done without. Reference has been made
to the Plymouth Brethren. There are
quite a number of these people in my elec-
torate and I have dealings with them. I
find that they do not in any way associate
with organisations in the community.
They have also been known to prevent
their children from travelling on school
buses with other children and to stop their
children mixing with other children in
the playgrounds.

The SPEAKIER: I trust the honourable
member will relate these remarks to the
Bill before the Chair.

Mr. McPHAR2IN: They have been men-
tioned in the debate and I was making
reference to a similarity with another re-
ligious philosophy.

Mr. Graham: Are you going to ban it,
too?

Mr. MoPHARLIN: These people run busi-
nesses and contribute to business organi-
sations. As far as dealings with them are
concerned, they are quite honest.
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Mr. Jamhleson: Are you saying that scien-
tologists are dishonest?

Mr. MePHARLIN: I am not. I have had
nothing to do with scientology,

Mr. Jamieson: This Bill does.
Mr. McPHARLIN: I do not know a great

deal about scientology.
Mr. Lapham: That's obvious.
Mr. MePHARLIN: I believe the Govern-

ment has a responsibility to take some
action in this matter. Is there not a limit
to what can be allowed? I believe the
Government is doing the right thing.

Mr. May: In banning them?
Mr. McPHARLIN: If the opinion given

by the member for South Perth is correct,
the Bill does not ban them.

Mr. Bertram: What does the Minister
say?

Mr. McPHARLIN: If the member for
South Perth is correct, then we are not
banning scientology.

Mr. May: What do you think? Do you
think we are? What is your opinion?

Mr. McPHARLIN: I am saying what I
think and if the member for South Perth
is correct-and he says he has had legal
advice given to him on the matter-then I
say it is not banning scientology. It is
not banning individual beliefs.

Mr. Graham: Not much!
Mr. MOPHARLIN: It is only controlling

the practise of it.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The member for

Balcatta knows it is not.
Mr. McPHARLIN: I would like to con-

gratulate the member for South Perth on
the manner in which he presented his case
and, also, I congratulate the member for
Mirrabooka for producing the rulings he
obtained and presented to the Howse. It
appears that this cult-and I think it is a
cult-

Mr. Graham: What is wrong with a cult?
Mr. McPHA.RLIN:-in its practises en-

tices the gullible people into its organisa-
ton- and, they are gullible People. When,
to my knowledge, a person has attempted
to leave, and force has been used to pre-
vent him, then I think it is wrong. When
an Organisation has to use force to retain
its members I cannot for the life of mne
see how it can call itself a religion.

Mr. Graham: Have you any evidence of
that?

Mr. Jamieson: Physical force?
Mr. MePHARLIN: I can produce evi-

dence.
Mr. Graham: Try to.
Mr. McPHARLIN: I cannot produce evi-

dence at this place and at this time, but I
have it.

Mr. Jamieson: Evidence of physical
force?

Mr. McPHARLIN: Yes, physical force.
Mr. Jamieson: Were they tied up?
Mr. McPHARLIN: I have not got the

evidence, but I can produce it.
Mr. Graham: Very convenient.
Mr. Jamieson: Are YOU going to bring

the rope along?
The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable

member will address the Chair.
Mr. McPHARLIN: I said I would not

take UP a lot of time in discussing the Hill,
and I only hope we can get through it
before very long. I did not bring a great
deal of correspondence in regard to the
matter with me, but I wanted to say that
I support the measure.

MR. BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) (6.4
p.m.1: This Bill can fairly be described as
miserable, monstrous, and menacing, and
for that reason I amn left without any
alternative but to Oppose it. This thing,
which is called a Bill, could well be
described in some other way, if one were
to use cricket parlance. As a matter of
fact, it would be something that could be
despatched to the boundary very easily by
a batsman of the capability of Wesley Hall.

Mr. I. W. Manning: He's a bowler!
Mr. BERTRAM: The proponents of the

Bill have made allegations and assertions,
one after the other, anid then they have
repeated them and repeated them, and
still continue to repeat them in various
ways on the basis that by this process they
can make what is merely an assertion and
an allegation into a fact. This, of course,
is a technique used by Propagandists the
world over.

However, it is of no use a Chamber of
this type carrying on in this way if the
members Of it wish to walk out with their
heads in the air. From time to time one
Minister in this Chamber stresses the
need for our being responsible in making
decisions on what we should do. He con-
tinually talks about responsible Govern-
ment, but this is a completely irresponsible
Bill. What does it do? It seeks to sup-
press, to subjugate, and to send to Siberia
people who hold certain beliefs and
opinions. All one has to do is to read the
Bill to see that that is so. One does not
need to have any great amount of in-
telligence to know that; all one has to do
is to read the Bill, particularly the defi-
nitions, and one can come to no other
conclusion.

If one has the slightest doubts all one
has to do is to read what the Minister who
produced the Bill had to say to find out
what it aims to do. Uts aim is to send
these people underground; to suppress
them; to subjugate them. That is what
the Hill is aimed to do; nothing more and
nothing less.
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Having said that may I further state
that I have no brief for the scientology
organisation or its offshoots, or the people
who adhere to it in any way. I have my
own beliefs and from what 1 have gathered
through casual conversation with a cross-
section of the community over some
months past I believe I have a brief for
the great mass of Western Australians who
are opposed to this type of arbitrary ex-
termination-and it is an exterminatory
measure, make no mistake about that.

From time to time we have been told
that this Parliament is the highest court
in the land. I do not think anybody
would dispute that, whatever else they
might dispute. If that is so, then we
should seek to be consistent with the in-
tention of other courts and we should seek
to be consistent in the various things that
we do within our parliamentary operations.

The Minister has not told us much about
scientology; he knows very little about it.
That is perfectly obvious. If one reads
his speech one could come to no other
conclusion. One would not need to be
told. One thing he has not told us is how
many scientologists there are in Western
Australia. We do not even know that.'We are basing our information on what
happened in Victoria three or four years
ago. But what has that to do with the
question of banning scientology in West-
ern Australia? Are we going to abdicate
our responsibilities to another State and
base what we do on what happened in
another State three or tour years ago?
How proper would that be?

Mr. Jamieson: it took him long enough
to make up his mind-two years.

Mr. Graham: He did not suggest ban-
ning. either.

Mr. BERTRAM: The member for Mirra-
booka said that it is not a religion, but a
former Chief Justice of the High Court,
upon whose word I am happy to rely, said
that it could be a religion. It matters not
what motives or mischiefs might have been
in the mind of the founder. That is
irrelevant, it is the state of mind of the
people who engage in a philosophy that
matters, and this is their religion.

I would refer members to the Minister's
speech in another Place. In the early
part of his speech, in introducing the
second reading, he destroyed completely.
at least to his own satisfaction, the idea
that scientology is a religion. I suggest
members read what he had to say. He
claimed it was not a religion, and then
he quoted the Pope to support his remarks.
What an extraordinary attitude that is!
it is certanly not logical-to destroy the
very basis upon which one is building one's
case and then to quote the Pope, in this
instance. The Minister said it was not
a religion and then he quoted the highest
religious source of authority! How extra-
ordinary!

I come back to may earlier point: We
do not know how many scientologists there
are in Western Australia. Somebody has
suggested how many there are, but we have
no evidence before us. It has been said
that there are 6,000 of them, and this
has not been denied by either Minister
concerned with the Bill. There may be
10,000 of them; there may be 15,000;
heaven only knows! I certainly do not, but
we will take the figure of 6,000 for the
time being.

Now I would like to refer to another
point I made earlier; namely, that we are
the highest court in the land, Surely, if
this Is so, we should not be putting the
stigma, of criminality upon 6,000 people!
If we are, then we must look to the crimi-
nal jurisdiction. Is there anything illogi-
cal or unfair about that? In the criminal
Jurisdiction we are required to prove be-
yond reasonable doubt whatever allega-
tions are made against an accused. Is
it asking too much for us to expect the
proponents of this Bill-the Government
-to prove the case that they have put up
against scientology? I do not mean to re-
peat assertions unnecessarily, as the mem-
ber for Narrogin did, but to produce a
little evidence.

Mr. W. A. Manning: Would you like
me to read them again?

Mr. Graham: Once was too much.
Mr. Court:, He gave you factual evidence.
Mr. BERTRAM: No, he did not.
Mr. Court: But you reject it like that.
Mr. BERTRAM: The member for Nar-

rogin spoke on the basis of loyalty, but
he was not trying too hard.

Mr. W. A. Manning: I will let you read
the original.

Mr. BERTRAM: The honourable mem-
ber knows very well what a church is.
He said this could not be a church be-
cause there was no building. I think it
would be better If he were to read Mat-
thew, verse 17, to see what it says.

Mr. W. A. Manning: I did not mention
a building.

Mr. BERTRAM: Yes, the honourable
member did.

Mr. W. A. Manning: I said a central
place of worship.

Mr. BERTIRAM: Do not tell me that
this place in Hay Street is not a central
place!

Mr. W. A. Manning: What do they do
there?

Mr. BERTRAM: Do not let us have
any more of these red herrings. Let us
get back to the point. When a person is
accused of some criminal offence he re-
mains merely an accused-he is certainly
not convicted, but merely remains an
accused until evidence is produced, and
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that evidence must be beyond reasonable
doubt. When it has been proved beyond
reasonable doubt that a person has done
something he becomes a criminal-and I
am speaking now of the Criminal Court.

At the moment this organisation called
scientology. and its offshoots, and the 8,000
people who adhere to it, are law-abiding
organizations and citizens respectively. If
this thing that we call a Bill, and which
we are debating, becomes law, it will place
a stigma of criminality upon each and
every one of those organisations and
people.

Mr. Court: No, it does not.
Mr. Graham: Yes, it does.
Mr. Court: No, it does not unless they

practise contrary to the law.
Mr. BERTRAM: Do not let us get tech-

nical.
Mr. Court: They get the full protection

of the law.
Mr. BERTRAM: What protection is

there in this?
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Mt. Hawthorn will continue.
Mr. BERTRAM: In spite of the inter-

jections I will repeat what I said so that
it will be absorbed. This Bill will put
the stigma of criminality on this organisa-
tion and the people who adhere to it-
6.000 of them.

Mr. Court: Not on the people, unless
they practise contrary to the law.

Mr. BERTRAM: Yes, on the people.
Mr. Court: Not unless they practise

contrary to the law, and then they are
dealt with by a court of law.

Mr. BERTRAM: Do not let us be tech-
nical. That is what the Bill does.

Mr. Court: We are being accurate but
you are jumping over things.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. BERTRAM: Mr. Speaker, before the
tea suspension we were discussing the Bill
in relation to scientology, and I was striv-
ing within my limited powers to get over
to members what I believe is not some
sort of legal approach, so much as some-
thing that ha~ppens to be a basically fair
approach to a question.

As I have intimated, the type of legis-
lation within this Bill is so far-reaching
that it involves, as I think I intimated,
the extermination of thought, opinion,
and belief without the degree of proof
which should be required, surely by any
fair-minded member in this House, on
one side or the other-or by people any-
wvhere else for that matter. There must
be pretty high proof-not of repetition-
to justify a measure of this type being
brought into existence.

I do not think we depart from the sub-
stance of what I am trying to get over
if I quote from a book by the Rev. C. C.
Clump entitled, "A Catholic's Guide to
Social and Political Action." The extract
reads-

Which are the two essential rights
of a citizen implied in a democracy?
Pius XII: to express his own opinion
about the obligations and sacrifices
imposed upon him and not to be
forced to obey without first being
given a hearing.

I would like to repeat the words, "not to
be forced to obey without first being given
a hearing." to continue-

These are the two rights of the citi-
zen which find expression in a
democracy, as the name itself implies.

That quote is apparently an extract from
the Christmas message of 1944. What
we are striving for on this side of the
House-and I am sure some members on
that side of the House are doing the same
-is to give this organisation and its ad-
herents a hearing.

In the process of this we first of all set
out certain rights about which we need
to be satisfied, and then we see if we can
be reasonably satisfied. I have already
said, and I will repeat, that not only has
this case against scientology and scien-
tologists not been made out beyond a
reasonable doubt, but, broadly speaking,
it has not been made out at all.

As a matter of fact, if we read the
speeches that have been made in another
place, and listen to those made here,
which purport to be made in support of
the Bill, we will see doubt wvritten into
them: we will see doubt expressed. One
Government member in another place-

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member must not allude to debates in
another place in the current session, and
I would refer him to Standing Order 124.

Mr. BERTRAM: There are also doubts
expressed by the Liberal Press--and I re-
fer to The West Australian of the 23rd
August, 1968, which contains a report of
what is alleged to have been said by Mr.
St. John, Q.C., at an address made in this
State the previous day. He suggested the
Government should be wary of banning
movements like scientology. He felt we
would set a dangerous precedent if we
banned the ideas of religions of people
who have not been convicted of any
offence under our laws.

Those sentiments describe, In a nutshell,
the sentiments that we have on this side
of the House and which, I suspect, arc
also shared by certain members on the
other side.

I used the word "miserable" at the com-
mencement of what I had to say. I used
that wvord in reference to the Paucity of
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the case in support of the ban proposed
by the Bill: the virtual non-existence of
acceptable evidence against scientology
and its adherents. I used the word
"monstrous" because the measure itself
is an outrageous one; it uses a sledge ham-
mer where a very nominal and indifferent
instrument would suffice to deal with
such mischief as may be shown to exist.
I used the word "miserable" also in the
sense that the Bill really is said to be
introduced in order to protect the health.
and in particular the mental health, of
the public.

Let us see what we find when we ask
questions to establish the truth of these
assertions. A question was asked, and first
of all no reply was received for a day or
so, because the Minister desired to get
the appropriate information. The ques-
tion was--

How many people have been treated
at mental institutions and hospitals
following upon, and in consequence
of, a sojourn in scientology?

The House will be amazed to know that the
answer to that question is set out on two-
and-a-bit foolscap pages of type. One
may wonder why this was so, and it would
be reasonable for one to conclude that it
was an attempt to make good the lack of
a case and provide a suitable answer. I
quote from portion of the reply which
reads--

In Western Australia, departmental
psychiatrists advise of the following
recently seen: Havelock clinic 3; Clare-
mont 3; Selby clinic 1; Heathcote 6.
These figures do not include the epilep-
tic referred.

If we tally that number up we will get 13
cases out of 11.029. The Minister used
the words "recently seen." I did not know
what those words really meant and accord-
ingly a further question was asked. Surely
it was not unreasonable to ask that ques-
tion in order to get the facts. The question
asked was-

Will he state the actual period of
time covered by the words "recently
seen" in his answer to question on
Scientology and people treated in
Mental Hospitals of 24th October,
1988; if "Yes" what is the actual
period?

I am sure members will be astounded to
learn-and if they are not, it is certainly
extraordinary to me-that in answer to
question (1) we received the reply, "Re-
cently seen means five years." The second
question asked was--

What was the total number of new
cases treated at mental institutions
and hospitals over the same period as
that referred to in (1) above?

And, the answer given was--
For the last two years new admis-

sions have not been statistically col-
lated separate from re-admissions.

The total number of admissions, in-
cluding re-admissions, for the five
years period was 11,029.

Yet, notwithstanding those figures we are
told here, that in order to protect the
health-and particularly the mental health
of the public-it is intended to make this
Bill law. Does one need to say anything
more about it? Could one get a more
ridiculous proposition than that?

If we are to take any notice of that at
all we must come to the conclusion and ask
why the Bill was brought here by the
Minister for Health: why not by the Minis-
ter for Education, or the Minister for Jus-
tice? Because they are just as interested
in the Bill. Do 13 cases out of 11,000 in
five Years constitute in anybody's Imagina-
tion-no matter how biased they may be-
a serious problem in health? They cer-
tainly do not.

The Minister went on and quoted the
Mental Health Department and the State
Health Council, listing all the names, for
what real reason I do not know. I cannot
see their relevance to the question asked.

I think the Minister seeks to justify his
actions in respect of this Bill on the basis
that he is following the recommendations
of the organisations to which he has re-
ferred in his answer. If this is so, it is
amazing to me that one refers to a mental
health committee which made a determina-
tion concerning scientology at a meeting on
the 27th October, 1965, particularly when
it is now 1968 and we only now have the
Bill before us.

Why the delay? In the absence of evi-
dence to support this action on a problem
involving mental health, and in the situa-
tion of the great delay in respect of the
introduction of the Bill and the virtually
total absence of any case at all, surely one
is entitled to Put the question: How comes
the Bill at all? What is really going on
here? I suppose that is anybody's guess.
I do not know the real answer to this at
all. The member for Belmont made this
attempt, but with what accuracy I do not
know.

What I would like to know is this: Have
those bodies referred to in the answer
given by the minister on the 23rd October,
1968, made any recommendations con-
cerning the smoking of cigarettes by
reason of the results that can come from
the smoking of cigarettes in respect of
cancer? I notice in today's paper there is
yet another article on that question. There
is a case where there seems to be some
real evidence which would suggest the
introduction of legislation into this House
is long overdue in order to protect People
from the injury they can sustain from
cigarette smoking, But thus far, no legis-
lation has been introduced on that par-
ticular question. Furthermore, it seems
clear enough there is not going to be any;
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and this is yet another instance of incon-
sistency as f ar as the Government is con-
cerned.

It was stated before the suspension that
scientology has been of great value to a
lot of people in this State. It is not for
us to decide whether this is so or not-they
say it is, and they are credible people.
This being so, they are prepared to state
what has happened to them arising from
their association with scientology. They
are not only prepared to state it, but to
swear it on oath under the provisions of
section 106 of the Evidence Act. The
Minister has endeavoured to clutch at
straws when introducing this Bill, and he
quoted all sorts of things against scien-
tology. However, when he was asked if
he could say anything in its favour, he
brushed that aside.

Mr. Runciman: Do you see something in
favour of it?

Mr. BERTRAM: I propose to say some-
thing right now. I will not be using my
own words, but words of other People-
and they are entitled to be heard. I Will
read their declarations in a moment .

The way I see it is this: Once legisla-
tion like this is on the Statute book it sets
the seal of criminality on a lot of people.
The Minister, in my view, should have
been prepared to present a balanced case.
The Minister has made allegations against
these People, but I propose to produce
facts to support my case-to produce a few
things on the credit side. This should be
done before any action is fairly and
squarely taken to ban an organisatlon.

At this stage, I do not propose to read
the names of the declarants, but they are
here for anybody who wishes to see them.
In each case the person has sworn the
required statutory declaration. The first
case is that of F.S., and it reads as fol-
lows:-

That before Scientology I was
unable to look realistically at things
in my life which were distasteful.
That since learning about Scientology
and mixing with Scientologists I have
become able to confront these things
and to look to the future with
confidence. That beforehand I was
critical of many People for no good
reason.

That is a statement which seems to be
shared by quite a few people at this time,
if we take any notice of the evidence
presented in respect of this Bill. Conti-
nuing-

That I am now far more tolerant
and my love for people in general has
increased. That for years I have been
only barely tapifing my natural
abilities and now, since Scientology,
I am becoming more able all the time.

The next concerns E.J.W., now proprietress
of a boarding house, instructress of
domestic sicence, Vienna, and instructress
for civil defence (emergency feeding). She
then gives her address and states--

That in the year 1952 1 became very
depressed and weak, my eyesight be-
came very bad and my speech faltered.
During this time I had treatment from
Dr. M. Abrahams, Birmingham and
eventually went to see a specialist at
the General Hospital, who, unknown
to me told my husband that I had
Multiple Sclerosis and there was no
cure. That the illness will progress
till death. It was kept completely
secret from me and I tried to raise my
family under very handicapped con-
ditions.

