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People. Very often the homes are not
acceptable, and the department gets no
thanks for its efforts.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 10 to 1.7 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported with an amendment.

Mouse adjourned at 9.3 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Mr. Hearman) took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (4): ON NOTICE
OIL

Discoveries: Refining and Price
1. Mr. MAY asked the Minister repre-

senting the Minister for Mines:
(1) Will oil produced from Barrow

Island and other likely locations
in Western Australia be processed
at the Kwinana oil refinery?

(2) If so, will it be kept separate from
foreign oil processed at the re-
finery?

(3) If kept separately, will it be sold in
Western Australia only; if so, 'will
there be any difference in price as
compared with the present price
of imported oil retailed in Western
Australia?

Mr. BOVELL replied:
(1) The Government's desire is that

any oil produced in Western Aus-
tralia should be processed in
Western Australia. The matter of
processing Barrow Island oil is
currently being discussed.

(2) Oil is not handled that way in a
refinery.

(3) Answered by (2).

LAND
Sales Advertised in American and

Canadian Newspapers
2. Mr. MAY asked the Premier:

(1) Has he any knowledge of the fol-
lowing advertisement appearing
in American and Canadian news-
papers offering land for sale in
Australia at less than 10 dollars
an acre?

Prime land for farming,
grazing or to hold for profit.

These prices will never be
repeated. All land less than
ten dollars per acre.

Many American and Euro-
pean firms have already
bought,

Don't miss the opportunity
of a lifetime. Minimum pur-
chase 1,000 acres. Terms.

(2) Does he know if this advertise-
ment is in anyway connected with
land sales in Western Australia;
If so, was the advertisement pub-
lished with the knowledge and
approval of the Government?

Mr. NALDER (for Mr. Brand) re-
plied:
(1) No.

(2) No.

TRAFPIC
Fatal Accidents: Percentage of Alcohol

in victims
3. Mr. GAYFER asked the Minister for

Police:
What percentage of road fatalities
under the age of 21 years shows
an amount of alcohol in the blood
stream of the victim in excess of
0.05 per cent.?

Mr. CRAIG replied:
The only figures available relate
to the metropolitan area, ex-
clusive of F'remantle and adjoin-
ing districts. Of 42 drivers of
vehicles killed who were under the
age of 21 years, blood tests showed
that 19 per cent. had alcohol in
the blood above 0.05 per cent.
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ROADS
Barradale-Peedainulla to Onslow:

Upgrading

4. Mr. BICKERTON asked the Minister
for Works:

What provision is being made to
upgrade the Onslow access road
from Barradale-Peedamulla to
Onslow?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
The Main Roads Department has
not provided any funds in the
current programme of works for a
new connecting link between the
Barradale-Peedamnulla Road and
Onslow.
Considerable investigation is
necessary to select a satisfactory
alignment for this access road,
and because of the higher priority
given to the Barradale-Peeda-
mulla. section of the North West
Coastal Highway it will be some
time before this new route can be
finalised. In the meantime, funds
have been provided for the con-
tinued maintenance of the existing
route into Onslow.

QUESTIONS (4): WITHOUT NOTICE
PRINCESS MARGARET HOSPITAL
Treatment of Children for Fluoride

A llergy
1. Mr. WILLIAMS asked the Minister

representing the Minister for Health:
(1) is it a fact that there are three

children in the Princess Margaret
Hospital who are allergic to
fluoride?

(2) Have any children ever been
admitted to this hospital with
fluoride allergy?

Mr. Tonkin: Who ever said they were
in the hospital?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson,. You did.
Mr. Tonkin: No, I did not.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Now the tune

has changed.
Mr. Graham: No, it has not.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
(1) and (2) The member for Bunbury

was good enough to phone me
about this question, so I am in a
position to advise that-

Mr. Graham: Or you phoned him.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Then you

admit there is a reason. I am
pleased to be able to supply this
information which will satisfy all
but the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. Tonkin: I will ask the Minister a
question without notice if the
Speaker will permit me.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Dr. R. C.
Godfrey, M.B., B.S., M.R.C.P.,
M.R.A.C.P., Medical Director of
Princess Margaret Hospital for
Children-

Mr. Bickerton: That sounds like a
registration number.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I mention
those letters because the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition so
delights in giving letters after the
names of people whom he quotes.
To continue, Dr. Godfrey, and Dr.
I. C. Lewis, M.D., Ch.B. (Edin.),
NR.C.P., D.Ph., D.Ch., of the
Department of Child Health, have
both stated categorically that
there are no children in Princess
Margaret Hospital who are allergic
to fluoride, and there never have
been.

Mr. Graham: Nobody ever said there
was.