That we moved to East Grinstead in
Sussex where my husband found in
the Public Library a book called
Dianetics. which had been donated by
Scientology and the address was only
3 miles from where we lived.

I had 25 hours auditing from this
Scientology centre and my auditor
was Edgar Watson. During this ses-
sion mention was made of my illness
but I had insight into my life and
what I was doing to cause it. I had
many realizations during that time
and felt absolutely wonderful. From
that moment there was no looking
back.

MY health improved, I became an
Instructress of Cookery at a Home
Office approved school for girls in
need of care and protection. This
school is run by the Salvation Army
for the Government. I am also a
fully trained Instructor for Civil
Defence and holder of the Red Cross
Certificate for First Aid and Nursing.

That at the moment I am running,
single handed a Boarding House for
18 people. My life is full and happy.
Before coming to Australia I had a
thorough examination by a Neuro
Specialist in Tunbridge Wells and he
said that there was no sign of Mul-
tiple Sclerosis.

That statement was made on oath and
sworn on the 23rd October, 1968.

The next concerns W. J., housewife and
mother, who solemnly declared as fol-
lows:

I have actively taken a Part in
Scientology for twelve months now,
firstly with the Free Introductory
Course, from which I gained fantastic
logical, workable data, applicable to
every facet of my everyday life.

That Prior to this I was very inclined
to the everyday blues resulting from
the chaos and confusion caused by
me.
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That from the first course I did
further courses and commenced audit-
ing-entirely on my own decision.

That my gains from this last year
have been terrific and numerous.
Among my gains is the cessation of
an abdominal disorder which caused
me pain and upset for several years.
This was thought to be caused from
adhesions resulting from an opera-
tion in 1963,

That this discomfort does not exist
any more-it has vanished. I did not
receive auditing for that specific con-
dition. It disappeared as my level of
awareness came up and I was becom-
ing more able to understand and con-
front the workings of the mind-as a
result of Grade Auditing. Conse-
quently the operation that seemed in-
evitable-is not required. Another
win is the cessation of nail biting. That
I recognised why I did this, and of
course once I saw why, I stopped.

That this has been achieved by ap-
plying Scientology Technology and I
am now applying this same Technology
on my friends who are also discovering
happiness with enthusiasm.

Whether one accepts or rejects that state-
ment is immaterial. The fact is that it
was made on oath by a credible person.
There is no evidence to suggest otherwise.
Are we going to chop off the heads of these
people? They have derived a certain
amount of satisfaction from this organisa-
tion.

Here is the case of IC.G.A., scient*3logist
tnd formerly bank manager, a man who,

believe, of recent times resigned from a
: ank in order that he might be more
,losely associated with this organisation,
ind if it is banned, he will lose his present
fob after having forfeited certain benefits
n connection with his old job. Once this
3111 becomes law there will be no positions
)Pen to this person. It will be difficult
.or him to obtain a job at all. He was a
.ormer bank manager and must be a
credible and responsible citizen. This is
fthat ha had to say-

That I served with the Royal Austra-
lian Air Force overseas as a Wireless
Air Gunner from sixth January 1941
to fifth December 1945 and that as a
result of my service it was necessary
for me to receive treatment for a war
neurosis from the Repatriation De-
partment.

That in 1947 this treatment consisted
of Electric Shock treatment, insulin in-
jection and taking prescribed drugs.

That from 1947 until 1961 1 found
it necessary to attend a Doctor nomi-
nated by the Repatriation Department
because of my neurosis and extreme
exhaustion. During this period I Was

most of the time taking prescribed
drugs to alleviate my Condition, which
was growing steadily worse, to the
point where it was interfering with my
work and I was missing promotion in
the. normal way.

That in 1956 1 was taken to Royal
Perth Hospital for a chest ailment
which was never specifically diagnosed.

That about 1960 1 was referred to a
Medical Specialist by the Repatriation
Department who in discussing my con-
dition with me said that I would have
to accept the fact that I would never
be one hundred per cent. fit again and
that my condition would probably
worsen.

That in August, 1961, 1 heard my
first Lectures in Scientology and later
had Scientology Processing to increase
my awareness of myself as a Spiritual
being. That from chat date onwards
I have had Scientology processing
when necessary and there has been an
improvement in my physical and men-
tal conditions.

That I found that I was able to stop
taking prescribed drugs and although I
still saw a Medical Doctor the visits
were much less frequent until a few
years later I was finding it unnecessary
to visit a doctor because my physical
and mental health gave me no trouble
at all.

That because of my health-
This may interest members-

-improvement I was able to apply
myself to my work better, and from
1961 until 1968 1 was promoted in the
Commonwealth Banking Corporation
to accountant, Claremont branch, ac-
countant Town Hall, Perth branch,
and finally manager of Walter Road,
Inglewood branch.

That for many years I received a
thirty per cent. War Service Pension
from the Repatriation Department. In
May, 1968, I wrote to the Repatriation
Department asking them to cancel my
pension-

This is a man who is going to have the
stigma of criminality well and truly im-
planted on him for life, once this Bill be-
comes law-and I cannot imagine the posi-
tion being otherwise in this State. I did
not quite finish that quote-

-as I felt It was unethical of me to
take this Pension any longer as I now
considered that I had completely re-
covered my physical and mental health
due to Scientology training and pro-
cessing I have had.

In the next one, T.S., Bach elor of Arts, de-
clares as follows:-

Before I becne interested in Scien-
tology, I bad decided that human
existence was futile, and that life was
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an endless struggle with no purpose.
Although I felt successful socially and
academically, something was missing
from my life.

That I have studied various religions
and philosophies for several years. but
have not discovered any which have
satisfied me except Scientology.

The SPEAKER: The honouirable mem-
ber has another five minutes.

Mr. BERTRAM: Continuing-
That to me this religion embraces

all the aspects of other religions and
philosophies which I have felt to be
true. It also Provides guidance in being
able to handle life more successfully.

That since discovering Scientology
I have become far more stable. I now
understand that I am responsible for
myself and for my actions, and that
I have thle ability to help myself and
other people to be happy. That I
have no doubt that I have improved
as a person through the help of Scien-
tology.

That I am more rational, better able
to communicate with people and less
shy, I am also happier and I have
confidence in the future.

That to me Scientology means truth,
goodness, and a continually impror-
ing future.

There are still other declarations here, but
time will not allowv me to read them.. The
ones I have read are convincing. It mat-
ters not whether you, Mr. Speaker, are
convinced; whether I am convinced; or
whether anybody else is convinced; the
important thing is that these people cer-
tainly are convinced, and I have been
assured that if I want more statutory
declarations they will be forthcoming. I
have stressed to the people that I do not
want anybody prejudicing themselves. I
want declarations made out in the same
free fashion as those I have received.

If those people are satisfied and con-
tent because they have something, who
are we to take it away? We are not
licensed to do that. The last heading was
that the Bill is also menacing, and it most
certainly is. If this Bill becomes law.
whose bead will be the next one to drop?

MR. TONKLN (Melville-Leader of the
Opposition) [8.1 p.mr.]: This is not just an
ordinary Bill which comes before Parlia-
mnent from time to time in order to give
effect to some purpose, but an extraordi-
nary and a, very serious measure. It is
very wvide in its implications, and it has
been introduced as a part of Government
policy in accordance with strong Govern-
ment belief.

Although the member for South Perth
was at some pains to try to demonstrate
that the purpose of this Bill is not to ban

scientology, on much greater authority in
the Government it has been said
that it is to ban scientology, The
title of the Bill is to proscribe any
organisation, or associated organisation,
which has anything to do with scientology.
"Proscribe" means to put outside the pro-
tection of the law, to banish, or to exile.

Right down through the years there have
been people who have been keen to pro-
scribe organisations and to ban their
existence. The very trade unions upon
which this Opposition depends were, in
their initial stages, proscribed and banned
by Governments in an endeavour to pre-
vent their developing. And so it has been
down through the ages. But opinions
change following experience. You, Mr.
Speaker, wvill recall that at one stage the
wearing of the bikini was banned in Aus-
tralia. That is no exaggeration; that is a
fact. However, who would be so stupid as
to comre forward now and advocate such a
policy?

Mr. Graham: Probably this Government.
Mr. TONKIN: Books have been banned

and subsequently released. One that
comes to mind is Lady Chatterle p's Lover.
For a long time that book was on the
banned list because certain people thought
that in the general interest people should
not be allowed to read it. It is no longer
banned because attitudes change and Gov-
ernments change,

The different Ministers directly con-
cerned with this measure have both shown
they are keen on compulsion; compelling
people to do what they think is right. The
first example was compulsory fluoridation
of water.

Mr. Craig: A good move.
Mr. TONKIN: The member for Mirra-

booka endeavoured to make a case to
show that his party believed in the pre-
servation of human rights: Freedom. I
remind the member for Mirrabooka that
his party had no regard for the rights
of individuals wvho believe that to force
them to drink fluoridated water is to
harm them. However, they have been
obliged to drink that water because this
Government says so. There was no free-
dom left to them there.

From the very first day that the present
Minister for Works came into Parliament
he showed he was keen on banning; keen
on prohibition. Durinig the very first speech
he made in this House he indicated his
Support for proscribing an organisation
and I will quote from page 11 of the 1950
Hansard.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I hope you read
the whole speech; it is rather a good one.

Mr. TONKIN: I think that is only a
ruse on the part of the Minister to use
up my time, but I can put it to far better
use. Towards the end of the Minister's
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speech, and after having referred to the be taken out to sully the minds of
grave war events overseas, he had this
to say-

These grave events surely give keen
point to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment's anti-communist legislation:
and although at this stage I am not
going to labour the point I feel sure
that the great majority of the Aus-
tralian People hope and trust that the
anti-communist Bill will be passed
while there is yet time.

Of course the Minister's hope and trust
were not fulfilled, and it showed what a.
bad judge he was of public opinion. It is
history that the people would have none
of the Commonwealth Government's anti-
communist Bill.

It did not take the Minister long to
come back on this line, and so in 1951 he
had a complaint against the Adult Edu-
cation Hoard. The board was staging a
play, called "Clutterbuck." The Minister
asked a series of questions. I do not pro-
pose to read all the questions he asked.
but on Page 255, of the 1951 Mansard, hel
asked the following of the Minister for
Education:-

(3) Does he realise that the subject
matter of the play is decidedly
"earthy" and, Principally because
it tends to glamorise marital
Infidelity, many People deplore its
sponsorship by the board?

Mr. floss Hutchinson: That is the point.
Mr. TONKIN: To continue-

(4) Does he realise that good acting
on the Part of all players further
serves to accentuate the play's
earthiness?

(5) Does he consider that the Adult
Education Board should sponsor
such a play?

(6) Will he take steps to persuade the
board to withdraw its sponsorship
of the play in favour of another?

Those questions urged the late member
for Mt. Marshall to ask the following
question without notice:-

Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to give consideration to the
appointment of parliamentary
under secretaries, and if so, will
he consider the appointment of
the member for Cottesloe as
"Under Secretary for Public
Morals"?

To show that that was the general note,
the Daily News, in a, subleader, felt it was
worthy of comment. I again quote from
Hansard, 1951, at page 338-

If a certain narrowness of view is
required for the job, one nominee for
the "Under-Secretaryship for Public
Morals" could be said to have displayed
it promisingly. What has him tut-
totting is that an "earthy" comedy
of manners which packed them in
when it was staged in Perth should

what he presumably regards as simple
country folk.

The heading of that article in the
Daily News was "Saving the Outback."
These are illustrations to show the type
of thinking of the Minister from the first
day he came into this Parliament. With
such a narrow outlook it is understandable
that he wanted to ban the things with
which he Personally disagreed. In my
opinion he has continued to display that
attitude right throughout, and I will quote
from Mansard, 1952. The Government of
the day, which, of course, was a Country-
Liberal Party Government, brought in a
regulation to amend the regulations of the
Education Department. This was the
regulation-

A teacher shall not-
inculcate or attempt to inculcate
in a student any sectarian,
denominational or political propa-
ganda.

That immediately made an appeal to the
Present Minister for Works because he
had this to say about it and I will quote
from page 1068 of Hansard, 1952-

I did not intend to speak to this
motion but perhaps as an ex-teacher
I should have something to say in re-
gard to it. I can understand, in part,
some of the viewpoints expressed by
the member for Melville, but I cannot
agree with some of the conclusions
he has drawn. When I was teaching,
and we foregathered in the common-
rooms, discussion often got round to
those members of the profession who,
at times, did attempt to disseminate
political propaganda. I can assure
members that teachers who were
members of all the popular political
groups were unanimous in their con-
demnation of such practices. With-
out having sounded any of them on
this matter, I feel sure that the great
majority of them would not raise
any objection to the promulgation
of this regulation.

There is no need for me to go any fur-
ther but there are other examples. All
the way through the Minister has come
out for compulsion; to stop some section
or to safeguard the morals of the people.
Is it then to be expected that because
some representations are made to the Gov-
ernnment the Minister should be as keen
as he is to force this upon the com-
munity?

I do not know whether scientology is
good or bad, but I do know this: I have
received four letters from people asking
me to oppose the Bill and I have had one
from a constituent who has told me that
scientology is evil and ought to be opposed.

Mr. Court: You have been let down
lightly: you should have received some of
my mail.
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Mr. TONKIN: I have also had informa-
tion presented to me, which is absolutely
authentic, of the case of an engineer who
was employed in the Public Works Depart-
ment. He went down the hill so much
that he finally ended up mixing cement
on a building job. Subsequently, after
he commenced to intetrest himself in
scientology he became completely rehabi-
litated and today he is occupying a posi-
tion as engineer in a firm of private engi-
neering consultants. I can vouch for that
information. Whether it occurred as it
has been presented to me, or not, I have
no way of proving without making exten-
sive inquiries, but this information was
given to me by a close friend and associate
of the person concerned and he has
vouched for it.

Who are we to say here that this organi-
sation should be proscribed: because If
one studies the Bill carefully one will find
a great intrusion into the rights and
interests of the people? This is possibly
as great an interference with public
liberty as it is possible to have. The Bill
enables a policeman, armned with a war-
rant, to go to any house that is the sub-
ject of the warrant at any time of the
day or night to conduct a search to see
if there is a book on scientology in that
house. The Minister shakes his head,
but I am told that that is the true posi-
tion.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: And I am telling
you that it is just not!

Mr. TONKIN: Having said that, I will
proceed to prove it.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You cannot prove
It.

Mr. TONKIN: Can I not? Make no
mistake about that! First of all, we must
look at the definitions in the Bill, and
the definition to which I am particularly
referring now is the definition of "sciento-
logical record" which reads-

"Scientological record" means any
document, file or register, and
any gramophone record, wire,
tape or other thing by which
words or sounds are recorded
and from which they are capable
of being reproduced, relating to
the practice of scientology on, by,
or in relation to, any particular
person.

I deduce from that, that the word "docu-
ment" would necessarily cover a brochure
or book dealing with scientology. If we
turn to another pe~rt of the Bill, we find
this--

Every person who has in his pos-
session any scientological record
shall, forthwith after the coming into
operation of this Act or after the
record comes into his possession, as
the case may be, deliver it up to the
Commissioner of Police.

Penalty: Two hundred dollars.

(2) Where a Justice is satisfied that
tbere is reasonable cause for suspect-
ing that a Person has any scientologi-
cal record in his possession or in any
premises, he may, by warrant under
his hand, authorise a member of the
Police Force to search that person or
to enter and search those premises
and to seize and deliver up to the
Commissioner of Police any such
record as he may find.

(3) A warrant issued pursuant to
subsection (2) of this section author-
ises a member of the Police Force to
enter any premises specified in the
warrant, at any time of the day or
night and with such assistants as
may be necessary, and, if necessary,
to use force by breaking open doors
or otherwise and is deemed to
authorise the member of the Police
Force to play any recording medium
by means of any device that he may
have with him or find upon the
premises.

I ask you, Mr. Speaker: Does that estab-
lish or not what I previously said?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It does not, Read
the definition of "Scientological record.",

Mr. TONKIN: I have read it. Does the
Minister argue that a document would not
include a brochure or book?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It has to be "on,
by, or in relation to, any particular per-
son,"

Mr. TONKIN: Let us be perfectly clear.
We do not want to take any advantage of
the argument.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: And, overall, it
applies to scientology.

Mr. TONKIN: We have to take the
definition as it appears in the Bill. It
reads-

"scientological record" means any
document, file or register, and any
gramophone record, wire, tape or other
thng by which words or sounds are
recorded and from which they ar.e
capable of being reproduced, relating
to the Practice of scientology on, by,
or in relation to, any particular person.

What difference that makes, I do not
know.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is put in every-
day wording.

Mr. TONKIN: What difference does that
make?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Do you want mue
to tell you now or later?

Mr. TONKIN: Perhaps it would be better
if you told me later, because it will be
in your time and not mine. In my
opinion, that would not make the slightest
differenee, because if a person has a book
on scientology, obviously it would be by
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somebody on the subject of scientology, or
would relate to something in connection
with scientology.

Mr. Cash: This is a very weak argument.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is no argument

at all.
Mr. TONKIN: That is my opinion and

I stick to it until I get a better opinion
than the Minister has on it.

I consider this is an infringement of
personal liberty. I will not accept that
justices will not issue warrants unless
books or instruments are known to be on
premises. Two cases come to my mind
where warrants have been obtained by
policemen and they atteriipted to execute
them when there was no justification for
them. One was the case of a man called
Squire. The police went out armed with
a warrant to arrest this man for non-
payment of maintenance. The person
concerned told the policeman he had made
a mistake, because he was not liable to
pay maintenance and therefore the war-
rant could not possibly refer to him. but
the policeman took no notice of what the
gentleman told him and took him to pri-
son and locked him up, It was subse-
quently established that the policeman had
arrested the wrong man.

The second case of which I have per-
sonal knowledge is one from my own dis-
trict. A certain lady who was in a motor-
car reported to the pollee that a car of a
certain number had collided with her car.
The result of that was that word was sent
to the C.I.B. office, and officers went from
there and found a car parked in a street
in Perth. They went over it with a torch
looking for some mark to indicate it had
been involved in a collision and they could
not find any.

The next day a policeman went out to
the place where the man who owned the
car conducted his business and wanted to
impound his car. The man said, "What
for?" The policeman said, "You were in-
volved in a hit and run accident yester-
day," and the man insisted, "No, I was
not." The policeman then said, "Yes you
were, and I am going to impound this
car.' So the garage proprietor said to
him, "If you put a hand on this car I
will hit you with a spanner." With that
the policeman went away to a justice and
came back with a warrant.

It was then the garage proprietor
thought it was time to come to see me
about the matter. We were the Govern-
mient. at the time, so I rang the Com-
missioner of Police and asked him to send
round to me the inspector in charge of
traffic. I said to him, "I want to know
how the policeman got this summons
issued for the arrest of this man in these
circumstances." The inspector Promised
to supply me with a report within a few
days.

Nothing happened for several weeks, so
I rang him again. The inspector told me,
'The policeman has gone off sick.' I said,

"'Very well, in due course let me have the
report." Apparently the policeman was
off sic k f or th ree months, beca use each tim e
I asked for this report it was not forth-
coming. but the significant point is that
the summons was withdrawn and no action
was taken against the person concerned.
As so much time had elapsed, and I had
cooled down considerably, I did not worry
about the matter any further.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Would this be a
case of political interference in the law?

Mr. TONKIN: Whose political interfer-
ence?.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I was just asking
you a question.

Mr. TONKIN: I now ask the Minister
one. Is the Minister implying that I used
political interference?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I am just asking
a question.

Mr. TONKIN And I am asking the
Minister that one. in view of what he said
I think I am entitled to get an answer.

Mr. Graham: Chicken!
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Let me hear you

say whether you did or not.
Mr. Toms: Why don't you directly accuse

him?
Mr . Ross Hutchinson: I am not directly

accusing him.
Mr. TONKIN: I consider the Minister's

question insulting, but considering the
source from which it came I am not sur-
prised. The fact of the matter is-and I
suggest the Minister should do this-be
can check the files and see what hap-
pened. Let the Minister ask his colleague
to cheek the files!I I will give his col-
leagues the names and we will see how
much basis there is for the Minister's
implication.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You are being
very sensitive in this matter.

Mr. TONKIN: I have reason to be in a
matter such as this. So I conclude refer-
ence to those two cases to show that war-
rants are not difficult to get.

Under this Bill if a policeman tells a
justice he believes that in certain Pre-
mises can be found documents or some of
the other gadgets referred to. then he
can be supplied with a warrant. A police-
man with such a warrant can at any time
of the day or night break down a door
to look for the books or documents. If
he does not find these things, what re-
dress is there? what redress would the
unfortunate individual have? How would
he explain to his neighbours why his door
was broken down by the police? This is
what the Bill provides for, and because
of that I am not prepared to support it.
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No case has been made out to justify
legislation of this nature. I can well re-
call, when we had discussions in connec-
tion with wheat stabilisation and the
methods which could be employed to find
out whether or not farmers were with-
holding their wheat, the opposition of the
members of the Country Party to giving
the Police or anybody else the right to
enter a farmer's property to see if he was
retaining wheat which he should have
delivered to the board. That being the
ease, how can we justify what is in the
BiDl? Whether It Is good or bad-and
this has not yet been amply demonstrated
by the evidence one way or the other-we
are not justified in going to these lengths.
As a matter of principle I say we cannot
support the Bill.

Here we are at this stage taking a
drastic step lik that on the flimsiest Of
evidence; we are acting in a way similar to
the Commonwealth when it endeavoured
to take action in respect of the communist
Organisation. which move the people of
Australia turned down in no mistaken
fashion. I suggest that if a referendum
were taken in Western Australia on the
question of banning scientology, the pro-
posal to ban it would be defeated. I get
the idea from reading what appears in the
daily newspapers.

Mr. Cash: If you read our history you
would find that was the case in almost
every referendum held in Australia. Only
about four missed out.

Mr. TONKIN: Surely in a democracy the
people are entitled to decide! Or are we
to accept that the Government shall dis-
regard the opinion of the majority of the
people by not holding a referendum, and
so avoid the risk of giving them a say?
Is that democracy or is that dictatorship?
Quite often it depends on one's point of
view and one's experience.

Funny Whings happen in the world. Here
in Western Australia we are compulsorily
putting fluoride into the water, but in Rus-
sia they are taking it out of the water. The
scientists of one of these countries must
be wrong. From the exploits of the Russians
in the field of science, I say they are less
likely to be wrong in this respect than we
are.

On that I conclude my contribution. As
this Bill is drawn up. and because it abro-
gates a principle and because we do not
believe in the policy of banning as being
any solution to a difficulty, we are not pre-
pared to go along with the Government in
its policy. I trust that upon reflection
there will be a majority of members in the
House to vote against the Bill.

MR. 1. W. MANNING (Wellington) (8.35
P.m.]: This Hubbard Association of Scien-
tologists International is a world-wide or-
ganisation, and it would appear that its

activities in any one country or State is
representative of its activities throughout
the world, or wherever it practises.

The Government Of Victoria appointed
a board of inquiry into scientology, and
that board submitted a very lengthy report.
One of the intriguing features of this re-
port is the language and expressions used
by the board. I would like to quote some
excerpts from that report, and I shall do so
to demonstrate the type of evidence which
the Government had to consider when it
took the step to introduce the Bill before
us. My purpose in doing this is to show
the strong and emphatic expressions used
by the board of inquiry. Firstly, I quote
from page 160 of that report-

CONCLUSIONS

If there should be detected in this
Report a note of unrelieved denunci-
ation of scientology, it is because the
evidence has shown its theories to be
fantastic and impossible, its principles
Perverted and ill-founded, and its
techniques debased and harmful.
Scientology is a delusional belief sys-
tem, based on fiction and fallacies and
Propagated by falsehood and decep-
tion. While making an appeal to the
Public as a worthy system whereby
ability, intelligence and personality
may be improved, it employs tech-
niques which further its real purpose
of securing domination over and men-
tal enslavement of its adherents. It
involves the administration by persons
without any training in medicine or
Psychology of quasi - psychological
treatment, which is harmful medically,
morally and socially.

Its founder, with the merest smat-
tering of knowledge in various sciences.
has built upon the scintilla of his
learning a crazy and dangerous edifice.
The I-ASI claims to be "the world's
largest mental health organization."
What it really is, however, is the
world's largest organization of unquali-
fled Persons engaged in the practice of
dangerous techniques which masquer-
ade as mental therapy.

No acceptable or recognized standards
are Prescribed for its practitioners,
whose ignorance of Orthodox medicine
and Psychology make them each a
menace to the health of the commun-
ity. They are the more dangerous
because of their spurious air of com-
petence and the tremendous amount
of mis-directed energy which has
gone into promoting the organization
and devising techniques, the mentally
crippling qualities of which are cleverly
concealed.

I now quote from page 2 of that report-
The Principles and practices of scien-

tology are contrary to accepted prin-
ciples and Practices of medicine and
science, and constitute a grave danger
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to the health, particularly the mental
health, of the community. Expert
opinion to this effect was fully con-
firmed by the considerable number of
specific cases of damage to mental
health of which the Board heard evi-
dence.

That is ample to demonstrate that no-one
should overlook the concern expressed in
the report, because the association is a
world-wide organisation of which notice
has been taken throughout the world.

Mr. Graham: Would you read the first
two lines on page 169 of that report?

Mr. 1. W. MAJNN7hG: I1 shall oblige the
honourable member by reading an article
which appeared in the Sunday Times of
the 10th October, 1965-

STAMP OUT SCIENTOLOGY
What a fantastic state of affairs it

is that such an organisation as
Scientology can exist, let alone make
big profits, in our supposedly enlight-
ened society.

Yet the Victorian Government's re-
port on the cult this week reveals that
it has flourished and fed grossly on
the minds and Pockets of the lonely,
the weak, the anxious, and the gul-
lible.

Mr. K. V. Anderson, QC, who con-
ducted the two-Year investigation for
the Victorian G.overnment, found
Scientology dangerous, evil, and
fraudulent.

It was, he said, a grave threat to
family and home life-and he did not
rule out the possibility of blackmail
and extortion among People who had
confessed intimate secrets to the cult's
practitioners.

Small wonder-after watching
scientologists 'process' one unfortunate
woman into insanity-that Mr. Ander-
son could find not one saving grace
for this debased pseudo-science.

Mr. Anderson's report dealt only
with Scientology in Victoria; but there
is no, reason to suppose that a similar
investigation anywhere else would pro-
duce different results.

No doubt the Publicity given to his
report will be, to a large extent, a
remedy in itself; but it can not be left
there.

Despite our belief in freedom within
society, there must always be times
when certain activities must be Pro-
scribed for the general good-when
even a comparatively small section of
the community must be protected from
itself.

This is one of those times. Every
State Government has a responsibility
to take full heed of the Victorian re-
port. Laws to destroy this evil are
needed as soon as possible.

When People can be ensnared into
a highly Profitable business by brain-
washing, by hypnosis, and by fear,
society must act on their behalf.

Scientology must-An whatever
guise it now appears or may adopt in
the future-be stamped out.

In the light of that the Government intro-
duced the Bill before us, which in the face
of the evidence, including the report of the
board of inquiry in Victoria, is a very
temperate measure. To look further abroad
I quote briefly from the magazine, Time, of
the 23rd August, 1968.

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
should condense the language in the quotes
he makes. He cannot read them at length.

Mr. 1. W. MANNING: I bow to your
direction, Mr. Speaker. To continue with
the article which appeared in that mnaga-
Zine-

Dreamed up by L. Ron Hubbard, a
onetime science-fiction writer,
Scientology originally surfaced as
"Dianetics," a pseudopsychological fad
that flourished briefly in America in
the early 1950s.

I will skip some of this and quote further
on. The article refers, to some extent, to
the salvation offered by scientology. The
portion I now wish to quote reads-

The cost of salvation is high. While
the introductory lesson is only $15, it
can cost as much as 35,000 to com-
plete the entire Scientology course.

The following is the other quote I wish
to make from this article-

Scientology today has 22 headquarters
in six countries and claims to have a
membership in the thousands. In the
U.S., where it operates ten "churches,"
it seems to have a strong appeal for
hippies. Though Hubbard "retired"
twvo years ago, when he sold the good
will of his name to the movement for
$240,000, he keeps in touch by Telex
with international headquarters in
Britain.

Just two weeks ago, he forgave the
organization a $13 million debt that he
says it owed him for services rendered
-an understandable act of charity
considering that he has boasted to
friends of having $1,000,000 stashed
away in two numbered Swiss bank
accounts. And he continued to float
about the Mediterranean on his yacht,
a 3,300-ton former channel steamer
that is manned by some 200 blue-
uniformed crewmen and students.

Mr. Toms: You sound jealous!
Mr. I. W. MANNING: Following this

particular line of thought, I would like to
bring to the attention of members the
comments of Mr. Robinson, the Minister
for Health in the British Government.
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What I am about to quote is taken from
a written answer given by Mr. Robinson in
the House of Commons. He said-

During the past two years, Her
Majesty's Government have become
increasingly concerned at the spread of
scientology in the United Kingdom.
Scientology is a pseudo-philisophical
cult introduced into this country
some years ago from the United States
and has its world headquarters in
East Grinstead. it has been described
by its founder, Mr. L. Ron Hubbard,
as "the world's largest mental health
organisation",

On 6th March, 1967, scientology was
debated in the House on a Motion for
the Adjournment, when I made it clear
that my Rt. Hon. Friend the Home
Secretary and I considered the prac-
tice of scientology to be potentially
harmful to its adherents. Since the
Anderson Report on Scientology (pub-
lished in 1965 in the State of Victoria,
Australia), coupled with the evidence
already available in this country, suffi-
ciently established the general un-
desirability and potential dangers of
the cult, we took the view that there
was little point in holding another
inquiry.

Although this warning received a
good deal of Public notice at the time,
the practice of scientology has con-
tinued, and indeed expanded, and
Government Departments, Members
of Parliament and local authorities
have received numerous complaints
about it.

The Government are satisfied, hav-
ing reviewed all the available evidence,
that scientology is socially harmful. it
alienates members of families from
each other and attributes squalid and
disgraceful motives to all who oppose
it; its authoritarian principles and
practice are a potential menace to the
personality and well-being of those so
deluded as to become its followers;
above all, its methods can be a serious
danger to the health of those who sub-
mit to them. There is evidence that
children are now being indoctrinated.

There is no power under existing law
to prohibit the practice of scientology;
but the Government have concluded
that it is so objectionable that it would
be right to take all steps within their
power to curb its growth.

It appears that scientology has
drawn its adherents largely from over-
seas, though the organisation is now
making intensive efforts to recruit
residents of this country. Foreign
nationals come here to study scien-
tology and to work at the so-called
College in East Grinstead. The Gov-
ernment can prevent this under exist-
ing law (the Aliens Order), and have

decided to do so. The following steps
are being taken with immediate effect:
(a) The Hubbard College of Scientol-

ogy, and all other scientol-
ogy establishments, will no longer
be accepted as educational estab-
lishments for the purposes of
Home Office policy on the admis-
sion and subsequent control of
foreign nationals;

Mr. Graham: Why not try reading for
a change!

Mr. I. W. MANNING: I am reading a
statement by the Minister for Health in
the British Government, and it is very per-
tinent to the subject we are debating.

Mr. Graham: My word, it is!
Mr. I. W. MANNING: I return now to

the statement, which continues--
(b) Foreign nationals arriving at

United Kingdom ports who intend
to proceed to scientology estab-
lishments will no longer be
eligible for admission as students;

(c) Foreign nationals who are already
in the United Kingdom, for ex-
ample as visitors, will not be
granted student status for the
purpose of attending a scientology
establishment.

(d) Foreign nationals already in the
United Kingdom for study at a
scientology establishment will not
be granted extensions of stay to
continue these studies;

(e) Work permits and employment
vouchers will not be issued to
foreign nationals (or Common-
wealth citizens) for work at a
scientology establishment;

(f) Work permits already issued to
foreign nationals for work at a
scientology establishment will not
be extended.

My Rt. Hon. Friend the Home Secre-
tary and I have amassed a consider-
able body of evidence about the
activities of the cult in this country,
in particular its effects on the mental
health of a number of its clients, and
Its treatment of those who attempt to
leave the movement or who oppose it
in any way. We shall continue to
keep a close watch on the situation
and are ready to consider other meas-
ures, should they prove necessary.

Mr. Graham: Are you going to tell us
anything about Western Australia?

Mr. I. W. MVANNfIG: I said at the
outset that this was a world-wide organ-
isation and Its activities in one part of
the world are representative of its activi-
ties in any other part, Including Western
Australia. From my experience of those
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who have approached me on the subject.
and my knowledge of the many statements
contained in the evidence-

Mr. Graham: Give us a few details then.

Mr. 1. WV. MANNING: I am not so much
concerned about that part of it.

Mr. Graham: Of course you are not!
You just make general statements.

Mr. 1. W. MANNING: That perhaps is
the social side. I think the great point
at issue Is the effect of scientology upon
mental health.

Mr. Graham: And what is that effect?

Mr. I. WV. MANNING: I believe person-
ally that this association, if it can be
called that, is enjoying a freedom to which
it is not entitled.

Mr. Graham: Who the devil are you to
decide someone else's freedom?

Mr, IL W. MANNING: I am not talking
about freedom, I am talking about the
law of this land, and in the interests of
public health we pass laws here which
restrict the activities of certain people.

Mr. Graham: Scientologists have not
breached any one of those laws.

Mr. 1. W, MANNING: For instance, the
laws dealing with food handling are, in
some cases, very restrictive. If we are
concerned about other sections of the
human body then we must also be con-
cerned about mental health.

Mr. Graham: Of course we must. No
one disagrees with you on that point, but
you do not have legislation directed against
one organlisation, company, or business
concern.

Mr. I. W. MANNING: It has been said
time and time again in this debate by
those on this side, that this legislation Is
temperate in its approach, considering the
wealth of evidence which Is on the file.

Mr. Bertram: Whose file?
Mr. Graham: Yes, whose file?
Mr. 1. WV. MANNING: In Particular, the

report of the Victorian inquiry.
Mr. Graham:. What has that to do with

Western Australia?
Mr. I. WV. MANNING: It has everything.

I am trying to establish that this organ-
Isaton-

Mr. Graham: You are making a bit of
a mess of it!

Mr. Bertram: You are not making much
progress!

Mr. I. W. MANNING: -is world wide.
and If these things go on In other parts
of the world, they occur here. As was
mentioned by the memnber for Mirrabooka,
their public relations are not good.

Mr. Graham: Are you going to ban them
because of that?

Mr. I. W. M1ANNING: There is no doubt
in my mind that this organisation is
meddling with the minds of people, and in
the intersets of public health this Gov-
ernment must take action, the same as
it does in other directions.

Mr. Graham: I think the honourable
member is wet!

MR. LAPHAM3 (Karrinyup) [0.51 p.m.]:
I was wondering whether the Minister
would like me to move that this debate be
adjourned til this day 12 months. I make
this suggestion because I want to be help-
ful. As far as I can see the Government
has not advanced one tittle of evidence,
either on the Table of the House, or in
Mansard, in support of the Bill. As a
matter of fact the Government's speakers
had to struggle through the whole of their
speeches inl an effort to give support. They
have shown a laudable degree of loyalty,
but nothing else. Not one member has
been able to point to one worth-while sub-
mission of the Government in support of
this measure.

I think everyone realises it is an ex-
tremely poor meas5ure. I dislike entirely
the principles it embodies and I believe it
is completely dishonest and not Australian,
It is completely un-Australian, end rather
than have the debate continue toniUght :1
would like the Government to do some-
thing to stop it. I realise the Government
has the numbers and can roll over the top
of the Opposition with no trouble at all.

If the Government did this, it would
Place itself in a predicament, because fut-
ure generations would look backc at this
Government's actions. It has introduced
this legislation, but the members of the
Government have refused to meet people
connected with the organisation it is ban.-
ning. In this regard I refer to the evi-
dence adduced by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition in his 4*-hour address the
other evening. He quoted a declaration
signed by John W. Avery, public rela-tions
officer of the scientology churen 01 West-
ern Australia. Mr. Avery indicated he had
made representations to the Minister for
Health seeking a conference on the matter
and,' when the Minister refused to meet
him, he then addressed a letter to the
Premier asking for a conference with him
in order to discuss scientology.

I must say that at least the Premier
was courteous enough to reply, but his
reply was to the eff ect that he could not
meet the Public relations officer because
litigation was pending.

Mr. Graham: He was courteous, but not
correct.

Mr. LAPHAM: That is quite true: but
at least he was courteous. This indica~ps
to me that the Premier was displaying cnce
ncain a degree of loyalty to one of his
Ministers who had Pot himself into ex-
treme difficulties by introducing a measure
of this nature.
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If we look through the speeches recorded
in Hansard we will find that not one tittle
of evidence has been submitted-either
here or in another place-in justification
of this legislation. It is the very anti-
thesis of everything that is decent. Of
course we have differences of opinion in
the House. It is quite understandable that
the Government members who have a dif-
ferent political complexion should dis-
agree with the Opposition.

However, despite this, over the years we
have always prided ourselves on the fact
that we are reasonably intelligent people
and that we approach subjects logically
with the thought of arriving at reasonable
decisions.

If the Government steamrollers this Bill
through the House tonight, Parliament will
not arrive at a reasonable decision. I
know very well the Government has the
power to do it, if it wishes. Of course,
some supporters of the Government are
not very keen about it; but, through a mis-
guided sense of loyalty, in all probability
they will follow through. I said earlier
that members will look back and will rue
the day when a Bill for the purpose of
banning an Organisation was forced
through the House as a consequence of a
majority only.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The people will
judge this.

Mr. LAPHAM: The memrber for South
Perth spoke tonight for three-Quarters of
an hour and I think he made two points.
Firstly he said thbat he had a good know-
ledge of the early stages of scientology in
Victoria. He knew what Mr. Galbally had
to say.

However, he did not mention the in-
dividual who was the cause of the inquiry
into scientology-a smart individual by the
name of Wearne whom, unfortunately, I
had the displeasure to meet at one time.
He set up an Organisation to take in ad-
vertisements for trade union journals and
it was not long before 1, as secretary of
my Organisation, cancelled one contract.
That person did not impress a number of
people in this State and he certainly did
not impress a great number of People in
the trade union movement in Victoria. I
found it completely understandable to
realise that he was the individual who
created the trouble for scientologists in
Victoria.

The member for South Perth made an-
other point: namely, that in his opinion
the Bill did not ban scientologists. I can-
not understand how the honourable mem-
ber holds that Idea, because clause 3 (1)
says that a person shall not Practise
scientology. The marginal note is, "'Prac-
tice of scientology prohibited."

If one reads through the Bill one finds
that everything relating to it deals with
the prohibition of the practice of scien-
tology and every clause in the Bill indi-

cates that the individual cannot practise
scientology. I think members on the other
side of the House are completely wrong in
the attitude they are taking. The Opposi-
tion is not alone in its viewpoint. I would
like to quote from a leading article in The
West Ausytralian which was in regard to
the proposed Victorian banning. It says-

Banning Scientology
However dangerous, evil and fraudu-

lent the cult of scientology is said to
be, parliament needs more convincing
evidence for banning it than any that
Health Minister MacKinnon has pro-
duced.