TELEVISION FOR COUNTRY
CENTRES

Provision bp Commercial interests
2. Mr. EVANS asked the Deputy Premier:

I have been advised by the Kal-
goorlie Chamber of Commerce
that last December the Australian
Broadcasting Control Board was
asked to prepare a case for low-
powered television stations for
areas such as Kalgoorlie and
Geraldton. No official statement
has been made whether this case.
has been prepared.
Would the Government, on behalf
of the People living in areas now
deprived of television, where this
facility can be provided by low-
powered stations, make a plea to
the Postmaster-General that an
early announcement be made?
Having regard to the offer pub-
lished in the daily newspaper
yesterday that a commercial
station in Perth could provide a
package station in Kalgoorlie and
Geraldton, would the Government
make a plea to the Postmaster-
General likewise to give favour-
able consideration to the offer
made by the commercial station?

Mr. NALDER replied:
The Government would support
any application or move made to
allow the extension of television
to any area. not serviced by this
facility in Western Australia.

PRINCESS MARGiARET HOSPITAL
Treatment of Children for Fluoride

Allergy
3. Mr. TONKIN asked the Minister

representing the Minister for Health:
Does the Minister deny that in
1963 a Mrs. King was talking to
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Mr. flonney of the Child Health
Department, who subsequently
placed her in communication
with a person at the Princess
Margaret Hospital, when the dif-
ficulty Mrs. King had experienced
with her child who suffered from
an allergy and whose teeth be-
camne discoloured within a week of
using fluoride was discussed with
the hospital, and that Mr. Eon-
ney had arranged for certain
tests to be undertaken in con-
nection with this matter?
Does the Minister deny it is re-
corded at the Princess Margaret
Hospital that at least three
children were referred to the
hospital, their condition discussed
at the hospital, and advice given
that the condition of those child-
ren was recorded as likely to be
the result of the use of fluoride;
and in at least one case a. test
was arranged?
Does the Minister deny that with
regard to these matters of the
possible effect of fluoride, the
officer at the Princess Margaret
Hospital asked Mrs. King if her
baby had previously suffered from
jaundice and a liver Complaint,
when he was endeavouring to
establish whether or not fluoride
was the cause of the trouble with
the baby's teeth?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
It Ise difficult to try to follow the
trend of the honourable member's
questions, but I will try to answer
them. I deny that any children
who have suffered from the effects
of fluoride allergy have ever been
In Princess Margaret Hospital.

Mr. .Jamieson: You mean in-patients.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Or for

treatment: I would like to recall
to members' minds the statement
made by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition last night when
introducing this Bill.

Mr. Tonkin: What Bill?
Mr. ROSS HUTCHERSON: When

the honourable member was 're-
plying. I avoided commenting on
the fact that the honourable
member called me the Minister
for Health a moment ago.

Mr. Hawke: The Minister for no
health.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Whether
the honourable member has made
any alterations to his speech, re-
garding what he said, I do not
know, but he led us to believe that
a few hours ago he had learned
there were three children who
were in Princess Margaret Ros-

pital suffering from fluoride aller-
gies.

Mr. Tonkin: Nonsense.
Mr. Court: That is so.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: There

might be a refinement of that,
but that is what we were led to
believe. This falls into the pattern
of what he was saying all through
his speech. However, Doctor
Godfrey, who ise the Medical
Director, and Professor Lewis, who
is the Professor of Child Health,
both deny that any children have
ever been in Princess Margaret
Hospital as a result of fluoride
allergies.
One child was brought along by
its mother who said, "Yes, I am
only too pleased to have tests
conducted"; and when the tests
were conducted, on a scientific
basis, it was discovered that the
child was not allergic to fluoride
at all. Indeed nobody in this
world can be allergic to it because,
in proper quantities it is part and
parcel of our way of life. The
human race has lived with it.
That was one case: and I find
that the lady concerned became
very upset at the anti-fluorida-
tionist having led her up the
garden path.
The other two children concerned
came along with their mothers
and, as might be expected in this
fine hospital, the mothers were
asked if they would submit their
children to sensitivity tests and
have the necessary experiments
conducted to see whether they
were--obviously it is of no use
trying to treat children for a com-
plaint if they are not suffering
from it-but neither of the
mothers would submit their
children to the tests that were
involved. So I think therein lies
the answer to the honourabie
member's question.

4. Mr. TONKIN asked the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Health:.

When the Minister for Works says
that these children were never in
hospital, does he mean they were
never actually In the building or
that they were never in bed in
the building?

A member: Don't answer it.
Mr. TONKIN': I want to get it clear.
The SPEAKER: I think this will be

the last question on this subject.
We are not going to have a cross
examination on It.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
If I do reply I can imagine the
story that will build up in the
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honourable member's mind. I
meant treated at the hospital as
an in-patient or as an out-patient.

BILLS (2): THIRD READING
1. Corneal and Tissue Grafting Act

Amendment Bill.
2. Health Act Amendment Bill.

Bills read a third time, on motions by
Mr. Ross Hutchinson (minister for
Health), and passed.