It is not enough to rely on a 1965
board of inquiry's findings in Victoria
that scientology was all of these things
there. Nor are the banning of the cult
in Victoria and the move to outlaw it
in S.A. reasons why W.A. should tag
along. Though the movement's world
headquarters are in the south of Eng-
land, Britain has not proscribed scien-
tology but has merely taken steps to
curb its growth. N.S.W. has decided
against a ban.

In matters of this kind-
The SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Karrinyup will refrain from quoting
long extracts from a newspaper. A news-
paper is not entitled to Put its views be-
fore Parliament. I stopped the member
for Wellington on this point.

Mr. LAPHAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
However, members will have some idea of
what The West Australian thinks of the
banning of scientology anywhere. The
article made two or three rather good
points, one being that, because something
has happened in the Eastern States of
Australia, there is no need for the Western
Australian Parliament to tag along. If we
are to adopt what the Victorian Govern-
ment does and use that as a base for any
action in Western Australia, we do not
need to be here, and we certainly would
not be justifying the salary we receive.

Under those circumstances I consider
we should look at the situation objectively.
If we do this, I am sure we would say to
ourselves that doubts exist in our minds
in regard to what should be done on the
question. There are doubts in the minds
of members on this point. It has been
said that we are the highest court in the
land, and surely we should give the benefit
of the doubt to the people the Govern-
ment proposes to ban.

The other evening the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition very ably indicated that
the Hubbard Association of Scientology
International was a good law-abiding or-
ganisation. He indicated he had asked
questions in the House as to whether of-
ficers of the organisation had been prose-
cuted or whether any charges had been
laid against them. When he asked the
question he cited 17 ways in which an
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organisation could be charged or prose-
cuted, but the reply was that not one
offence had been committed. This indi-
cated 'to me, as it should to every member,
that the organisation is a law-abiding one.

However, whether it is unjust within the
law is for members to decide. If mem-
bers think there is anything wrong and
that it is perhaps pushing things a little
further inside the law than should be done,
then there are ways and means-as mem-
bers know-to amend the law. If this
decision were reached and if there were
some amendment to the law we would
overcome some of the possible deficiencies
in the organisation.

However, to my mind, to ban an organ-
isation is like capital Punishment. If it is
banned, there is no way back. If members
find that their thinking is different in,
say, 12 months' time from when the
organisation was banned, they would be
similar to the English Government which
hanged an alleged murderer by the name
of Evans and some years later had to
admit the hanging was an error.

I consider this measure an extreme
censure and is to be used to replace a law
deficiency. That is my thinking on the
subject. As I have said, at times the
selentologists might be just within the law.
If Parliament feels that they are not far
enough within the law, the means are
available in this H-ouse to correct anything
that is wrong; but we certainly do not
have to ban the organisation.

If scientologists are not within the law,
why haven't they been prosecuted? There
have been no prosecutions or charges laid
against them. Despite this fact we have
the position where the Government is
bringing forward a complete ban on the
organisation. Scientologists are doing
everything quite correctly, in the same way
as any normal organisation. Despite the
fact that they are doing everything cor-
rectly, for some reason or other the Gov-
ernment has come to the decision that
there is something wrong with the organ-
isation.

As a matter of fact I find it rather hard
to understand why the Government whose
members are like they are, can all of a
sudden and almost overnight decide that
there is something wrong with the organ-
isation.

It has not broken the law and it has
not done anything wrong. Nevertheless
the Government's attitude Is: Let us ban
it. If the Government has evidence, it
should give it to the Opposition. This is
all we ask. The Minister has given us
nothing and members who have spoken
have given us nothing. Not one person
who has spoken in the debate has Indicated
one worth-while reason why the organisa-
tion should be banned.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: it all depends
on the point of view.

Mr. LAPHAM: The Minister has not
said anything at this stage and I read the
speech which the Minister for Health
made in another place. I could not find
one worth-while reason to ban the organ-
isation. As I have said, if the Govern-
ment has evidence, let us have it so that
we can adjudicate. It Is not a fair Pro-
position for the Government to imply,
"We have the evidence, but we are not
going to give it to you."

I Want to debate this subject properly
and I want to represent the people of
Western Australia, as I am paid to do.
Under those circumstances I want all the
evidence I can get. If there is evidence,
let the Government put it on the Table
of the House; let the Government produce
It, The Government has not done this
yet.

Mr. Graham: The Government has not
got It. The weight of evidence is solidly
against the Government.

Mr. LAPHAM: It must be factual evi-
dence. This is the kind of evidence which
is brought forward in support of alleged
offences or misdemeanours, There must
be good reasons for submitting grounds for
action. The member for Mt. Hawthorn
said that the evidence must be beyond
reasonable doubt.

When it is intended that an Act should
be amended or, In a case such as this
where a completely new Act is to be placed
on the Statute book for the purpose of
banning an organisation, surely we are
entitled to have the whole matter out-
lined. All the evidence which the Govern-
ment can give should be placed at our
disposal.

No-one should base anything on mere
supposition and this is what the Govern-
ment is trying to do. Why? It is trying
to do it, simply because the organisation
levelled criticism against the Medical
Department at some time.

Mr. Bertram: Issued a writ.
Mr. LAPHAM: It is simply because the

organisation has offered criticism of some
person, organisation, or something of that
nature. This is not sufficient. ground for
banning an organtisation.

Let us assume that members do not
think the organisation is a religion and
that it is holding itself out to be a religion.
Is that aL ground for banning it? Of course
it is not! The organisation had, on shock
treatment, a different view from that of
members of the medical profession. Is
that a ground for banning it? Is that a
ground for the legal treatment members
are handing out tonight?

As a matter of fact I have my views on
shock treatment, and if members of the
medical profession would like to hear them.
I will give them. I think it is high time
the shock treatment which is meted out
to unfortunate individuals in our mental
hospitals was stopped until such time as
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they are given an anaesthetic before it
is used. Many of them shake and shiver
at the mere thought of it.

Dr. Henn: You do not know what you
are talking about.

Mr. LAPHAM: I have been to these
hospitals. Granted I have not seen it,
but I have taken the word of an individual
whom I know very well.

Dr. Henn: I am sorry, but you are mis-
informed,

Mr. LAPHAM: This person is a very
good friend and he said he had had this
kind of treatment too often and did not
like it.

Is it a ground for banning the organisa-
tion because its members are sup-
Porters of nature-healing or mind-control
methods to overcome some afflictions from
which they are suffering, whether mental
or otherwise?

If at times it has used extravagant
language in support of its views, is this a
ground for banning the organisation? If
it has advertised that it can increase a
person's I.Q.-which it well might be able
to-is this a ground for banning the orga-
nisation? It is not a ground, even If it
cannot. We know the methods adopted
today in advertising. There are a dozen
types of soap on the market and every
one can do a better job than the other,
according to advertisements. They all
make extreme claims. I do not think there
is any difference at all between the adver-
tising by scientology and others. The
method of advertising we have today has
come to be accepted by us, and if scien-
tology carries out the normal practice of
advertising, is that a ground for banning
it? Of course it is not.

I would like to know by what yardstick
we measure what should and should not
be done in regard to advertising, or any-
thing else; who sets the yardstick? Is there
some prescription for this yardstick?) Is
there somne obscure concoction by which we
decide what should be done and what
should not be done?

What about the individuals attached to
scientology? Have they not any rights?
Surely they have the right to inquire, to
analyse, and to come to a decision, even
if it is in respect to the scientology orga-
nisation. I do not think anyone would
deny thenm the right to evaluate these
things for themselves and to act inde-
pendently after having gathered their
ideas and decided on their course of
action. Surely they are entitled to do this.
This is life.

Life is not a feather bed. We all know
that on our way through life we get
bluffeted one way or another-we take two
steps back and three steps forward and
this is called progress. These people want
to embrace new ideas, and surely they are
entitled to do so.

We must ask ourselves whether the Bill
is really necessary. Candidly, I do not
think it is. If we are to have legislation,
surely we can make it less stringent; surely
we can modify it a little so that it is less
harsh, destructive, and severe. The Hill
contains a. dangerous concept in legislation
to my way of thinking, and I certainly do
not recommend it.

If the Government wants to control
these people, it has the power to do so.
We can amend any Act, or introduce any
new legislation; we can control the orga-
nisation any way we wish without banning
it. I feel sure members realise that ban-
ning is the most harsh of all the remedies
available to us.

We could ease the Position a little and
if we found the adherents of scientology
were getting a bit out of control, or a
little too eager, we could introduce legisla-
tion or amend the existing Acts to over-
come and control the position.

r would like now to refer to the action
that was recommended by the board which
inquired into scientology. I do not
embrace the action recommended in the
report, but I am prepared to admit that I
prefer it to this banning legislation. The
findings were made by a one-man inquiry
and, of course, we all know that one man
could be unconsciously biased in many
ways.

In his report, however, he recommended
that so far as scientology was concerned
the public should be made aware of it. We
have accomplished that by introducing the
Bill and by the debate that has taken
place tonight. We have indicated to the
public our awareness of scientology. So
we have accomplished the first recom-
mendation.

The second recommendation in the
report suggests that there be a registration
of psychologists. I feel sure there would
not be one dissentient voice in this House
if we followed that course.

The third recommendation deals with
the Hubbard scientology organisation's
internal records. I understand that the
recommendation is that the records be
not kept by the organisation, because It
is felt they could possibly be used for
purposes of extortion or perhaps blackmail.

Since all this controversy has taken
place, we know that a number of people
have been attending in our gallery. It is
not often that we have members of the
public in the gallery, but these people have
attended during the debate, and it is fair
to assume that some of them are adhe-
rents of scientology. I am sure members
have had ample time to regard these
people who have attended the debate, and
I would ask members whether they look
like extortionists or blackmailers? To my
way of thinking they seem a pleasant,
normal group. I have met some of them
and said goodnight to others.
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I feel it would be quite unfair to ban
these people or their organisation. I would
lie the members who keep the Grovern-
ment in office to have second thoughts as
to what they are doing, and if there is an
element of doubt in their minds-and the
member for Mt, Marshall did indicate
there was a measure of doubt in his, but
that being so he would vote with the Gov-
ernment-the element of doubt should
be cast in favour of the People who are
charged-the scientologists. I do not like
the Bill and I will oppose it in every way
I can.

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe-
Minister for Works) [9.22 p.m.]: At the
outset I want to restate the purpose of the
legislation before the House, and I want
to make it crystal clear all over again that
the purpose of the Bill is to stop the prac-
tice of scientology; to stop the spreading
of scientology throughout the State of
Western Australia. The legislation will do
this.

A lesser form of legislation in all proba-
bility would not have the same effect, and
I admit quite frankly and freely that this
legislation is stronger legislation than that
introduced in Victoria, where the organisa-
tion in question was proscribed.

I want to make myself clear on behalf
of the Government and say that the
Government wants no bar of scientology,
and because it is so concerned it has intro-
duced this form of legislation. The people
will judge in due course whether or not
it has taken the right action.

The Leader of the Opposition, during
his remarks on one point of his speech-
when he was praising me for the speeches
I made-talked about banning this and
banning that; he even talked about
Lady Chatterley's Lover being banned, Of
course banning applies; we have our
censorship laws, and I am very pleased
indeed that we do. I do not mind what
the culture vultures have to say in the
matter: to my mind our censorship laws
keep out some of the rotten types of
literature which people try to bring into
this country of ours. One has only to see
the type of literature to appreciate how
necessary it is to have these censorship
laws.

Some of the more naive and innocent
people will not appreciate this aspect.
Apart from censorship laws, we also have
quarantine laws, which are used in the in-
terests of the health of the people; we have
immigration laws, which ban entry into
this country,

Mr. Graham: You do not have laws
directed against a single organisation.

Mr. ROSS H'UTCHINSON: I want to
agree with the Deputy Leader of the Op-
Position. I am only drawing a small com-
parison and I was only led into doing so

by the remarks of the Leader of the Op-
position when he talked about banning.
Britain, which is regarded as the home of
democracy, has banned scientologists from
entering the country.

Mr. Graham: It has not banned
scientologists.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I know it
has not, but here again I am only drawing
an analogy whilst speaking about scien-
tology.

Mr. Graham: They haven't been banned
in Great Britain.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The various
countries are most exercised about this
matter. It has been pointed out by the
member for Fremantle how serious is the
principle involved in this legislation which
seeks to ban scientologists. I agree that
it is serious, and the Government is fully
aware of the seriousness of the situation.

It was decided, however, after a full
consideration of all the facts, that this
organisation should be proscribed in
Western Australia.

Mr. Bertram: When are you going to
give us some facts?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: If the hon-
ourable member will control himself and
listen he will realise that there are plenty
of facts available. We have the Anderson
report for example.

Mr. Lapham: That is in Victoria.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Where is

Victoria? Victoria is a State in Australia.
The people who live in Victoria are similar
to those who live in Western Australia.
They speak the same language and have
the same hopes and aspirations, quite
apart from having the same Federal Gov-
ernment. They have seen fit to ban this
international organisation whose ramifica-
tions spread all over the world.

Mr. Davies: Is it banned in any other
country?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: It is banned
in Victoria.

Mr. Graham: You are impossible.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: It does the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition no good
to make interiections like that. I had
a great deal of trouble with the honiourable
gentleman when I introduced the legis-
lation.

The SPEAKER: Order! The people
in the gallery will remain seated. If there
are not enough seats, they will go outside.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The Govern-
ment is taking this very serious step, be-
cause it believes by doing so it will pro-
tect the people from the malign influence
of this organisation. The member for
Fremantle went on to say in his speech
that he believed scientology merely cloaked
its activities in the guise of religion. He
then adopted the classic line-which other
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members of the Opposition have taken-
and said the banning principle is wrong.
It gives us no joy to take this action.

Mr. Graham: Not much!
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: There is no

joy in our hearts, but we feel impelled to
take this action. I am very sincere when
I say that. The easy thing would be to
do nothing, or to introduce some pusil-
lanimous piece of legislation which would
have no effect at all.

Mr. Graham: The Minister Is sticking
his neck out.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Most of the
members of the Opposition-or those
among them who are open-minded-
appreciate the fact that the Government
has shown courage in taking this action.

Not all of them agree; but we have had
courage in making the decisions. Many
of the decisions We have made have not
been easy to make-they have been
difficult.

Mr. Graham: ][ike pegging the basic
wage and that sort of thing-pushing the
little fellow.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: This is one
of the decisions we have made and one
by which we will have to stand. I say we
arc not shirking what we feel to be our
responsibility in this matter. We have
been told by some speakers that our mem-
bers here have been loyal to the Govern-
ment in enabling it to introduce this legis-
lation. I suppose "loyalty" Is one word
that could be used, but I would think some
of them would have doubts about the
banning principle.

Mr. Graham: And some of the Ministers
too?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: However, they
believe this step must be taken. I say in
return that surely there must be members
of the opposition who feel strongly about
the activities of this organisation.

Mr. Lapbam: But they do not want to
ban It.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Neither do we.
I want to make this point again: We do
not take joy in this action, but we believe
If we have to make a decision we will make
a right decision.

Mr. Graham: Rubbish! You are trying
to make a hero of yourself .

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: It is our
belief that in one way scientology may
be likened to, and in its way it is as bad as,
a drug pusher who through comparatively
innocuous ways can induce a Person into
the habit of drug taking; and this organ-
isation in a like way has taken people's
money and conditioned their minds to the
detriment of their health.

Mr. Graham: You are being insulting
to the people in the gallery.

Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: it is why we
are going to proscribe this Organisation,
all being well. Despite the statement of
the Leader of the Opposition that this
legislation is widely drawn against the
individual, I1 say it is not; and the Parlia-
mentary Draftsman agrees with me.

I wish now to read a few parts of the
Anderson report. I would like people to
be very careful about their attitude to-
wards this report-they should not en-
deavour to minimise its importance as a
document in describing the activities of
scientology.

Mr. Jamieson., You evidently have not
read it.

Mr. ROSS HTrCHINSON: This docu-
ment. is of great value and is regarded as
such in many parts of the world.

Mr. Bertram: In relation to what?
Mr. Graham; In which parts of the

world-IAO Hay Street?
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON:. I wish to

read one or two small parts, because
attempts have been made to minimise its
value. My first quote is from page 1 under
the heading, "Prefatory Note." It reads as
follows:-

There are some features of scien-
tology which are so ludicrous that
there may be a tendency to regard
scientology as silly and its practi-
tioners as harmless cranks. To do so
would be gravely to misunderstand
the tenor of the Board's conclusions.
This Report should be read, it is sub-
mitted, with these Prefatory observa-
tions constantly in mind. Scientology
is evil; its techniques evil; its prac-
tice a serious threat to the community,
medically, morally and socially; and
its adherents sadly deluded and often
mentally Ill.

Now I would like to read again from the
Prefatory remarks, which were written
after an examination which lasted for two
years. It was not a short-term Select Coin-
mittee.

Mr. Jamieson: He could not make up
his mind, that was why.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I trust people
will try to ignore that type of interjection.
The end of the remarks read as follows:-

Scientology is a grave threat to
family and home life. As well as caus-
ing financial hardship, it engenders
dissension, suspicion and mistrust
amongst members of the family. Scien-
tology has caused many family est-
rangements.

The Board has been unable to find
any worth-while redeeming feature in
scientology. It constitutes a serious
medical, moral and social threat to
individuals and to the community gen-
erally.
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Mr. Bertram: Do you draw that Con-
clusion from evidence in Western Australia
now?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The evidence
in Western Australia now is such that in
answer to a recent question I said there
were 13 examples given by psychiatrists in
charge of some of the mental hospitals in
our State.

Mr. Graham: Over a period of five years.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Private psy-

chiatrists telephoned and said there were
instances where they had to treat people
who had been mentally affected because
of scientology. I have read one of the
items. If it is desired, I will read a. couple
more tonight, The member for Narrogin
also read some; and there are documents,
not sworn; but there have been sworn
statements produced.

Mr. Graham: I have about 100 here if
you would like them.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: A further
comment I wish to make about evidence is
that scientology has not been working
very hard in this State, except during
certain periods when it apparently bumped
up its membership a good deal. If its mem-
bership continued to grow there would be
a great deal of evidence, and we have to
grasp the nettle now. In regard to the
cases that have been quoted, I would say
it is my belief that they represent the top
of the iceberg and there is more under-
neath.

Mr. Graham: More generalities.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: On page 15
of this report it states-

Many of the theories and teachings
of scientology are so fanciful that
the reaction of the normal individual
on hearing them is generally one of
amusement and incredulity. On this
account, the impression may exist in
the community that scientology is
just harmless nonsense and its fol-
lowers merely queer people, that its
theories are foolish but funny and
that not much harm is being done by
allowing silly people to have their silly
beliefs and carry on their silly prac-
tices. Such an attitude is welcomed by
the scientologists, for it serves to
obscure the real nature of scientology.

The next paragraph reads--
Hubbard is well aware of the value

to him and his organization of good-
natured tolerance and incredulity, and
he trades on it. In MOO Bull, of the
29th July, 1963, he writes,

"Incredulity of our data and validity.
This is our finest asset and gives us
wore protection than any other single
asset. if certain parties thought we
were real we would have infinitely
more trouble. There's actual terror in

the breast of a guilty person at the
thought of OT, anid without a public
incredulity we never would have got-
ten as far as we have. And now its
too late to be stopped. This protec-
tion was accidental but it serves us
very well in deed. Remember that next
time the ignorant scoff."