PERTH MEDICAL CENTRE BILL
Second Reading

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe-
Minister for Works) [4.60 pm]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This very important measure, as the
title implies, is a Bill for an Act to enable
a medical centre to be established at
Hollywood, by reserving certain lands, and
constituting a body corporate for the
development, management, and control of
such lands, and for incidental and other
purposes. It is an important Bill because
of the impact it will have on the future of
medicine in Western Australia. It repre-
sents a significant development of an en-
lightened policy in our health and hos-
pital services.

The passing of the legislation will en-
able the Government and the University
to embark on a collaborative programme
of extending and creating first-class
fpcilities for diagnosis and treatment, not
only of the physically and mentally ill,
but also of patients in need of rehabiiita-
tion, day care, long-term care, etc. It will
enable also the extension of teaching
facilities not only for doctors and medical
students, but for niurses and other ancillary
workers, and the extension of research in
all areas related to disease and patient
care.

The concept of the proposed centre, and
the coming together of all branches of the
medical profession, with the full co-
operation of the Government and the
University, is probably unique in this
country and will, of certainty, be of great
benefit to medicine in general. Our
existing hospital system is a tremendous.
expensive, and expanding enterprise. This
must necessarily be so.

Existing legislation providing for the
health and hospital services of our State
has served the community well. In so far
as our hospitals are concerned, the present
Act, namely, the Hospitals Act, 1927-55,
replaced a pioneer law passed originally in
1894. It is a far cry since then.

The long title of the Hospitals Act de-
scribes it as an Act to amend the law
relating to public hospitals and to provide
for the establishment, maintenance, and
management of such institutions, and

other relevant purposes. This Act, in the
main, is concerned with our hospital
system.

The legislation I now introduce drama-
tically emphasises the progress which has
been made over the last decade or so, by
which the preventive as well as the curative
aspect of our health services has pro-
gressed.

I do not think I can emphasise that as-
Pect enough. The whole trend has been
to place emphasis just as much on the
Preventive side of medicine as on the
curative side.

Mr. Brady: It is very important these
days.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: It may well
be said that the proposal for the establish-
ment of the medical centre as it is set out
in this Bill, gives living expression to the
enterprise and research of experts in all
fields of health and medicine.

Apart from this aspect, it would be hard
to believe that the generation of ideas for
the establishment of the proposed com-
plex at Hollywood started a decade or so
ago, but it was not until 1964 that 1, as
Minister for Health, was able to give the
all clear to a firm plan of developmnent.
having in mind the general progress which
had been made in the upgrading of our
hospital services throughout the State.

In 1964, discussions on the planning of
the centre began in earnest. This followed
the appointment of a committee, known as
the Medical Centre Joint Planning com.-
mittee, consisting of representatives of the
Department of Public Health, the Univer-
sity, and the Sir Charles Gairdner Hos-
pital. They have been able to co-opt as
necessary.

Then followed the sending overseas of
an investigating committee of three, com-
prising Dr. H. J. Rowe, Assistant Principal
Medical Officer of the Medical Department,
Professor E. G. Saint of the University
Medical School, and Mr. M. Falrbrother,
an architect of the Architectural Division
of the Public Works Department. They
undertook a detailed study of architectural
and hospital engineering developments in
Israel, Denmark, Britain, and the United
States of America, and made other in-
ciniries into all aspects concerned with a.
cenktre of this nature.

Some of the fundamental principles in-
volved in the centre are--

(a) First and most importantly, that
the facilities of the hospital com-
plex should be available to all
sections of the community and
medical profession.

I would like to emphasise that all the
facilities of the hospital complex should
be available to all sections of the com-
munity; that it should, in brief, be a com-
munity hospital in so far as the medical
profession is concerned, and that it should
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not, in effect, become a closed university
hospital. Further Principles involved are-

(b) That the Centre should Provide a
comprehensive diagnostic and
therapeutic service for a popula-
ltion likely to number 250,000.

That, of course, is a group of the metro-
politan population-

(c) That emphasis should be placed
on the provision of smoothly-
operating and efficient out-
patient diagnostic services sparing
the load on in-patient facilities.

(d) That hospital buildings, com-
munications, and services should
be designed in accordance with the
requirements of both patients and
staff. Areas of the hospital are
clearly designated for acute care,
for the care of moderately ill but
bedridden patients, and for
patients in need of rehabilitative
and occupational activities.

The SPEAKER: Order! There Is far
too much talking going on.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON-, To continue-
Ce) That adequate facilities for both

the acute and long-term care of
elderly patients should be pro-
vided.

(f) That the Centre should be designed
to permit future expansion of the
medical school and of the Public
Health Laboratories.

(g) That laboratory buildings should
be designed to permit easy subse-
quent modification of function and
expansion.

The plan and model provides for the
accommodation of the following facilities
and interrelated institutions-

(a) A 600-7I00 bed general hospital
with a full range of diagnostic and
out-patient facilities.

(b) A radiotherapay institute, aug-
mented in size.