Tolerance of the beliefs of another,
however silly they may seem to be, is
one thing. Inaction, when the prac-
tice of those beliefs is positively harm-
ful to others and may be permanently
damaging, is quite another thing. The
damage done and likely to be done by
the practice of scientology is alarm-
ing and if this Report fails to make
clear the great danger to the mental
health of the community which
scientology has been and is, the ap-
pointment of the Board will have been
in vain.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
has said that this report does not recom-
mend that the activity of scientology be
banned, or words to that effect. These
words are not used as such, but at the
beginning of the recommendation on page
167, one finds the following in the third
paragraph:-

The Inquiry has revealed the real
nature of scientology and its serious
threat to the mental health of the
community, and it Is evident that Its
continued practice should not be per-
mitted.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition also
referred to the section of the report deal-
ing with recommendations at the top of
page 169. Mr. Anderson, QOC., had this
to say-

An attempt to suppress or proscribe
scientology and scientologists specific-
ally by name would probably be in-
effective, and, in any event, would
be undesirable.

Mr. Graham: Read three more lines.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: As a matter
of fact, I would like to read the whole
lot, but I was going to paraphrase it. The
honourable member can read the rest of
it.

Mr. Graham: Thank you very much.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I think the
point the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion makes is% that Anderson says it would
be undesirable to suppress them by name.
He probably means to ban them. He goes
on to say that if people wish to believe
that the moon is made of green cheese,
let them have their belief; but he has
stated previously that this practice should
not be permitted. He goes on to say that
he feels it is undesirable to ban them. I
quote-
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In the view of the Board, however,
there are more effective and less con-
troversial ways of dealing with the
dangerous practices of scientalogy
than by prohibiting it by name.

There is no doubt about his wanting to
ban the Organisation in some way or
another. He wants legislation which
does not say "ban them" or "Proscribe",
or things of this kind. It is important to
remember that 'we have taken this step-
it is a strong Piece of legislation-because
we believe the Organisation should be
stopped here in the fair State of Western
Australia.

In regard to the control of scientology
by the registration of psychiatrists, all
the registration means is that anyone
practising scientology would not be allowed
to register. That Is first point 'he
makes. So the Victorian legislation ori-
ginally included provision for the registra-
tion of psychologists. This provision was
passed-in that State, and also two of tbe
main clauses which are in our legislation:
one is to prevent the Organisation taking
money for practising scientology; and the
other is in regard to this great E. meter,
which is apparently so valuable in auditing
sessions. There is one more quote I would
like to make from this report, and it
appears on page 1'72. It is as follows-

Interstate Aspects.
Though the Board was required to

investigate scientology in Victoria and
has made the foregoing recommnenda-
tions for its curtailment in this State,
it is proper to point out by way of
final comment that while scientology
is permitted to flourish in other States,
any action taken in Victoria could not
be fully effective. It seemis certain
that continental headquarters of the
HASI would be transferred from
Melbourne to another capital city from
which residents of Viotoria would
be bombarded with a barrage of
scientology literature. It is also prob-
able that Victorians addicted to pro-
cessing would readily travel interstate
for courses in processing and training.

I say again that this report is not only
Just a Victorian report, it is an inter-
national report and one of international
value.

Mr. Graham: Tell us what he wrote
about Western Australia.

Mr. Bertram: What does he recommend
for Western Australia?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: At this junc-
ture, after having read those very interest-
ing and enlightning remarks from the
report, I would like to summarise further
my feelings about this Organisation. It
appears to me as if the Organisation is
conducted primarily on a profit basis, and
at the expense of many people. Many of

them-not all by any manner of means-
are suffering from a neurotic illness. It
is not clear just how the profits are dis-
tributed, but I think they have been suffi-
cient to make Mr. Hubbard a very wealthy
man. From what I hear from a former
scientologist-and again I am talking from
what I have heard-the auditors are
grossly underpaid.

Mr. Graham: Who told you that?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON., Former audi-
tors.

Mr. Graham: Have you checked? I
wonder if you have made a check of the
statement or have accepted the old wives'
talk.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I could ask
if the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
made a check on some of the things he
said.

Mr. Graham:. We have statutory de-
clarations.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: They are
tuppence a dozen. The Organisation
attracts participants by a form of adver-
tising, and I am indebted to the member
for Victoria Park who has pointed out that
there are various forms of advertising.

A number of unsubstantiated claims are
also made on a number of other factors
where they purport to obtain measures by
a battery of tests which are carried out
over many many hours. In this case an
acutal sum of money has to be expended
for the marking of the tests. Subsequent
pressure is brought to bear on the persons
to induce them to undergo further courses
which will bring in increasing profits to
the institute.

These courses seem to be designed to
induce an increasing dependence upon
scientology in the people undergoing the
courses, by Processes allied to those used
in brainwashing techniques. In this way
the patients or the people who join are
induced, virtually, to become financially
dependent on the institute.

I have already mentioned the E. meter.
It has also been made quite clear that
more recently in New South Wales private
investigators have been engaged to Investi-
gate the private lives of members of Par-
liament.

Mr. Jamieson: The one being Investi-
gated needs investigating, too. He Is a
nice old piece of work, that bloke. I
hope the Minister Is not defending him,
because he will finish up in the soup.

The SPEAKER; Order! The Minister
for Works.

Mr. ROSS HUTICHINSON: The House is
rather used to that type of interjection.

Mr. Jamieson: We are wsed to your
type, too.
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Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: We know,
too, to what level the honourable member
can descend at times. The principle of
investigating the private lives of members
of Parliament, with the thought behind
the investigation being to prevent mem-
bers from speaking in the House on a
certain subject, is one foreign to all of us.

Government members: Hear, bear!
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I do not

want to read all the cases that I have. I
recently received an extract from a Sydney
newspaper which indicates that a private
investigator was hired for this purpose.
It is obvious that the member for Belmont
seemed to know all about this case, so I will
not pursue this point. I understand that
during a television interview a scientologist
in this State advised that investigations
had been commenced into at least one
member of Parliament in this State.

Mr. Craig: The member for Belmont.
Mr. Jamieson: I have no need to worry;

some of the Ministers might be worried.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I wondered

whether It might be myself, but it does
not matter. I understand that a public
servant was investigated. The same man
on the television interview said these in-
vestigations had now been stopped. But,
of course, they could begin again.

Mr. Toms: Are you worried?
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINqSON: I am worried

for the honourable member and for all of
us, if he adopts that merely laughable
attitude.

Mr. Toms: I do not take it laughably;
this is serious.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Then I think
the honourable member and I see eye to
eye in this matter.

Mr. Graham: The Minister is making
serious statements, I understand. What
about being sure before you say these
rotten things.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: What about
the rotten things you have said?

Mr, Graham: Such as?
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON:. To add

weight to the evidence I have already
given, I will mention a case involving a
mental hospital.

Mr. Graham: Mental hospital-la cases
out of 11,000!

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: That is just
the beginning. I want to read a letter
addressed to Mr. MacKinnon and myself.
It is as follows-

D~ear Sir,
I1 am writing this letter to tell you

of my experience with Scientology. A
few years ago my daughter, then aged
20, had a nervous breakdown and I
was advised to see a Scientologist,

* but before she would do any-
thing she demanded £25. This pay-
ment was for two weeks' processing,
as she called it. When the two weeks
expired she demanded another £25. I
gave her £20 and told her I'd pay the
balance later, after one month. With
her my daughter was so bad she at-
tempted to commit suicide by swallow-
ing two bottles of sleeping pills and
had to be rushed to R.P.H. and from
there she was taken to Heathcote and
after some weeks there she was ad-
mitted to the day hospital where she
was cured.

I don't know what this...... did
to my daughter but she certainly did
her a lot of harm. I was never al-
lowed in the room with her, and my
daughter would never tell me what
she did to her. She said she couldn't
remember.

When Mr. Graham says that there
is no evidence or occurrence in W.A.
which would justify banning scien-
tology he is very wrong and I hope
you will show him this letter.

At the time I took my daughter to
.. 1it was not called Church of

Scientology; it was definitely not a
religious society then. It took four
years to cure my daughter and I would
still like to know what this woman
did to my daughter to make her so ill.
My daughter is rft9 happily married
and does not like anyone to know of
her breakdown; therefore I will not
give you my name, but if you want
further information you can phone
me.....I only hope that this cult
will be banned as it is evil and harm-
ful.

Another case which I will mention is the
result of a telephone call, I suppose the
Deputy Leader of the opposition will refer
to this as tittle-tattle. He used that phrase
and it seems that anything read from
this side of the House, as some form of
evidence, no matter whether it is weight
in volume or weight of evidence, is re-
ferred to as tittle-tattle. However, any-
thing produced from the other side is
absolutely true.

This case concerns a gentleman who
rang mue and told me the story about a
lad to whom he referred as being a very
nice young fellow. I have the name and
address of the man who rang me. I will
not make it Public but I can give it to
anybody who is interested.

It appears that the young man was
quite reasonable in mind, and we will call
him Smith. He worked with the man who
rang me, and was very well liked. He was
a very sensible fellow and a good worker.
and looked after patients very well. How-
ever, he took up scientology and after a
little while he began to bring Hubbard
literature-as it was called-to the men
working with him. He tried to get them

2656



[Friday, 1 November, 1968.] 65

to join scientology. I was not advised if
anyone attempted to join him in attend-
ing scientology.

His fellow workers noticed that not long
after he joined scientology he did not pay
as much attention to his work as he had
in the past, and he seemed to take no
interest in the Patients. Hie was fervent in
his adherence to scientology. After some
time, he became ill and he was not able
to say what his illness was.

When his friends advised him to go to
a doctor he said that under no circum-
stances would he go; that he could be
cured by scientology. His fellow workers
remonstrated with him and told him not
to be silly and to consult a doctor. He
did not consult a doctor and that was the
last they saw of him for quite some time.
The next thing that was heard of him was
that he had died in bed. It was thought
that he died through an overdose of sleep-
ing tablets. This, of course, will probably
be regarded as tittle-tattle.

Mr. Bickerton: Christian scientists have
done the same thing.

Mr. Davies: That is incredible.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Let me tell

honourable members a little more.
Mr. Graham: When did you receive

that information?
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Two days

ago.
Mr. Graham: But you had already

made up your mind on the organisation.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: We made

our decision on sound judgment, I want
to say that the man who rang me-a very
serious-minded man-did say he was a
Labor supporter and he also said he had
worked against me in one election.

Mr. Davies: That makes his judgment
better.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: It depends
on one's point of view, of course.

Mr. Davies:. Which this judgment seems
to bear out.

Mr, ROSS HUTCHINSON: It all de-
pends on the point of view. He said, "I
would like you, if you would, to state this
case because I know it, and my mates
know it." He said, "Anything you can do
to get rid of this organisation is right by
me." He went on to say, "I am sorry
indeed that this is on political lines and
my party is going all out to oppose the
Bill. I think you know I am not telling
lies."

Mr. Davies: I just want to question
one point. He said that the man involved
had died of an overdose of sleeping
tablets.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: He read of
his death. I say quite frankly, that he did
not know how he died. He said he
thought it was due to an overdose of
sleeping tablets.
(96)

Mr. Graham: The more you say the
worse you get!

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I want to
Point to two more items only. The other
day I received information that His Grace,
the Anglican Archbishop of Perth, had
received a telegram which reads In this
way-

Archbishop Appleton
C/- Anglican Church Office
Cathedral Avenue
PERTH.
Your Grace we have just obtained
legal advice that the Scientology Bill
at present being pushed through
Parliament bans the Bible stop If this
passes the police will be required to
prosecute Ministers of all religions in
Western Australia that preach from
or use the Bible or refer to it in any
way stop On this point alone we are
today gathering Western Australians
to march with us tonight stop. We
request your help in stopping this,

Michael Graham
Minister of the Church of

Scientology
PERTH.

I understand a similar telegram was also
sent to Bishop McKeon who is the acting
Archbishop of the Catholic Church in this
State. Here is an attempt to Influence
two of the leading clergymen In this State
by stating that this Bill at the present
time bans the Bible. Of course, I com-
pletely deny that. The telegrams them-
selves condemn the organisation.

Mr. Davies: I agree with you.
Mr. Bickerton: We get Plenty of tele-

grams over abortions and various other
things.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Much has
been stated about us slavishly following
Victoria with this legislation and not hav-
Ing enough evidence. I hope we do not
get any more evidence, but it is interesting
to note the Victorian reaction to the legis-
lation now that it has been on the Stat-
ute book for some time. In the interests of
this debate, I will quote from a leading
article taken from the Age of Tuesday, the
22nd October.

Mr. Graham: I hope the Speaker has
made note of the fact that You are read-
lag from a newspaper.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition will notice that
I have been very careful in reading from
various parts of it. This leading article is
headed, "Stop Hubbard's Men." The
article itself reads as follows:-

In the beginning, the word was Ron.
L. Ron Hubbard, that is, the founder,
leader and messiah of the cult called
scientology. Anid then came the Vic-
torian board of Inquiry Into scientol-
ogy in the person of Mr. K. V. Ander-
son, Q.C. The board sat for weeks
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listening to evidence. It saw a person
"processed" into insanity in a demon-
stration during the inquiry; it heard
that 'Alice in Wonderland" was a
prescribed text book for use in train-
ing drill for scientologists; clears, pre-
clears and thetans crowded the wit-
ness stand and a painter discovered
that he had been a space pilot on a
planetary trip 46 trillion years ago.
The inquiry evidence was all good for
a laugh or a nostalgic remembrance
of a Captain Marvel comic book until
it was realised that dozens of people
had been deluded into believing in
these flights of fancy and had suffered
real physical, moral and mental harm.

The article went on-
Mr. Anderson came down firmly
against scientology in his report to
Parliament. He described it as a
form of psychology "Practised in a
perverted and dangerous way by per-
sons who are not only lacking any
qualifications which wvould fit them
to practice psychology, but who have
been indoctrinated and trained in
beliefs and practices which equip them
to do no more than apply dangerous
techniques harmfully and Indiscrimin-
ately."

The article goes on to say-
Sensibly, scientology was banned

under the Psychologists Registration
Bill presented to State Parliament,
and we thought that this would be
the end of scientology. But now it
has raised its head again under
ecclesiastical disguise as a Noble Park
church, complete with E-meters and
all the trappings of the cult. The
reappearance coincides, not so
strangely, With a time when other
States are considering what to do
about this dangerous nonsense.

Strangely, some quarters elsewhere
are showing a remarkable forbearance
towards scientology. There are mur-
mnurings about religious freedoms
and tolerance of other people's beliefs.
These people should read Mr.
Anderson's report carefully. It is the
only one of its kind in the world. As
far as Victoria is concerned, the Min-
ister for Health (Mr. Dickie) has given
assurances that the State Government
will amend the law if necessary to
make sure that scientologists cannot
reappear in this State to bring distress
and unhappiness to people. Mr.
Dickie is to be strongly supported. We
want no bar of scientology and its
teachings, whatever the disguise. To
pretend that the cult should be
defended as a religious faith is to echo
Mr. Anderson's classic comment on the
cult: "Get thee behind me thetan."

Mr. Davies: Now read The West Austra-
lian leader on the 12th October.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Yes: but I
would like to read another leader in The
West Australian in regard to its present
views. I believe the legislation is neces-
sary, but of course I can understand the
feelings of many persons who do not like
any Organisation to be banned. We also
have similar feelings, but, to Protect the
People of the State, we believe we must
stop the spread of this practice.

Question put and a division called for.
The SPEAKER: The people in

gallery will remain seated.
Division resulted as follows:-

Ayes-23
Mr. Bovell
Mr. Brand
Mr. Burt
Mr. Cash
Mr. Court
Mr. Craig
Mr. Garter
Mr. Grayden
Dr. Henn
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Lewis
Mr. W. A. Manning

N
Mr. Bateman
Mr. Bertram
Mr., Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr. Burke
Mr. H. D. Evans
Mr. T. D. Evans
Mr. Pletcher
Mr. Grahamo
Mr. Harman,

Ayes
Mr. Dunn
Mr. Kitney
Mr. O'Nel
Mr. Rushton

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Sir.
Mr.
Mrt.
Mr.

roes-D
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Pairs

Mr.
Mr.
M,.
Mr.

the

Mc Ph arin
Mensaro5
Mitchell
Nalder
O'Connor
Ridge
Runcelma n
Stewart
Williams
Young
1. W. Manning

(Teller i

Jamieson
Jones
Laphaam
May
Norton
Taylor
Tomus
Tonkin
Davies

Noes
Hall
Molt
Sewell
Mc IveCr

(Teller)

Question thus passed.
Hill read a second time.

Reference to Select Committee

MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta - Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) (10.12 p.m.]: I
move-

That this Bill be referred to a Select
Committee.

I take this action because the Government
apparently is emphatic on the viewpoint it
has expressed, whereas the Opposition is
equally as emphatic that the case it has
presented shall prevail. In a matter as Im-
portant and vital as this, and one which
seeks, for the first time in the history of
Western Australia to apply a ban on an
Organisation and to interfere with the
creed of some thousands of people, every
precatution should be taken to ensure that
an injustice shall not be done.

There is no gainsaying the fact that this
EM! cuts directly across the inherent rights
of the people in a free society. It matters
not whether we, as individual members of
this House, support or oppose the cult of
scientology, or whether we have neutral
thoughts on it. I am not called to embrace
this organisation and its activities, or even
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to apologise for them. When I spoke last
week I indicated that this was a shocking
step the Government had resolved to take
and that, accordingly, anybody who
believed in principles should be Prepared
to take whatever steps might lie within
his power, irrespective of the inconvenience
he micht cause himself or his colleagues.

This is not a game of kiss-in-the-ring,
this is a Process which, when brought to
its final conclusion-as appears to be the
resolve of this Government-will have the
effect of interfering with many of the
citizens of Western Australia in respect of
a matter that was aired over a period of
18 months; but not a word was breathed
about it when the election was held earlier
this year.

I remember the brave words of the Pre-
mier when he suffered a shock because of
the election results. He said he would
make a close examination of the charges
that the Government was losing touch,
had the appearance of being arrogant, and
so on. However, no sooner were the echoes
of the election over than the Government
proceeded to obtain a ban, which I never
dreamed a Government would ever en-
deavour to obtain in Western Australia,
on an Organisation.

If a Select Committee is appointed to
inquire into this proposition, then we will
know by means of an investigation by
members from both sides of the House
what transpires in Western Australia.

No substantial evidence has been sub-
mitted by the Government to show that
any of the shocking things described by
one, Anderson, or people who have spoken
in generalities, have ever occurred in this
State. A mere allegation is not a thing
of substance; Yet the Government is pre-
pared to accept the word of those people,
or of this gentleman by the name of
Anderson.

it would appear there are irreconcilable
differences between the Opposition and
the Government, which is hell-bent on the
task to which it has committed itself-not
because of merit, but because it desires to
save the face of one of the Ministers who
opened his mouth too wide. On the other
hand, the Opposition is jealous of the
traditions and freedoms which UP to now
have been taken for granted in Western
Australia and which at this time are being
threatened by the action of this Govern-
ment.

It has also been acknowledged by silence
from the rank-and-file members behind
the Government that they do not like this
legislation, and there are Ministers in the
Government who now wish the Govern-
ment was not involved in legislation of this
kind.