(c) Government public health labor-
atories.

(d) A relocated medical school, with
departments of medicine, surgery,
psychiatry, pathology, and micro-
biology.

(e) A large nurses' training school.
(f) Quarters for resident nurses and

doctors,
(g) Parking facilities for patients,

their relatives, and staff.
The orientation of buildings permits

easy access for patients and visitors by
public transport from all quarters of the
metropolitan area.

Areas have been earmarked on the site
for a dental school, future hospital expan-
sion, and a private hospital wing, should
any such private hospital be interested. It
is hoped that this will be more than a pos-
sibility In the not too distant future.

Hospital building is planned to take
place to the north of the existing Sir
Charles Gairdner block, whilst laboratory
buildings will feature on the southern end
of the site. Hospital building will include-

(a) New emergency and diagnostic
x-ray departments.

Cb) An augmented operating theatre
block.

(c) A separate low-level out-patient
polyclinic lying near to the
eastern access road.

(d) A new 240-bed block lying to the
north and parallel with the exist-
ing Sir Charles Oairdner wing, for
intensive and high density nursing
care.

Ce) A series of low-level blocks of
attractive styling lying further to
the north, for the care of patients
requiring rehabilitation. These
wards will be related to a physio-
therapy department, and to a day
Centre for ambulant patients.

The medical school buildings will include
a library, lecture theatres, staff officers,
and teaching and research laboratories,
articulating with both the southern pole
of the hospital and the public health
laboratories.

Building Is Planned on a phased basis.
The urgent need is for the new public
health laboratories and for low-level beds
to relieve the heavy load on existing hos-
pital beds. If these facilities are provided,
the "heavy" building will proceed over the
next decade in a stepwise manner.

The concept of a centre-the idea of a
common purpose uniting professional and
community, Government and University
Interests--has dominated thought in plan-
ning, leading to what is believed to be the
most efficient set-up of its kind for such
an important role in medicine.

.As I have indicated, the plan permits
Phased growth and development, in rela-
tion to the availability of funds from two
sources, Government and University. Thus
the building of the public health labor-
atories, low-level psychiatric and rehabili-
tative beds--which wilt include University
facilities-may commence in early 1968, to
be followed by emergency department and
polyclinic building, and later, other bed
accommodation. Into this programme
doubtless the medical school buildings will
be integrated.

The earliest stage at which building will
commence on the site will be concerned
with a nurses' training school to be started
in the second half of this financial year.
Every effort is being made to start on
extra ward accommodation within the next
12 months.

However, as will be observed by members
as they pass through this area, work on
the site has started by the realignment
of roads close to the Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital and, indeed, near the University.

1320



[Wednesday, 12 October, 1966.] 1321

This work may be described as preiminary
to the major project which, when it gets
under way, will involve the closing of
University Avenue, which cuts through the
Centre and runs alongside the Sir Charles
Gairduer Hospital.

On present calculations, it is estimated
that the expenditure involved will be
approximately $33,000,000, of which
$8,000,000 will be found by the University.
The programme which develops will
depend on the availability of loan funds.
The total concept is expected to spread
over a period of 12 to 15 years.

Dealing with the Bill itself, I have already
indicated that the long title proposes to
establish a medical Centre by reserving
certain lands and constituting a body cor-
porate for the development, management,
and control of the reserve. In the first
place, the Bill sets out that it will come
into operation on a date to be fixed by
proclamation.

There is the usual definition clause,
which indicates that the term "medical
Centre" includes the aggregate of azay
medical school, hospital, and any otliew
place* whatsoever bull. on tlo :ezaarvc
wherein any form of dizgnoz iz, thera-
peutic, or rehabilitative treatment of
patients is performed or given, or medical
education and research carried out and all
clinics, dispensaries, outpatient depart-
ments, services, offices and undertakings
maintained on the reserve in connection
with or incidental to any such medical
school, hospital, or place.

The term "medical education" includes
the instruction of medical and dental
students, nurses, and students of any
services ancillary to medical or dental
treatment. It will be noted that the word
"includes" is used rather than the word
"means," thus implying that the terms
"medical Centre" and "medical education"
are not restrictive, but can cover anything
that can be described by those particular
terms.

The Bill then goes on to say that the
land described in part I of the schedule,
which, in the main, is owned by the Uni-
versity, shall be revested in Her Majesty
as of her former estate, and on the neces-
sary publication of an Order-in-Council,
all land subject to this particular clause
shall be removed from the operation of
the Transfer of Land Act. It is then
reserved for the purpose of establishing
and maintaining thereon a medical Centre
and is classified as an "A"-class reserve
and shall be known as the Perth Medical
Centre Reserve. It is thereby given the
standing of a Class "A" reserve and this, as
will be known to members, cannot be
altered unless by Act of Parliament. The
total area involved is approximately 70
acres.