This reminds me of a gentleman usually
known as L.B.J. He went to excesses, and
it is now necessary several years after his
win at the last election, by the greatest

majority known in the U.S.A., for him to
refuse to offer himself to the people for
re-election, because he knows their reac-
tion. After the dastardly things which
have occurred over the Years, what we on
this side of the House have been advocat-
ing-notwithstanding the outlook of a
gentleman named Hasluck-has fortun-
ately at last been brought to fruition,

I want an inquiry in order to find out
without any shadow of doubt the true posi-
tion. When we have ascertained the true
position then we can decide what are the
proper steps to take. No other State in
Australia-and several of them have
Liberal Governments--with the exception
of Victoria, and no authoritative body, has
declared that the scientology Organisation
should be banned.

What are the alleged g-rounds on which
this extreme action is taken? One is that
this body is controlled by irresponsible and
undesirable types. There have been sug-
gestions along these lines; and there have
been definite affirmations but without any
evidence whatsoever to back them up. On
the other hand I have quoted for the in-
formation of the House-and I have with
me-a sheet of the names of the people
who are members of this Organisation in
Western Australia. They are people of
culture, of education, of attainment, and
of business standing. Indeed, they com-
prise professional men and others. Yet,
with nothing to support it, this Govern-
ment has tipped the pig bucket over these
people, and that is typical of the actions
of this Government.

I never dreamt that I would see
the day when the Government would go
to such excesses, without anything to back
up its actions. If we have an inquiry
there will be a responsibility on those who
have framed these charges to prove their
words; and we will see whether the list
from which I have quoted agrees with
the facts, and whether the contemptible
and miserable allegations emanating from
the spokesman from the other side Politic-
ally are right. I am Prepared to think that
I am right in this matter.

If we have a Select Committee, com-
prised of representatives of both sides of
the House-and the Government would be
free to choose its own Personnel-the facts
can be sifted and the findings reported to
this Parliament. Whatever may be the re-
commendation in respect of legislation, if
any, at least the Committee will Pass on
something that is authoritative and
authentic, and prove that this matter is
not a pack of lies or the vapourings of
some person who has carried on a feud-
and there is evidence of that.

We have been led to believe by the Gov-
ernment that one of the specialities of the
scientology Organisation is the persecution
of those who have had association with it.
and that it holds people in its ranks by
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fear and by blackmail. What a remark-
able thing for the Government to say and
to assert, when in not one State of Aus-
tralia has a charge ever been laid against
these People, let alone sustained in a court
of law. As a matter of fact, the verbiage
employed by this gentleman, Anderson, is
so extreme that one would expect if there
was anything like truth in his assertions
the Fremantle gaol would be filled several
times over.

Who is telling the lies? I am advocating
a Select Committee to sift the vapourings
of the spokesman for the Government and
measure them against the facts. The
Government can only oppose this move of
mine if it is afraid to learn the truth; the
Government can only oppose it because it
rests secure in the knowledge that it has
more members on its side of the House
than we on this side. The merits of the
case do not seem to have any bearing.

We have been informed that association
with scientology was responsible for the
break-up of marriages, and the prize ex-
hibit that was paraded before this Parlia-
ment was some luckless young woman who
fell out with her husband after a period of
six months. Unfortunately there are many
hundreds of young couples in that
category. This woman chose to blame
scientology for the break-up of the mar-
riage.

I have heard a Christian girl in this
State, whose name is well known, criticise
the Jewish faith because of the failure of
her marriage; I have heard Catholics say
the same against Protestants, and vice
versa; but because of a single instance, or
a few other minor cases, it is suggested
that association with the organisation
inevitably brings about the downfall of a
marriage which otherwise would have been
happy and successful.

The Government had to produce evi-
dence, and so it grasped this sort of stuff
and asked responsible members of Parlia-
ment to accept it as the gospel truth, in
order to Perpetrate this dastardly deed;
namely, the Passage of this Bill.

Here I pause to ask what right have
you, Mr. Speaker, or I, because we are
elected only temporarily to this Parlia-
ment, to decide that just because we do
not agree with the tenets or the opera-
tions of a certain organisation it shall be
banned, more especially as we have no
mandatory authority to do so? 'This issue
has been on the plate of the Government
since 1966, Yet not a mention of it was
made at the election in 1968. This savours
of cowardice, apart from the element of
being undemocratic.

As against this luckless woman who fell
out with her husband, I read out testimony
which was sneered at by the Minister for
Works-and these were sworn declara-
tions.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has five more minutes.

Mr. GRAHAM: Might I ask how that
comes about?

The SPEAKER: That is provided for in
Standing Order 164 under "Debates not
otherwise Provided for."

Mr. GRAHAM: Might I point out that
where it is a substantive motion the
mover's time is unspecified?

The SPEAKER: This is not a substan-
tive motion or a direct motion of want of
confidence. This is a motion during the
course of a Bill through Parliament, and
it must be moved between the second read-
ing stage and the Committee stage. This
motion comes under "Debates not other-
wise provided for," and the time limit is
20 minutes for each member.

Mr. GRAHAM: I am more than dis-
appointed. What I wanted to do was to go
through each of the points of difference
between the Government and the Oppo-
sition, and to show how irreconcilable they
are, and for that reason to show the need
for somebody to sift the facts in order to
ascertain where the truth lies.

The most remarkable thing during this
debate has been the implicit faith which
the Government has placed in the Ander-
son report. It has treated that report as
a bible, and with bated breath and
reverence. It seems that if Anderson has
said something, nothing more remains to
be said! Yet in his conclusions, after two
years of investigations, he has advised and
recommended against the banning of this
organisation. The Government is so unfair
and dishonest in connection with this mat-
ter that it will accept every word of his,
as long as by doing that it slaps abuse
upon the scientologists; but when it comes
to his conclusions then the Government
chooses to depart from his resport.

Mr. Court: He recommended the ban-
ning of the organisation, and he set out
the method of banning it.

Mr. GRAHAM: No he did not.
Mr. Court: It would be more effective

than the straight-out ban by Statute.
Mr. GRAHAM: He does nothing of the

sort.
Mr. Court: It is becoming apparent you

will not accept anything but what is in
Your mind.

Mr. GRAHAM: The Government has Pre-
tended that the action it is taking is for
the purpose of protecting people who are
being driven to mental institutions or re-
quiring medical attention of some form
because of their association with scien-
tology; and this despite the fact we have
the figures to show that in five years only
13 scientologists were amongst the total of
11.000 admitted into these institutions
during the last five years.
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The Minister read out a letter of some-
one else's opinion with regard to something
or other-a girl who took too many pills
and nearly committed suicide. I hope an
opportunity is given for a quote to be
made from a statutory declaration to the
effect that the reverse is the case. Is there
anything wrong with an investigation be-
ing held into this matter to find out what
is and what is not the truth?

A member of one of the principal sport-
ing organisations in Western Australia re-
ceived medical treatment and electric shock
treatments to his head; and he committed
suicide. The Minister knows about whom
I am speaking. That person was never
associated with scientology; but does that
prove the medical practitioners are com-
pletely wrong in their treatment?

Because there are so many differences
between the opinions of the Government
and the Opposition, the Government will,
if it is in any way fair, agree to the
appointment of a Select Committee con-
sisting of two members chosen by the Gov-
ernment and two chosen by the Opposition.
The committee could take evidence in
Western Australia, from Western Austra-
lians, in respect of scientology activities in
Western Australia, because our legislation
can have no effect elsewhere, Surely that
is a reasonable proposition and if the Gov-
ernment has any desire to be fair it can
raise no objection to my submission.

MR. JAMIESON (Belmont) [10.32 p.m.]:
I support the move to rcfer this matter to
a Select Committee. I agree that differ-
ences of opinion exist as to whether this
organisation is good or bad. The Govern-
ment has given no clear indication that it
is bad. A lot of prejudice has been estab-
lished, but we need more than that before
we ban an organisation. We need evidence.
This could be obtained by a Select Commit-
tee at which, no doubt, all people would
be subjected to thorough examination.

The Government would lose nothing.
The Opposition might lose a lot if the Gov-
ernment were proved correct. I do not
see why the Government should not
agree to such a proposition under the cir-
cumstances. This session of Parliament
will be resumed some time early in the
New Year and I do not know that what is
suggested would be doing a great amount
of harm to this organisation about which
we have heard so many stories.

The Minister does not know personally
of one single case. He has quoted some he
has been given and has quoted what has
been said to him over the phone. These
phone calls could mean nothing. They may
be genuine and they may not be. Let these
people come forward and let their stories
be examined by a Select Committee and
then when the report of the Select Com-
mittee is before the House we will have
something on which we can all base our

opinions completely and fairly, and decide
whether or not the organisation should be
banned.

I do not believe any organisation should
be banned, and Parliament should certainly
not take this action before it has subjected
the matter to the closest possible scrutiny
on the spot. It should not look through
the viewing glass of Mr. Anderson or any-
one else who may or may not have gained
the right impression from the evidence
submitted years ago.

This is a transitional organisation. I
do not know whether the Minister saw it.
but the organisation distributed a screed
to a number of citizens in the community
asking them what they believed was wrong
with the organisation and what alterations
should be made in order that it would be
more acceptable.

Do not members think it fair and reason-
able that when these people are endeav-
ouring to improve the situation, they
should be given a chance to do so and
should be given an opportunity to place
their opinions before a Select Committee?
In this way the organisation would be re-
Porting to Parliament directly through the
Select Committee.

If the Government does not agree to
this request, it will mean that any organi-
sation in the future may be treated in ex-
actly the same way. There is nothing hein-
ous or wrong with the suggestion that a
Select Committee be appointed.

We have all heard argument and statu-
tory declarations. Members have heard my
opinion of the inquiry held in Melbourne,
the principal witness at which is a greater
liar than Tom Pepper ever was. Even Mr.
Anderson himself got tired of the principal
witness and cut him off towards the end.
All these suggestions of unpleasantness
emanated from Philip Wearne.

We would like to know whether mem-
bers of this Parliament have been inves-
tigated and whether their private lives are
being watched. Surely it is desirable to
know this.

No-one so far has been able to submit
any positive proof. Therefore the fair and
proper course of action is to appoint a
Select Committee in order that it might
study the situation. Let the officers from
the Health Department put their case to
the committee and let the scientologists
have the opportunity to refute what they
say. This is reasonable and is surely the
least that we as legislators owe the people
of the State before we take any final
action to ban the organisation. There
could be no harm in such a course of
action and, indeed, a lot of good could
come out of it.

If all the things the Government allege
are true, then the Opposition should surely
be ashamed and silenced by the report of
the Select Committee. On the other hand.
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if the Opposition is right then the Govern-
ment must reconsider its position and de-
cide whether it i& justified in taking the
supreme action of banning an organisa-
tion without abundant proof beforehand.

All the facts should be presented to Par-
liament because everything so far has just
been a higgeldy-piggeldy mess. Not even
Mr. Anderson agrees with the Government
in its views on whether this is a religious
organisation. Mr. Anderson very clearly
said he would not give a decision on this
point because, under his terms of refer-
ence, he was not required to submit an
opinion.

This matter is in the hands of the Gov-
ernment. We know it has the numbers.
However, I suggest that in all fairness
someone from the Government should in-
dicate whether it is in favour of the ap-
pointment of a Select Committee. If
necessary, some of the evidence could be
submitted in camera if it was not desired
that names be disclosed. However the
Government should clearly indicate its
attitude to the request of the Opposition.

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

Mr, Batemsan
Mr. Bertram
Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr, Burke
Mr. H. D. Evans
Mr, T. D. Evans
Mr. Fletcher
Mr. Graham
Mr. Rarinan

Mr. Bovel
Mr. Brand
Mr. Burt
Mr. Cash
Mr. Court
Mr. Craig
Mr. Gaflcr
Mr. Orayden
Dr. Henn
Mr, Hutchinson
Mr. Lewis
Mr, W. A. Mennir

Ayes

Ayes-ID9
Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Jones
Mr. Lapham
Mr. May
Mr. Norton
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Tomns
Mr. Tonldn
Mr. Davies

Noes-fl
Mr. MePharlin
Mr. Mensaros
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Nalder
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runcimar
Mr. Stewart
Mr. Williams
Mr. Yonng
Mr. L W. Mar

ia

Pairs

Mr. Hall Mr.
Mr. Moir Mr.
Mr. Sewell Mr.
Mr. Mclver Mr,

Question thus negatived.

Noes
Dunn
Etitney
O'Neil
Rushton

because we have been told so many things
that do not accord with the facts. The
definition of "practice" reads-

"Practice", in relation to scientology,
includes the application and
teaching of, and the carrying on
of business in connection with,
scientology and the verb, "to
practise", has a Corresponding
meaning.

Irrespective of what the Opposition has
been told, it must be accepted that Opposi-
tion members can read and understand
English. According to the dictionary.
"practice" means-

to do or perform frequently
to perform by a succession of acts
to use or exercise f or instruction,

discipline, or dexterity
to form a habit of acting in any

manner
to perform, to exercise
to deal in
to carry on

They are the meanings of the word
"Practice" but the definition given in the
Bill is that practice in relation to scien-
tology also includes other things.

There was a suggestion earlier that any
restrictions on the activities of scientology
were merely in connection with the appli-
cation and teaching of. and the carrying
on of business in connection with sciento-

(Tetter ) logy. Of course, that is completely and
utterly wrong. Nevertheless it has been
stated with such emphasis here and in
another place that I can only conclude,
it was done deliberately for the purpose
of creating a completely false version of
what the Bill does.

flng
(Teller

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. W. A.

Manning) in the Chair; Mr. Ross Hutchin-
son (Minister for Works) in charge of the
Bill.

Clause 1 put and passed.

Clause 2: Interpretation-
Mr. GRAHAM: I draw the attention of

the Committee to the end of line eight
where the word "includes" appears. What-
ever faith or lack of faith I had in Min-
isters before this, I have far less now,

If the clause is passed in its present
form it will mean that nobody will be
able lawfully to perform scientology, to use
scientology, to exercise scientology for
instruction, or to form. a habit of acting
In scientology, and so on. In other words,
there will be a complete ban on any action
or activity whatsoever in connection with
scientology.

Then it goes further to refer to the
teaching and carrying on of business.
Accordingly it becomes necessary to do
something about the word "includes." if
we are to accept the assurance of the
Government then the word "includes"
must be deleted and the word "'means"
inserted in Its place. The Bill would then
read in accordance with what we have
been informed is the intention of the Gov-
ernment; because not only this Minister
but another minister has prated about the
fact that these people who follow sciento-
logy will still be at liberty to join together
to read, to study, to practise, and to carry
on scientology.
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Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Not to practise
or carry on scientology.

Mr. GRAHAM: If it is possible for a
colleague or two to follow me when I
resume my seat I will see if I can act
within the Standing Orders and indicate
how wrong the Minister is-in other words,
how grossly the Minister has endeavoured
to mislead the Parliament.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is not true.
Mr. GRAHAM: I will endeavour to make

a quote later on. Therefore, for the
purpose of clarifying the matter and with
a view to giving effect to what not only
the Ministers but several of their hench-
men have been proudly proclaiming-
namely, that this will not stop people from
Practising scientology and that it will have
only a limited effect because of the defini-
tion of the word "practice"-I move an
amendment-

Page 2, line 8--Delete the word
"includes" with a view to substituting
the word "means."

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The word
"includes" was deliberately included in the
definition of "practice" in order to extend
the definition of "Practice" in relation to
scientology.

It is meant that the general dictionary
definition of "Practice" shall be included;
but that in relation to scientology, "prac-
tice" shall include the application, the
teaching, and the carrying on of business
in connection with scientology.

I, too, have looked up Webster's Dic-
tionary to seek the interpretation of the
noun, "practice." In relation to the con-
text in which it is used on this occasion.
the word has the following meanings-

1 (a) means action, Performance, op-
eration: also an action: deed:
proceeding

1 (b) actual performance or applica-
tion of knowledge, distinguished
from theory, Profession, etc.

"Profession" means: Profession of be-
liefs or views.

If members consider those meanings of
the word they will see that an individual
who Is reading a book on dianoetics or a
Hubbard textbook could keep that book in
his library and no action would be taken.
However, a publication such as the paper
which was produced and carried the pic-
ture of the Minister for Health on the
cover could not be kept, for example.

I understand that judiciary interpreta-
tion of "practice" in this context would
only include the meanings I have given
or comparable meanings in another dic-
tionary, which exclude the individual un-
less the individual is trying to teach or
practise scientology-that is, to convey or
disseminate it.

I have spoken with the Parliamentary
Draftsman who was responsible for the
legislation and he said, "This is so." I am
quoting his words. Members must have
regard for the long title which reads--

AN ACT to proscribe the activities of
the body known as the Hubbard
Association of Scientologists In-
ternational and of every associa-
ted body and for incidental and
other purposes.

Mr. Jamieson: It is the "incidental
and other purposes" that is keen.

Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: That is not
so, and It Is certainly not meant to drive
at that. As a matter of fact, Cabinet
directed that a person holding individual
beliefs or a person having books in his
own library should not be penalised un-
less he started teaching or Practising it
by. or in relation to, another person.

Mr. Graham: What do you think a
practising Christian is? It is a person who
practises Christianity.

Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: But a medico
or a lawyer does not practise his profes-
sion when he is studying or informing
himself. He begins to practise when he
is applying it in relation to another per-
son. The member for Kalgoorlie does not
practise law if he is studying, but he
practises when he has a client and is
advising him. The medico is in the same
situation. Thinking, reading, or informing
oneself does not constitute practice.

I have been advised that this would be
the judiciary interpretation, and it is how
the legislation has been drafted. I empha-
sise the judiciary interpretation would
mean that practice must be an act or
procedure quite distinct from theory.

As a matter of fact the definition con-
tained in the Bill specifically contains the
word "includes" because the dictionary
definition of the term "practice" did not
include teaching, because teaching is not
a practice. A lawyer who teaches at the
University Is actually not practising, to
come down to the refinements.

I restate that I have informed the
Chamber, and the Minister for Health in
another place has also emphasised, that
the legislation is designed to stop the
spread of scientology. However, if people
want to hold individual beliefs and do not
endeavour to spread them, they may.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Minister surely
is not as naive as he indicates by his
argument.

Mr. Graham: I am afraid he might be.
Mr. JAMIESON: If he is advancing an

argument with respect to how a legal prac-
titioner might use the term, then he might
be quite right in the interpretation of the
word. H-ow about the person, though,
who goes into a chapel in a church and
prays? That person is Practising, but is
on his own. There is nobody else with
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the person who is not interfering with any-
one else, but who is certainly practising
his religion. This cannot be denied.

I would like to know 'who the Parlia-
mentary Draftsman Is, because I would
certainly avoid having him draft any Bill
which I might put forward In the future,
if he is only using one particular Inter-
pretation so far asthe word is concerned.
This has nothing to do with practice in
law. It is the practice of a philosophy or
a religion to which we are applying the
ward "Practice." The Minister hung his
argument an a certain practice in law,
but it is not that at all; it Is another kind
of Practice altogether.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: What you are
saying is directly contrary to what I have
said.

Mr. JAMIESON: Surely if a person has
one of Ron Hubbard's books which advises
him to do certain things in a certain way,
and if he does those things in a certain
way, then he Is practising them.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I wanted to deal
with the point described in the dictionary,
but this definition does not do that.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Minister told us
what a legal practitioner does when he
practises.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That was an
analogy.

Mr. JAMIESON: It was a bad analogy.
Mr. Court: The Minister was making

the point clearly that so long as he was
not trying to push it down somebody's
throat, it was all right.

Mr. JA.MIESON: That is not so at
all. One can practise religion on one's
own.

Mr. Lewis: Does one practise one's
religion on one's own?

Mr. JAMIESON: Yes.
Mr. Lewis: I doubt it.
Mr. JAMIESON: If the Minister goes

around the churches and chapels he will
find people practising their religion.