The Bill further proposes that there shall
be a trust, known as the Perth Medical
Centre Trust, consisting of five members
whose functions shall be to undertake the

development, control, and management of
the reserve.

One- of these members will be a Per-
son appointed by the Governor on
the nomination of the Minister and the
Senate of the University, to bold office
during the Governor's pleasure. 'The Bill
proposes that this person shall become the
chairman. The other four members will
comprise two nominees by the Minister, to
hold office during the Governor's pleasure;
and two persons appointed by the Senate
of the University, to hold office during its
pleasure.

There is provision that the trust shall
be a body corporate, with perpetual succes-
sion; shall have a common seal; and shall
be capable, subject to section 13 of this
Bill, of acquiring, holding, and disposing
of real and personal property and of suing
and of being sued in its corporate name.

There then follows in the Bill various
clauses concerned with quorumns, proced-
ure to be followed in the event of vacancies
arising-in fact, the procedure one finds
in Bills of a similar nature. It also covers
the calling of meetings of the trust. 'There
is also reference to the functions of the
trust and, as I have already indicated,
these are concerned with the development,
control, and management of the reserve.

It should be here noted that these func-
tions are not concerned with the manage-
ment of the medical Centre itself: as, for
instance, the management of the Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital, or the Radio-
therapy Institute. These will continue to
operate in co-operation with the trust
under their respective boards of manage-
ment, and under their relevant Acts; that
is, the Hospitals Act and the Cancer Coun-
cil of Western Australia Act. It could well
be that in time these managements will
merge, but, for the present, it is felt they
should retain their identity and their
separate areas 6f control.

By this clause, the trust is empowered,
with the approval of the Governor, to
borrow moneys on such terms and condi-
tions as the Treasurer approves; and the
Treasurer is authorised to guarantee, on
such terms and conditions as he thinks
fit, the repayment of any money borrowed
by the trust under this particular clause.

The trust is also empowered to employ
in developing, controlling, and managing
the reserve, any sum provided for those
purposes by Parliament and any funds
arising from profits, fees, penalties, or
otherwise coming into the hands of the
trust in the course of developing, control-
ling, and managing the reserve.

There is an important Provision in this
clause which says the trust shall not sell
or. without the eonsent of the Governor,
lease, mortgage, charge, or otherwise deal
with any land forming part of the reserve,
but may, with such consent, from time to
time, lease for a term not exceeding 99
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years, mortgage, charge, or grant ease-
ments over or under any part Of the re-
serve.

There is power also for the trust to
accept any gift or bequest and apply the
Proceeds in such manner as the trust
thinks fit towards the improvement of the
medical centre or the extension of the
objects for which it is establshed. There
are powers also to employ officers as may
be deemed necessary.

There is provision for the submission to
the Minister of reports and financial state-
ments regarding the operations of the
trust, copies of which shall be forwarded
also to the Senate of the University. It
is required that the trust shall furnish to
the Minister for presentation to each
House of Parliament an annual report re-
garding its operations. A copy of this
shall also be forwarded to the Senate of
the University. There is also the neces-
sary safeguard with regard to the auditing
of financial statements by the Auditor-
General.

There is an important provision in the
Bill which sets out that each hospital
established on the reserve, declared to be
a teaching hospital, shall have a manag-
ing body. This body will be appointed
under the Hospitals Act. There is also
Provision in the Bill that not less than
one-fifth of its members shall be persons
nominated by the Senate of the University.
Furthermore, it is provided that such
teaching hospital shall have a committee,
known as the appointments committee,
which shall be charged with the duty of
nominating persons for appointment by
the managing body of the hospital to its
medical staff. It is here emphasised that
the managing body is the final arbiter in
this decision and that the appointments
committee nominates the persons for ap-
pointment.

The appointments committee will con-
sist of seven members, three of whom shall
be persons appointed by the managing
body of the teaching hospital and three
by the Senate of the University, one at
least of whom shall be a, member of the
Faculty of Medicine at the University of
W.A. The remaining member will be the
chairman of the managing body of the
hospital. It Is proposed that the period
of their appointment shall be for three
years.

There is also provision that the Parks
and Reserves Act, 1895, does not apply.
This is designed to indicate that the Bill,
in itself, provides for an Act of its own
particular significance and importance as
a Class "A" reserve to be controlled in
special circumstances within the powers
mentioned in this particular Bill.

There are the usual powers for the mak-
ing of by-laws, keeping of accounts, the
conduct of persons frequenting the reserve,
and with regard to trespass and the regula-
tion of traffic. These provisions explain in
general the proposals In this measure.

The Bill in itself is small in size, but, as
I said earlier, it is substantial in import-
ance. It opens up a concept of medicine
which, as far as I can gather, has not yet
been attempted elsewhere in the Common-
wealth. It is a long-term arrangement and
will need considerable sums to bring it to
fruition. I think everyone will hope that
the plan can be adhered to and that it will
not be delayed through the lack of neces-
sary loan funds.