Mr. Lewis: But those persons are in
communication with another being, even
though it may be spiritual.

Mr. JAMIESON: He may be inside L.
Ron Hubbard's book; he may be in com-
munication with L. Ilon Hubbard, and
that is what the Minister does not see.

Mr. Lewis: The Minister is not object-
ing to that.

Mr. Bickerton: It is not up to the Minis-
ter; it is up to a court of law.

Mr. JAMIESON: A person may be
teaching himself the philosophies of L.
Ron Hubbard. The definition needs to be
tidied up. Never have we left legislation
without making the definition of every-
thing clear. If the Government wants

the situation to refer to those who are
teaching others, it should agree with the
amendment.

Mr. GRAHAM; The amendment merely
seeks to give effect to what we were told.
The Minister said the legislation was
directed against the organisation and not
against individuals. The Bill proceeds by
stating that a person shall not practise
scientology, which means he shall not pur-
sue the procedures laid down by the
organisation. if the Government intends
the ban to apply only in the directions
intended here, it will accept the amend-
ment, so that the word "practice" shall
have the meaning mentioned by the Gov-
ernment and not be all-embracing to
cover the usual meaning of "practice,"
and then be extended to embrace other
people and other establishments. We now
find that what was previously described
as extravagant language comes well wvithin
the definition, because the Government
has endeavoured to hoodwink Parliament.

This was an innocuous provision to stop
high-pressure groups from hypnotising or
mesmuerising people and getting them in
their clutches. Now the intention is to
prevent a person from practising his be-
lief. It goes beyond that. The member
for South Perth, the member for Mt.
Marshall, and probably the miniature
member for Mirrabooka, endeavoured to
say it was no interference with the people
who wanted to carry on their persuasions.
What would happen if the adherents of
this philosophy wanted to talk to one
another to obtain comfort or solace?

Mr. Davies: What would happen if they
got married?

Mr. GRAHAM: That would be a shock-
ing thing. The Government has not been
fair, frank, or honest; it has tried to mis-
lead us with regard to the eff ect the
Bill will have. When we seek this ver-
biage to conform to the utterances of the
Government we are told this is contrary
to the advice of the Crown Law Depart-
ment and the draftsman.

Mr. Davies: They have been wrong
before.

Mr. G.RAHAM: If, having said what I
have, it is not possible for me to persuade
the Government, then nothing will per-
suade it. It merely indicates the chi-
canery of the Government in this matter,
which has been typical of its attitude
throughout.

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

Ayes-la9
Mr. Bateman Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Bertram Mr. Jones
Mr. Bickerton Mr, Lapham
Mr. Brady Mr. May
Ur. Burke Mr. Norton
Mr. H. 1D. Evens Mr. Taylor
Mr. T. D. Evans Mr. Tame
Mr. Pletchler Mr. Tonlkin
Mr. Graham Mr. Davies
Mr. Harman (Teller j
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Mr. TONKIN: Whilst speaking on the
second reading I raised the point regard-
ing scientological records and the provision
in the Bill that if a justice is reasonably
satisfied he could grant a warrant to a
policeman to break down a door, make
entry, and search for these records. The
Minister, either in the middle of my
speech or in his own, undertook to explain
this. I declined to let him do the former
and he omitted to do the latter. Can he
explain why my interpretation, in his
opinion, is wrong?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The Bill
states that scientological records must be
delivered up, and a search can be made
where a Justice is satisfied that there is a
case for suspecting a person has possession
of such records. I would refer the Leader
of the Opposition to the definition of
"scientological record" in the Bill. A
newspaper which was produced recently
would be a type of document which re-
lates to a particular person.

A "particular person" means an identi-
fiable Person, but that just relates to
scientology and writings about "dianetics,"
and has no relationship regarding the
practice of scientology: but in the case of
an unidentifiable person, then It may be
held. Therefore, this enables the indi-
vidual to hold this type of record.

Mr. TONKIN: That is a very inadequate
explanation, for this reason: We can split
up the last part of the sentence and find
there are three separate provisions. It can
be read this way: "Selentological record"
means any document-i would like to
know whether the Minister agrees that a
book can be a document-file, or register,
and any gramophone, record, Wire, tape, or
other thing, relating to the practice of
scientology, by which words or sounds are
recorded and from which they are capable
of being reproduced.

Unless the book, or file, or register, or
the gramophone record, or the wire, or
the tape, relates to the practice of scien-
tology, we need not worry about it. In
addition to the relating to the practice of
scientology there are three categories-_

a hook relating to the practice of
scientology on any particular person:

Noes--22
Dir. Bovell Mr. McPharltn
Mr. Brand Mr. Mensaros
Mr. Burt Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Cash Mr. O'Connor
Mr. Court Mr. Ridge
Mr. Craig Mr. Runciman
Mr. Qayfer Mr. Rushtlon
Mr. Orayden Mr. Stewart
Dr. Henno Mr. Williams
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Young
Mr. Lewis Mr. 1. W. Manning

(Teller).
Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mr. Hall Mr. Dunn
Mr. Moir Mr. Kitney
Mr. Sewell Mr. O'Nel
Mr. Mclver Mr. Nnider
Amendment thus negatived.
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a book relating to the practice of
scientology by any particular person:

a book relating to the practice of
scientology in relation to any par-
ticular person.

So there are three distinct categories.

I suggest to the Minister it would be
a simple matter for a person to suspect
that a person has a document which re-
lates to the practice of scientology by that
person. That could be a record. It could
be a biography of some person who Is re-
lated to the practice of scienitology and
this book could be about the life of that
person. Therefore, it would fit this defini-
tion, because it would be a document
which relates to scientology by a particular
person. If my contention is correct and a
Justice is reasonably satisfied that there
is a scientological record or he has reason
to believe there might be one there, he
can then go to the constable to secure a
warrant to go and look.

The point I have been making is that
there does not have to be a particular
person, because there can be three separ-
ate categories. Obviously the Minister was
not aware of this situation before because
he contended my explanation was Incor-
rect. I suggest that he was basing his
attitude to this Bill on a false assumption.
The situation surely must now be reached
where he has to think about it a little
more because he argued the situation
which I was explaining could not exist-
but it does exist.

I would ask members on the other side
of the Committee to follow carefully and
precisely what I am saying. I want to
know if any one of them considers a docu-
ment does not include a book, because I
am certain it does. If there is anybody on
the other side who could say a document
is not included in the definition, I would
like him to get up and say so. I would
say this would include any publication at
all with regard to the practice of scien-
tology so long as that publication relates
to the practice of scientology.

If someone suspects that aL person has
a book relating to the practice of scien-
tology and lays the information and gets
a warrant, a policeman can visit the home
at 2 a.m. or 3 a.m., and break down the
door because he suspects there is a scien-
tological record in the place. When he
does not find it, what redress does one
get? He says. "Goodnight; I am sorry, I
thought you had a book, but I see you have
not got one."

Mr. CASH: I think the Leader of the
Opposition has argued that any book in
regard to scientology comes within the
interpretation. This is not so. This de-
finition of "scientological record" does not
include general books on scientology. I
do not think it would Include a textbook
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or a general book, or even one written by
Hubbard: but, if the books have reference
to the practice of scientology, then they
are liable to Prohibition.

Mr. TONKIN: In comning to a conclusion
on the real meaning of this, we have
to go back to the meaning of the word
"Practice." The Minister in his Bill has
deliberately extended the meaning of the
word "practice." otherwise there would be
no need to say it includes certain things.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I explained that.
Mr. TONKIN: Not Unless you want to

extend its scope.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I do.
Mr. TONKIN: Of course; that is the

point, but the Minister denied it.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I said it had to be

done to extend it.

Mr. TONKIN: The meaning of the word
"Practice has been deliberately extended
in its scope to make it mean more than
it would mean if left alone. Without any
extension it would refer to a book relating
to the practice of scientology in its ordin-
ary sense-that is a book about sciento-
logy-but the Minister's definition goes be-
yond that. I suggest that at present it is
all-embracing.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHISON: The member
for Mirrabooka spoke in general terms up-
on the meaning of this, and I feel as sure
as one can be that the Leader of the
Opposition really knows that. As a mat-
ter of fact, his second remarks on this
particular issue were slightly different
when he realised this was not related to
scientology but related 'to the practice
of scientology, which has already been
agreed to by this Chamber.

Mr. Tonkin: What has been agreed to?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: It was agreed
to by a majority of the Committee, so
"4scientological record" means those things
relating to the practice of scientology
which we have already defined as being
the dissemination and teaching of scien-
tology and not the actions of one indivi-
dual alone.

So scientology is not a good thing. We
have already discussed that point.

Mr. GRAHAM: I hold in my hand a
document relating to the practice of scien-
tology. If this Bill becomes law, appar-
ently I am required, forthwith, to deliver
this document to the Commissioner of
Police. The document happens to be a
statutory declaration signed by a business
director who lives in Melville and reads as
follows:-

I have been in contact with the
Hubbard Association of Scientologists
International (hereinafter referred to
as "the Organisation") since January
1961.

That during the period since this
date my personal abilities scope, and
areas of operation and handling have
vastly expanded due to the develop-
ment of latent abilities by means of
"Scientology Processing" and the use
of information and data (precise,
workable, usable knowledge) in my
area of everyday living and experience.

That during any Periods of inacti-
vity or inattendance in or around the
Organisation, I have not at any time
been subject to pressure, threat, per-
secution or hostility either written,
spoken or physically applied.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I cannot see
that this document relates to the clause.
We are talking about documents and not
discussing the contents of any particular
document.

Mr. GRAHAM., Strangely enough that is
what we are doing.

The CHAIRMAN: No, we are not.
Mr. Tonkin: How else can we establish

what this man said?

Mr. GRAHAM: A scientological record
means any document relating to the prac-
tice of scientology,

The CHAIRMAN: Then, we can accept
that.

Mr. GRAHAM: Before we know what is
in the document it has to be read.

The CHAIRMAN: I will not accept any
documents.

Mr. GRAHAM: I am reading the con-
tents of a document which will render me
liable to a penalty of $200.

The CHAIRMAN: if I am to permit
the reading of documents, then hundreds
of them can be read.

Mr. GRAHAM: Your generosity exceeds
your words, Mr. Chairman, because you
have already allowed me to read docu-
ments.

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, but I cannot
allow it to continue indefinitely.

Mr. GRAHAM: I did not intend to
go any further. I wanted to give an
example of a particular person who sets
out his knowledge of scientology. It is a
shocking thing if I, or anybody else who
has possession of scientology papers, must
deliver thcm to the Commissioner of
Police.

I am wondering whether the Minister,
or the Premier, will be forbearing with
me. I move an amendment-

Page 2, line 35-Delete the words
"by, or In relation to,".
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Amendment Put and a division taken
with the following result:-

Mr. Bateman
Mr. Bertram
Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr. Burke
Mr. H. fl. Evans
Mr. T. D. Evans
Mr. Fletcher
Mr. Graham
Mr. Harman

Mr. Boveil
Mr. Brand
Mr. Burt
Mr. Cash
Mr. Court
Mr. Craig
Mr. Gayfer
Mr. Grayden
Dr. Henn
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Lewis

Ayes
Mr. Hall
Mr. Moir
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Mclver

Ayes- 19
Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Jones
Mr. Lapham
Mr. May
Mr. Norton
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Toms
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Davies

Noes-22
Mr. MoPharlin
Mr. Mensaros
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runcinian
Mr. Ruabton
Mr. Stewart
Mr. Williams
Mr. Young
Mr. 1. W. Man.

Pairs
Noes

Mr. Dunn
Mr. Kitney
Mr. O'Neil
Mr. Nalder

Mr. Tonkin: Does one have to teach
because he has documents?

Mr. Court: If meetings are held, the
]aw is broken.

Mr. GRAHAM: There is no mention
of meetings or teaching. The Bill refers
to the practice of scientology. As the
member for Belmont has pointed out, if
a Christian goes into his church and

(Tells, Prays he is practising his religion. If a
non-Christian gets on his knees and bows
as the sun is setting, then he is practising
his religion; and the Government proposes
that the people who do all these things,
whether they be Christians or non-
Christians, will come within the ambit of
the law; but it has gone further now,
because the legislation will apply to teach-
ing.

(railer

Amendment thus negatived.
Mr. GRAHAM: It would appear that

we have now agreed to the clause except
for the last three words. I want to tell the
Premier, and the Minister, and the
Chamber, that I have no intention what-
soever of delivering any documents and
publications that I have, to the Commis-
sioner of Police. I invite the Government
-the Minister, the police, or the Premier
-to come to my place at any time of
the day or night and use force by break-
ing down a door, or otherwise, for the
purpose of getting these documents.

If there is to be a test case, it might
just as well be in connection with me. I
am no hero or martyr, but I am inviting
the Government to set in motion this
machinery.

Mr. Court: If you are not going around
teaching scientology you are not breaking
the law.

Mr. GRAHAM: I will not listen to the
honeyed words of the Minister for Indus-
trial Development.

Mr. Court: You will only be breaking
the law if you intend to teach scientology.

Mr. GRAHAM: What the Minister is
saying is completely and utterly removed
from the truth, and the Minister knows
it.

Mr. Court: What I have said is in
accordance with the legislation.

Mr. GRAHAM: The legislation refers to
a person having in his possession a docu-
ment relating to the practice of scientology
on, by. or in relation to any Particular
person.

Mr. Court: That is the point.
Mr. GRAHAM: 'That is so. Of course it

is the point.

I have no intention of teaching scien-
tology, but I will do my utmost to teach
people of the evils of the Liberal Party.

Mr. Jamieson: We can see a one-party
Parliament coming up before long.

Mr. GRAHAM: It is becoming perfectly
obvious that the Government is realising
the enormity of its action and,
through the Minister for Industrial
Development, is endeavouring to use all
sorts of preaching. That is why I chal-
lenge the Government to use me as a
guinea pig in this matter. T will be guilty
of an offence, but as I said before it might
just as well be me as anybody else.

Clause Put and passed.
Clause 3: Practice of scientology pro-

hibited-
Mr. GRAHAM: The first line of this

clause is the Bill. it reads "A person
shall not......pactise . ... scientology".

Mr. Davies: But the Government is not
banning it.

Mr. GRAHAM: I would like to point out
that, amongst all the line of propaganda
that we have heard about this organisa-
tion, a gentleman in another place on
five different occasions during the course
of his speech referred to this organisation
and used the word "banning," and ex-
Pressed himself as being somewvhat proud
if it.

Now, the person responsible for this
legislation-the person this Goivernment
is seeking to protect-does not care how
many decent people he sacrifices in the
process. He is the one who blows out his
chest and talks about this organisation
and about banning the practise of scien-
tology. It is just another illustration of
how insincere and politically dishonest
this Government is. Anyhow, the first line
of clause 3 reads, "A person shall not,
directly or indirectly," even a corkscrew
like the Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment cannot make anything else out of
that.

Mr. Court: Why don't You get out of
the gutter just for a change?
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Mr. GRAHAM: Where does the Minis-
ter think this legislation will lead? What
does he think of those 6,000 people who
gain some comfort and satisfaction from
this belief and practice of theirs?

The CHAIRMAN: order! We are going
to get this matter a little in order, and
we will just deal with the clauses as we
come to them. I point out to the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition that we will not
have any personal remarks made during
the debate on this clause. I call attention
to Standing Order 128 which reads--

No member shall use offensive or
unbecoming words in reference to any
member of the House.

I indicate now I intend to be very strict
in ensuring that this Standing Order is
observed.

Mr. GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. I accept your admonition on what
I may have said regarding a member or
the Government. I have said it because 1
believe it to be true, but in deference to
you I will endeavour to abstain from do-
ig so hereafter.

As I have said, the first line of clause 3
Is the Bill. in my opinion it is the right
of every person to follow his belief, or his
religion, whatever it might be, and in my
opinion there is nothing wrong with a
person practising scientology. There is
something wrong with scientologists prac-
tising extortion or blackmail, but there are
laws to deal with them should they do
that. These people have been singularly
free of breaches of the law in that regard,
because nowhere in the Commonwealth
during the last 10 years has there been
a single case of one of these people of-
fending against the law in that or in any
other direction. Therefore, why is this line
in the Bill, "A person shall not practise
scientology"?

In an endeavour to make ar± improve-
ment here and there I suppose one must
proceed cautiously and for that reason I
move an amendment-

Page 2-Delete subelause (1).
If the Committee agrees with me the line
which is offensive to me on principle, and
to thousands of other people because it
interferes with their personal lives, will be
no more and perhaps Western Australia
can proceed on its peaceable way without
this interference of personal liberties.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: As the De-
puty Leader of the Opposition has said,
this is the key clause of the Bill and to
remove it would defeat the whole purpose
of the legislation. I cannot agree with the
amendment,

Mr. JAMIESON: I do not agree that
the amendment will defeat the whole pur-
pose of the Bill. If the amendment were
agreed to it would put the Bill on the basis
of the original concept that Mr. Galbally

had, In that no finance shall be paid in
connection with the conducting of scien-
tology, because the next clause would take
care of that.

It is strange that the Premier has been
unusually silent during the whole of this
debate, and one wonders what. he is think-
ing in respect of such a situation as may
occur. It seems as though he has been
talked into riding along with others in
foisting this legislation on the people. To
my knowledge he has not spoken during
the debate and is prepared to ride along
with others who have made various com-
ments on it.

I think it is desirable to remove this
clause, and if no objection is taken to the
organisation, but its finance is cut off, the
organisation will soon dry up. At some
point along the line, that idea supports
our point of view, and therefore I sup-
port the amendment moved by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr. GRAHAM: I agree with the member
for Belmont that what the Minister has
said is completely wrong. If the line is
deleted, and if no other changes are made,
it will still mean that no person can
receive any fee in relation to the practice
of scientology and it will also mean that
no person can use the device known as a
galvanomneter. It would also mean that
every person would be required to deliver
up any documents; that premises could be
entered; that the Commissioner of Police
may destroy any documrents which are re-
garded as offensive to the Government.

Surely the idea, if we can believe any-
thing, is to prevent the dissemination of
propaganda; to prevent there being in
the possession of any person records
which might be damaging to another per-
son in regard to using intimidation or
blackmail on that person.

All those objects will be achieved if the
Government feels there is some mert in
the Bill, even if we agree to the amend-
ment; the only difference wvill be that
people who believe in scientology will be
able to practise that in which they believe.
Surely this is another illustration of the
Government telling us what the intention
is and the extent to which the legislation
will go. The Government is proceeding to
go much further than it led us to believe
it intended to go.

If the amendment is agreed to the legis-
lation will still be extreme and will be a
radical departure from anything that is
known to be on the Statute book. If the
Government is so sure of its ground, it
could take one step at a time and leave
these people to practise their beliefs or
cult. If It is shown subsequently that the
practice of their beliefs leads to certain
antisocial activity, then the Government
could reinsert the line which I am moving
to delete.
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Amendment put and a divisior
with the following result-

Ayes-19
Mr. Baseman Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Bertram Mr. Jones
Mr. Bickerton Mr. Laphamn
Mr. Brady Mir. may
Mr. Burke Mr. Norton
Mr. H. D. Evans Mr. Taylor
Mr. T. D. Evans Mr. Tome
Mr. Fletcher Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Graham Mr. Davies
Mr. Harman

Mr. Bovel
Mr. Brand
Mr. Burt
Mr. Cash
Mr. Court
Mr. Craig
Mr. Gayfer
Mr. Grayden
Dr. Henn
Mr. Hutchineon
Mr. Lewis

Ayes
Mr. Hll
Mr. Moir
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Mcover

Noes-fl2
Mr. McPharlt
Mr. Mensaros
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runciman
Mr. RusbtonL
Mr. Stewart
Mr. Williams
Mr. Young
Mr. 1. W. man

Fairs
Noes

Mr. Dunn
Mr. Kitney
Mr. O'Nel
Mr. Nalder

Amendment thus negatived.
Mr. GRAHAM: I regard subcla

as an impertinent provision. On
provision if a scientologist calls on
scientologist and is offered a cup
I suppose that would be regardE
benefit of "any kind." What wo
people think if the Government mlt
a Bill in relation to the Methodist
a n d i n c l u d e d a p r o v i s i o n t o s a y t has 

o h l o , d r c l r i d rcad 
o e e v n e , r w r

of any kind, from any person,
account of, or in relation to, the
of Methodism.

What business is it of the Gov
if I care to give a tip or payE
somebody who has done me a,
Why does not the Governmentr
alternative provision that if w
stipulated period any fee is paid
organisation it shall be repaid u
snand by the person concerned?

In the past this Government ma
for a number of years there we
thing wrong with people indul
chiropractic and that all kinds of
was being done. It said that pec
practised chiropractic had no
receive money for their services.
those people have been recogni
registered. If I go to them to obb
relief I should be the one to judge
I should pay. Why should it not
sible, if one gains some mental
or improvement in personality, fo
pay a fee for It? Perhaps the Gov
could have adopted more suitable
than the wording in the clause
mitting a Person to make a pay
his own free will.

Here the Government is interfer
the rights of the individual so
shall not be entitled to show app

ataken for a service rendered to him. I cannot
agree to the clause and it is my intention
to vote against it.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 4: Use of galvanometers

restricted-
Mr. GRAHAM: A person will not be per-

mitted to use a galvanometer, unless the
Governor by Order- in- Council declares

(Teller) that the provision in this clause does not
apply to him. What necessity is there to
ban the use of this device, which is sup-
posed to register emotion? I suggest that
if a scientologist were to use a thermo-
meter to register certain reactions its use
would be banned. How foolish can the
Government become? I would like to know
who the advisers to the Government were

aig in respect of this legislation, because they
(T~i should be sent to the salt mines. Can the

minister tell us why the use of a galvano-
meter should have a deterimental effect
on a person?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The use of a gal-
vanometer is part and parcel of scientology.

Mr. GRAHAM: I suppose if scientologists
Luse (2) want to use thermometers or bathroom
der this scales these articles will also be banned. if
a fellow the Government is prepared to go to this
of tea, extent it should pass a law to Make it an

ed as a offence for them to speak.
uld the
;roduced Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is simply that
Church, the practice of scientology is to be pro-
.t a per- scribed, and a galvanometer is Part of it.
:tly, de- Mr. GRAHAM: This is not confined to
rbenefit scientologists: This clause refers to "a
for on person." Therefore, the more we analyse
practice the Bill the more we appreciate that it

is infringing the rights of the ordinary
people. Any member in this Chamber is

erment permitted to use a galvanomneter now, but
fee to once this legislation is passed, it will be

favour? an offence to do so.
cake an If h oenetwnst ho
'ithin a I h oenetwnst ho
Ito the everything at scientologists. including the

pon de- kitchen sink and the galvanometer, it
should confine the provisions of this legis-
lation to scientologists. Af ter all, the

intained contents of this clause are foreign to the
.s some- long title of the Bill. This is perhaps a
ging in practical demonstration of the remarks of
damage the member for Belmont who said that the

'ple who words "and for incidental and other
right to purposes" in the long title would encompass
Yet now every single individual in the community.
sed and Certainly, this clause does.
tin some
whether I am sure that no member of the Gay-
be pos- erment was aware that this Bill was as
comfort comprehensive as it is, and so far flung in

r one to its effects. I would remind members that
'erment if any of us applies a galvanomneter to any
wording person, he subjects himself to a fine of
by per- $200.
'ment of I conclude on this note: what harm can

a galvanometer do: and why is the Gov-
Ing with erment making this apply to everyone,
that he instead of confining it to the victims of

reolation this Bill-the scientologists?
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Mr. JAMIESON: The galvanometer can
do no harm in itself and I can see no
reason why the Minister desires such a
sweeping clause as this one. We all know
the experiments which bays will make for
fun. I realise that in the next clause there
is provision for students and others to be
exempted. Nevertheless, the situation is
absurd. Surely the Minister must be joking.
He is well aware of the fact that young
lads will use these instruments to test
electrical impulses, and so on. Under this
clause, anyone who does this will be comn-
mitting an offence. This is too stupid to
be retained and I will certainly vote
against the clause.

Mr. CASH: One point missed by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Belmont concerning the gal-
vanometer is that it actually records what
is known by Psychologists as the G.S.R.
On a point of information, this is known
throughout the world as a lie detector,
and so members can realise what is
involved with the use of this particular
instrument.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 5: Scientological records to be

delivered up-
Mr. TONKIN: This is the clause to

which I have taken great exception and
I want to know if there is any right of
action open to a person against whom a
wvarrant has been issued for a search, if it
is subsequently found there was no basis
for the issue of the warrant because the
person did not have any scientological
records in his possession. Would that same
person have a right of action: and, if so,
would it be against the Justice, the police-
man, or both? IE would like the answer to
that before I proceed any further.

Mr. COURT: In the absence of the Min-
ister who has been called away for a
reason beyond his control, my control,
or the control of the leader of the Opposi-
tion, I would like to reply as I understand
the situation. if a warrant were issued
in good faith and it was acted upon in
good f aith, there would be no right of
action by way of damages, because I should
imagine this sort of thing would often
occur in the course of a policeman's
duties. If there was not some protection
for the policemen in cases like this, their
position would be completely impossible.

Mr. TONKIN., Earlier I quoted two cases
from my own personal knowledge where
warrants were issued when they should not
have been, and executed when they should
zmt "Iarc been.

Perhaps the Minister for Industrial Dev-
elopment was not present when I related
these two cases. One concerned a woman
who reported a hit-and-run accident and
she rave the wrong vehicle number to the
policeman. The policeman then got busy

and contacted the C.I.B. who located the
car. The offcer concerned went very care-
fully over it with a torch and could find
nothing to suggest that it had been in an
accident, for the very good reason that it
had not been.

That did not satisfy the policeman w'.o
found out the name of the owner of the
car. He visited him and told him he
wanted the car impounded. When the
owner of the car told the policeman that
if he put a hand on the car he would
break his hand with a wrench, the police-
man straight away obtained a warrant for
this man's arrest, and to enable hlm to
impound the car.

At this stage, the victim concerned
thought it was time to do something a~bout
the matter because he thought it was
getting serious. So he Came to me and
satisfied me that he had not been in any
accident and that therefore the summons.
had been wrongly issued. When the in-
spector concerned came to see me, I ex-
plained the circumstances and told him I
wanted to knowi how the summons come
to be issued. I never found out because
the constable concerned wvent off sick and
remained sick until I decided to drop the
matter. That was one example.

The other case is well known and was
well publicised at the time. A constable
went with a warrant to arrest a man for
non-payment of maintenance. The man
told the constable that he could not possi-
bly be the one concerned because he was
not separated from his wife and was not
liable to pay any maintenance. The police-
man would not take any notice of that
story, but arrested him, and it was sub-
sequently found that the arrest was a
wrongful arrest. Those were two cases
where summonses were Issued by a justice
and they should not have been issued,

The unfortunate people who might be
subject to search as a result of the clause
will have no redress. They just will have
to put up with it while others round about
laugh and say it is just too bad. Have
we come to that?

In view of the implications and the un-
fairness of this, I suggest we should vote
to strike It out. It will not interfere with
the Government's purpose in connection
with the Bill because the Government will
still be able to proceed against people
whom they know to be practising scien-
tology. Where it knows a person has a
scientological record and has not delivered
it up, it will still have the power to take
him before the court and fine him uip to
$200, If we strike out this provision, there
will not be the power to issue a sum-
mons which will enable a policeman to
go aloner any hour of the day or niaht. with
or without justification, to look for somne-
thing that is not there. My only redress is
to vote against the clause, and I suagest
members should do so in the interests of
justice and fair play.

2670



(Friday, 1 November, 1968.) 2671

Mr. GRAHAM: There is a difference of
interpretation between the Government
and the Opposition in respect of what is
meant by scientological record. This clause
imposes an obligation upon any person in
possession of a scientological record to de-
liver it forthwith to the Commissioner of
Police. Whose interpretation is right?
Members of Parliament are accustomed to
reading legal terminology and we are dir-
ectly associated with the Bill, but once
it becomes an Act of Parliament very few
people will know whether what they pos-
sess is in conflict with the provision or not.
Quite unwittingly persons who might be
anxious to conform could find themselves
caught in the net and guilty of an offence
for which there is a specific penalty of
$200.

The Leader of the Opposition instanced
a case of the autobiography that was writ-
ten by Hubbard, or somebody else. Is
that a document which incurs the dis-
pleasure of the Bill? In nmy view it is
very definitely a breach of the provisions
of the measure. However, people outside
who may have volumes on their library
shelves would not be aware of the facts
because there is nothing obnoxious within
the covers. Nevertheless some delightful
person, such as the young married woman
who was mentioned-or everybody's nark,
Mrs. Renouf-might want to get even
and go along and pimp by saying: Graham
has a copy of Hubbard's works in his
library. I would not be bothered buying
one, but if some fan sent me one I would
not burn it.

According to the provisions of this clause
the policeman would enter my premises
at any time of the night, use force to
break down the doors, etc. If he hap-
pened to see a record-player and some
discs or tapes, it would be a delightful
situation, because having broken into my
place he could play dance tunes and listen
to goodness knows what.

Mr. Williams: You could dance all night.

Mr. GRAHAM: It wvould be impossible
to do anything about it, because if I
hindered, obstructed, or delayed him. I
would be liable to a penalty of $200. In
his search for something pertaining to
scientology he could keep me awake all
night. How silly that is.

I would like to know what it is that the
Minister at the end of the corridor has
in so far as he is able to impose this sort
of thing upon what is supposed to be a
responsible Government.

Mr. Court: He is a good Minister.

Mr. GRAHAM: But good for what? Is
he good for the sort of thing I have des-
cribed in connection with a policeman
bursting into one's premises and search-
ing for records or searching for something
else and possibly finding at the end of
it all that there is noth~ing of any signi-

ance Pertaining to this legislation. It is
not a figment of my imagination; it is
what the Bill says.

The first point I mentioned is most im-
portant. How is the ordinary person to
know that any document in his possession
is in conflict with the Provision? Pleading
ignorance of the law is not acceptable.
How are people to know? Nevertheless it
seems the Government could not care less.
It is determined to deal with selentologists
and, having so resolved, it does not care
how many innocent people are Injured in
the Process. These reasons cannot be con-
troverted, I venture to suggest, by any
spokesman for the Government. and there-
fore I ask the Ccmmittee to join with me
in voting against the clause.

Before I rs~sume my seat I would like
to say, as I said last week, that the Com-
missioner of Police is authorised to de-
stroy the records which are delivered to
him. Because of the whim and fancy of
the Government, and its well-trained sun-
porters, some valuable records and docu-
ments will be either seized or voluntarily
relinquished.

The legislation will be repealed in due
course: there is no question about that.
A Labor Government would put forward
its repeal immediately, but if it is not
done by a Labor Government, then it will
be done by a Liberal Government in due
course, simply because it is so un-Aus-
tralian and undemocratic in every respect.
What will happen then? As the position
stands now, the volumes would have been
destroyed.

Would the Government look favourably
upon a proposition that the Commissioner
of Police should hold the documents and
records for a specified period before de-
stroying them? Mr. Chairman, I trust you
will allow the Minister the liberty of signi-
fying yes or no.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I will certainly ask
the Minister for Police to request this.

Mr. GRAHAM: Would the Minister be
able to give me any idea with regard to
what he thinks might be a reasonable
time. I tell him now that I would not
necessarily hold him to any statement.
Wculd live years be too long?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I am thinking in
terms of a few weeks. What is your pur-
pose?

Mr. GRAHAM: I have already said that
my honest opinion-because I still have
some faith in democracy-is that the
legislation will be repealed. Certainly a
Labor Government would move to repeal
it and I am convinced a Liberal Govern-
ment some time in the future will repeal
it, if it is still on the Statute book, be-
cause not every Liberal Government would
have the outlook of this one.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: There is no point
in the request.
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Mr. GRAHAM: I was hoping the Minis-
ter would be fair enough to agree to a
period of years.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: No.

Mr. GRAHAM: Uf he did, the right thing
could be done instead of everything being
destroyed. If the legislation were repealed
in three years' time, if there is a change
of Government, then the people could have
returned to them their possessions which
should never have been taken from them.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is part of the
legislation. I could not agree to what you
say.

Mr. GRAHAM: The books, from the
point of view of the Government. are
offensive and could be damaging and used
for all sorts of undesirable purposes.

Mr. Tronkin: The Government is not
certain at all that it wants to destroy them.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: They are part of
the records.

Mr. GRAHAM: The purpose is to remove
the records from circulation and impound
them in the safe keeping of the Commis-
sioner of Police. I cannot see why they
should not be retained for a period to give
the opportunity for the people to express
themselves by an appeal. It could be a
Period of three years if five years is too
long. They would be taken out of cir-
culation and would be in a repository
there. Is it that there are so many thou-
sands of volumes that it would involve
erecting special buildings?

Mr. Court: The commissioner is used to
handling this sort of situation year in
and year out in various ways. Surely it
can be left to his good sense.

Mr. GRAHAM: He is not used to this,
because it is the first time in the history
of Western Australia that this has hap-
pened.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It would not be
the first time that material things would
have been destroyed.

Mr. Court: This is not the only sort of
material that comes into his Possession in
the ordinary course of many laws.

Mr. GRAHAM: That is so, hut there is
nothing Indecent or blasphemous about it.
I have already spoken about the pamphlets
and what is wvrong with the one I have
in my hand? Why could it not be retained
by the Commissioner of Police? If there
were a whole lot of nudes in all sorts of
compromising positions then it would be
filthy and disgusting and, I suppose, there
would be a warrant for the Commissioner
of Police to destroy It, because it would
be filthy and disgusting now as in the
future. However, in regard to the publica-
tions in question, what harm Would be
done? The Government would have its
Pound of flesh: that is, disowning the
lawful owners of the documents.

All I 'can do is to ask the Government
to agree, but it is obvious that there is
not likely to be one defection from the
Government side. Nb clause in the Bill
has been determined on its merits. Ap-
parently at a party meeting it was said
that rightly or wrongly every word of the
Bill in its Present form must be accepted
and the Bill must go through.

Mr. TONKIN: I move an amendiment-
Pages 3 and 4-Delete subclauses

(2) and (3).
I move this amendment for the reasons
I have already given.

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

Ayes- 19
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Air.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Bateman
Bertram
Bickerton
Brady
Burke
H. D. Evans
T. D. Evans
Fletcher
Graham
Harman

Mr. Bovell
Mr. Brand
Mr. Burt
Mr. Cash
Mr. Court
Mr. Craig
Mr. Gayfor
Mr. Grayrden
Dr. Henn
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr: Lewis

Ayes
Mr. Hall
Mr. Moir
Mr. Sewaill
Mr. Mclver

Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Jones
Mr. Laphama
Mr. May
Mr. Norton
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Toms
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Daviee

Noes-22
Mr. MePharlin
Mr. Mensaros
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runcjnan
Mr. Rushton
Mr. Stewart
Mr. Williams
Mr. Young
Mr. I. W. Manning

(Teller)

Pairn

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Noes
Dunn
Kitney
O'Neil
Nalder

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.

Clause 6: Offences by Companies and
officers-

Mr. GRAHAM: Members have probably
gathered that I have no great affection
for any part of this Bill. It is uncon-
scionable. particularly as it relates to
penalties. I do not want to put any
teeth into the Hill but I do not want us
to look more foolish than we can possibly
help. In an effort to assist the cause of
Parliament I ask: What is the penalty
for an offence committed under this
clause? None is provided.

Mr. O'Connor: Do you want to move to
providie one?

Mr. GRAHAM: I merely draw attention
to the fact to prevent Parliament from
looking foolish in this matter.

Mr. Court: It is Provided in other parts
of the Bill.

Mr. JAMIESON: It
other pa-ts of the Bill.
own penalty provided;

is not provided in
Each clause has its
there are two sets
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of penalties in clause 5. We would make
ourselves look foolish if we pass legislation
without providing a penalty.

Mr. Court: When you have committed
an offence under the Act it must be an
offence under the previous clause and you
cop the same penalty. It is to avoid the
use of dummies.

Mr. JAMIESON: It would be a good
escape clause for anybody who wanted to
use it.

Mr. Court: I would not rely on that.

Mr. JAMIESON: Other legislation which
refers to servants committing an offence
carries a clear indication that the person
in question is liable to a fixed amount
of penalty.

Mr. GRAHAM: The Government has
made up its mind, and this merely in-
dicates how ill-conceived are the terms of
this legislation. It is planned that for
certain specific breaches there is to be a
penalty. It is laid down that any person
who hinders, obstructs, or delays a police
officer in the execution of a warrant com-
mits; an offence and the penalty is $200.
However, if I, as a -servant or agent of
a company, cause, direct, or authorise the
doing of anything contrary to the Act then
I am guilty of an offence, but there is no
penalty.

Mr. Craig: Such a person would com-
mit an offence under the provision in
clause 5 where the penalty is $200.

Clause put and passed.
Title-
Mr. DAVIES: It would be unrealistic

to retain the word "Proscribe" in the title
when the Government is banning the
organisation. It is obvious that scien-
tology is to be banned wholly and com-
pletely, so the Government should be
honest and substitute the word "ban" in
place of the word "Proscribe."

with the retention of the title as it is
I can imagine the Government saying at
the next election that it has not banned
scientology, but only proscribed it. I
therefore move an amendment-

Line 1-Delete the word "proscribe.
with a view to inserting the word
"ban.",

Amendment put and negatived.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by

Mr. Ross Hutchinson (Minister for Works).
and passed.

CLOSING DAY OF SESSION:
FIRST PERIOD
Tuesday Sitting

MR. BRAND (Greenough-Premler)
[12.58 am.]: For the information of mem-
bers it is necessary for the House to meet
again on Tuesday next, We hope to com-
plete Orders of the Day Nocs. 7, 8. 9. 10,
11, and 21 appearing on today's notice
paper before concluding the first period
of this session.

BILLS (7): RETURNED
1. Royal Commissions Bill.
2, Wheat Industry Stabilization Bill.
3. Stock Diseases (Regulations) Bill.
4. Stamp Act Amendment Bill.
5. Traffic Act Amendment Bill (Nb. 2).
6. Loan Bill.
7. Irrigation (Dunham River) Agree-

ment Bill.
Bills returned from the Council with-

out amendment.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

MR. BRAND (Greenough-Prernier)
[1 a.m.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 11 a. m. Tuesday, the 5th Novem-
ber.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 1.1 a.m. (Saturday)

?.Cnitdzitw Inun1ril
Tuesday, the 5th November, 1968

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C.
Diver) took the Chair at 2.30 p.m., and
read prayers.

BILLS (8): ASSENT
Message from the Governor received and

read notifying assent to the following
Bills:-

1. Western Australian Marine Act
Amendment Bill.

2. Aerial Spraying Control Act Amend-
ment Bill.

3. Kewdale Lands Development Act
Amendment Bill.

4. Timber Industry Regulation Act
Amendment Bill.

5. Firearms and Guns Act Amendment
Bill.

6. Traffic Act Amendment Bill.
7. Argentine Ant Bill.
8. Western Australian Institute of Tech-

nology Act Amendment Bill.
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