The Bill follows a lengthy period of re-
search by many dedicated professional men
and others in the administrative field who
are really too numerous to mention. Its
Proposals are soundly based on advice re-
ceived from all parts of the world. Some
of this has been written advice; but, as I
indicated previously, the Government has
not been satisfied with this: it sent over-
seas an expert committee to do what I
have referred to.

The Bill will, it is believed, set the Pat-
tern for further medical centres as may be
necessary in the metropolitan area and the
country; and It may well be that the con-
cept of regional hospitals in our main
country towns 'will gradually evolve into
regional medical centres.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Brady.

PERTH MEDICAL CENTRE BILL
Message: ApproiIations

Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriations for the
purposes of the Bill.

FLUORIDATION OF PUBLIC WATER
SUPPLIES BELL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 11th October.

DR. HENN (Wemubley) [5.12 p.m.]:
About three years ago I spoke on a similar
Bill which was before the House and on
that occasion I said, amongst other things,
that I did not object from a medical point
of view to the fluoridation of Public water
supplies. As I have said, roughly three
years have passed since then, and I have
not changed my point of view. That is to
say, I do not believe anything but good
can come from the insertion of one part
per million of fluoride in the public drink-
ing water.

I may have spoken a bit too long on that
occasion, and I certainly will not speak as
long tonight. I did spend a lot of time
weighing up the pros and cons of the
various authorities, for and against
fluoridation, but I do not propose to go
over that ground again.

It is true, as the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition pointed out when he opened
his speech on Tuesday, the 8th October,
1963, that this is a very important subject;
and I quote from his remarks--

It should be borne in mind that on
this question there are no experts in
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this House, and I make no exceptions
in saying that.

I remember those words well; and I think
he was right. He went on to say-

Therefore, the only argument which
we can use is the one known as argu-
ment from authority.

That would seem to be the position with
all of us, but I do not think we can Ignore
altogether the authoritative views of medi-
cal science in this matter.

There is a large amount of literature
on the subject of the fluoridation of water
supplies, some of it produced by indivi-
duals, some by committees or boards, and
some by groups. Therefore it is essential
to select from this huge amount of litera-
ture that which appears to be seeking the
truth rather than that which would be
useful to anyone who might want to play
upon the emotions of the public.

Mr. Graham: You are reflecting on the
Minister now, are you?

Dr. HENNI: I listened to some of the
honourable members interjections last
night, and I do not think the one he just
made is a very good one and I do not
propose to answer it.

Mr. Graham: You cannot answer it.
Dr. HENIN: Oh, yes I could If I wanted

to. The honourable member should try
me out later on.

Mr. J. Hegney: Put it on the notice
paper!

Dr. HENN: The Deputy Leader of the
opposition made a long speech last night,
and I do not want to spend too much
time on it. However, one or two things
he said require answering, as most of his
speech it thought was somewhat irrational,
emotional, and definitely misleading. I do
not want to suggest that the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition was intention-
ally misleading the House or the public,
because I know him too well personally
to believe he would do that. However,
having sought a reason for his remark-
able and wild statements, I have come to
the conclusion that two possible reasons
exist. One of these is because he became
over-enthusiastic on the matter and went
off the rails to some extent: and the other
is possibly because he was not qualified to
interpret a great deal of the literature
which has been written on the subject.

Mr. Hall: Who is qualified?
Dr. HENN: I say this with great humil-

ity, because it must be appreciated that
doctors who are trained, and particularly
the specialists-I am referring to the
specialists who have made pronouncements
on the fluoridation of public water sup-
plies--have spent many years first of all
on their basic training, and then on their
specialist training, and subsequently on
their research work. Some of them are
still engaged on research and even they,
no doubt, find it difficult to draw con-

ciusions--and the correct conclusions-
from the great amount of literature avail-
able. Therefore I feel that the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition made these mis-
leading statements, because he was not
sufficiently trained in these matters to be
able to interpret the literature.

Mr. Graham: I presume you are now
going to debunk!

Dr. HENN: If the member for Balcatta
will remain calm, he will find out what I
am going to do.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That has already
been done!I

Dr. HENN: First of all I am going to
have a drink of water which is not fluori-
dated.

Mr. Graham: It might be your last
chance!

Dr. HENN: The first point in the speech
of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition on
which I wish to comment concerns
the case of chronic fluoride intoxica-
tion on which he spent Some time.
The gist of what he said was that
the man who was about 64 years
of age, had died of fluoride poisoning. I
have read through the rough Copy of the
speech of the Deputy Leader of the Op-
Position, and that is the gist of what he
said. However, I am going to suggest that
is not what the article stated at all, in
fact the article stated that the patient
was admitted to hospital for the last time
in May 1962-he had been admitted many
times Previously-and be died three days
later.

Mr. Hawke: You admit he died.
Dr. HENN: I admit he died, because the

report says so. I admit all that is stated
in the report. It is the interpretation
Placed on the contents of the report with
which I do not agree. This man for 32
years had symptoms of polydipsia, and
polyuria which, in plain language, I under-
stand to be frequent drinking, and fre-
quent passing of urine. As I -said, he had
those symptoms for 32 years. but to what
disease were they attributable? On page
1075 is the following-

The Principal disorder was thought
to be due to amyotrophic lateral
sclerosis.

That is a fairly rare disease of the spinal
cord. This information I am reading is
taken from the clinical notes, and I men-
tion that because I will refer to it again
later. The report continues-

In 1964, the patient was readmitted
because of acute epididymitis and
intermittent retention of urine of 1
month's duration. His bladder was
markedly distended, and the neuro-
logical signs of spastic quadraparesis
had increased since 1950.

So it is evident that this patient had been
getting worse over the years. However,
although the Deputy Leader of the Op-
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position said that this Patient died of
fluoride poisoning, I do not agree with him
at all, and I do not think anyone who knew
,what he was reading would come to that
conclusion.

I am going to read the autopsy findings
of this case in full so that they will appear
in Mansard for anyone Interested to read.
When I have finished quoting, I am going
to draw my conclusions. I do not want to
read only portions of these findings, be-
cause I want the complete findings printed.
On page 1075 is the following:-

AUTOPSY ]FINDINGS
The sternum, calvarium, and verte-

brae were extremnely dense. In the
skull there was no spongy bone be-
tween the tables; the cranial vault was
2.5 cm thick and was uniformly white
and dense throughout. The anterior
fossae showed massive protuberances
of bone. The clinold processes were
white, thick, and homogeneous. The
sells turoica was of average size. The
vertebral column was massive. The
spinal cord was symmetrical in its
upper cervical portion and disclosed
no gross abnormality.

Multiple sections of vertebral bone
showed marked thickening of trabecu-
lae with prominence of the lamellar
lines. The marrow spaces were mark-
edly narrowed. Osteoblastic reaction
was noted in several areas. There was
no significant evidence of active bone
resorption. The marrow appeared
normal. Sections of the upper cervical
cord showed increased numbers of
corpora amylaces.

The pituitary gland was grossly
normal in size and appearance. Sec-
tions of the anterior lobe showed
normal appearing and normal numbers
of aeidophflic, basophilic, and chromoc-
phobic cells when stained with hema-
toxylin-eosin and periodic acid-Schiff.
Sections of the posterior lobe stained
with hematoxylin eosin and the silver
impregnation technique showed normal
nerve cells, fibres, and neuroglia.

The parathyroids were normal in
size; sections showed normal numbers
of oxyphil and chief cells with no
evidence of hyperplasia.

The right lung showed patchy con-
solidation, confluent in some areas. A
culture of the exudate revealed
Staphylococcus aureus.

Mr. Nalder: No wonder he died!I
Dr. HENN: I will pause there for a

moment because I want to suggest that
from that report it is evident this patient
died of pneumonia. Everyone knows of
the golden staph.

Mr. Tonkin: Are your sure it was not
the measles?

Dr. HBNN: If the Deputy Leader of the
Oipposition will listen to me he will know
what I believe it was. I know this will be

unpleasant for him, but he will listen, I
hope.

Mr. Tonkin: Don't you worry, he is
listening!

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: He does not heed;
that is the trouble!

Dr. HENN: This man died of pneu-
monia.

Mr. Hawke: It took a long time.
Dr. HENN: Everyone knows how fatal

Pneumonia can he. The report continues--
The bladder was dilated and trabe-

culated. Bilateral dilation of the
ureters and calyces was present. Acute
inflammatory changes were noted in
the renal pelves. In sections, chronic
inflammation was noted in the renal
parenchyma, and hyaline casts were
seen in lidated tubules. Some
glomeruli were fibrosed.

A toxicologic study disclosed an
elevated bone fluoride content of 610
mg/l0O g of dried bone and a liver
fluoride content of 6.1 mg/l00 g of
dried liver (method of Frere (3)).

Mr. Graham: Which part of him was
fit?

Dr. HENN: That concludes the autopsy
report.

Mr. Graham: What a mess!
Dr, HENN: I conclude from that-
Mr. Graham: You should conclude!
Dr. HEN:; -that the man died from

pneumonia. I do not want to bore the
House by reading any more of the clinical
symptoms this patient had. He un-
doubtedly had kidney trouble for about 35
to 40 years.

Mr. Jamieson: What caused the
pneumonia?

Dr. HENN: That has nothing to do with
my argument.

Mr. Hawke: What argument?
Dr. HENN: As I said before, the in-

mediate cause of death was pneumonia. A
contributing factor was chronic renal
disease and, I might add, amyotrophic
lateral sclerosis of the spinal cord. The
only mention in this autopsy report of
that part which interests the Deputy
Leader is the reference to the amount of
fluoride content in the hone and in the
liver; and I say without hesitation that
that had nothing to do with the death of
this man.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
selected Parts of this report to place before
the House and the public, not with the
intention of misleading them, but that is
what happened. I will not sit down and
take that sort of thing.

Mr. Court: Hear, hear!
Dr. HENN: I know better than that. I

do not blame the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, because he is meddling in
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something he knows nothing about.
Furthermore, this gentleman who un-
fortunately died had been drinking for 43
years water with a fiuoridg content of from
2.4 parts per million to 3.5 parts per
million.

Mr. Graham: And that had nothing to
do with the death!

Dr. HENN: This Government proposes
to place 1 part per million in our water.
Therefore the statement of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition was quite mis-
leading.

I make one final comment on this case.
It is most unusual for a research worker
to publish the results of only one case
unless it is so rare that he cannot obtain
another. However, without giving offence
to the Americans, I wish to say that they
are inclined to do this. They are inclined
to burst into print as soon as they get a
case of any kind, whereas the British and
European research workers are inclin~ed to
wait until they have five, 10, or possibly
more cases on which to report. There-
fore even if this article had suited the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, it would
not mean ver much. However, there is
not one word in it which indicates that the
patient was injured by the fluoride intake:,
and certainly nothing to indicate that the
fluoride Intake had anything whatsoever
to do with his death.

Mr. Hawke: You do admit he died?
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Very funny!
Dr. HENN: The second point I wanted

to mention with regard to the honourable
member's speech last evening deals
with a reference he made to Martin-
dales Extra Pharmacopoeia of the
British Pharmaceutical Society. When he
was speaking, I was not quite sure what
he was driving at, but I was able to obtain
a copy of his speech this morning. I
would like to say that the copy of this
speech which I obtained was only what
we call "Uncorrected copy" and, therefore,
it could be wrong in small detail. This
is what the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion said-

Mr. Speaker, following this experi-
ence-following the death of this per-
son-the United Sates Public Health
Service found it necessary to warn
doctors that in future treatments
using the process of hemodialysis,
they were to be careful not to use
fluoridated water.

At that point, I think the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition was just finishing an-
other matter; but he goes on to say-

Yet, now we are told that water
fluoridated at one part per million
will not hurt anyone. Here is a case
of a woman whose death was due to
the fact that fluoridated water was
used in the process. I asked a ques-
tion a while back about Martindale's

Extra Pharmacopoeia in which it ap-
peared that, for treatment of..,.

At this point, a word must have been
missed by the Mansard reporter and I
should imagine it was the word "osteo-
porosis", which is of the bone. However,
I am not sure what word the honourable
member mentioned but he continued-

.. doses of fluoride up to a maximum
of 60 milligrams a day could be given.
I was subsequently informed by the
Minister that he had been in touch
with Martindale. A new Extra
Pharmacopoeia was to be issued and
it was proposed to lift the nmaxhimum
dose to 150 milligrams.

Mr. Speaker, the honourable member
went on to say, "If the Government does
that, it will be guilty of murder."

I tried to find out what he was driving
at because, as I have already explained,
this "Martindale" is merely a book com-
plied by the council of the Pharmaceutical
Society of Great Britain. It is used by
all chemists and pharmacists where Eng-
lish is spoken as a guide to maximum
dosage and minimum dosage and other
items of interest regarding pharmacology.
It is used extensively, and I1 would say
there would not be a. chemist who did
not have one in his shop.

Consequently, it is not likely that any-
thing the Minister for Health in the Gov-
ernment of Western Australia might do
or say to the publishers or the authors
of Martindale would influence them to
change their minds, or to change one word
of that book,

I refer to the word "murder"; X refer
to where the Government is supposed to
be guilty of murder. I think the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition at that moment
must have been looking up to a large
number of people in the gallery and, in
consequence, went off the rails and became
emotional, because I can assure him that
this Martindale is brought up to date from
time to time-in fact, very frequently-
and there is not likely to be a single mis-
take in it; and should it be printed with
a printer's error, this would be corrected
extremely smartly. I suppose his remarks
were intended to cause a bit of furore
to those who were listening last night to
the honourable member.

Another matter which intrigued me
when he spoke about it was the question
of allergy. This morning I intended to
try to make some check on this, but I
have not had time to do so between last
night when we adjourned and this even-
ing. However, obviously the Minister for
Health has been doing that and, with
your permission, Mr. Speaker, I would like
to read out just a small section in the
Paper. It is headed, "Minister Denies
Fluoride Story." I am referring to what
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said
last night and I will quote what he said
because he was arguing with the Minister
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a minute ago as to what he did say. He
said-

I learnit a few hours ago that at
the Princess Margaret Hospital here
in Perth three children are listed as
being allergic to fluoride. One of
these children has eczema.

Then the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
continued and tried to make a big story of
it. However. I did remember some of the
details of this allergic business three years
ago and I know one of the cases quite well.
I will not go into the details of that case
but, if I told the story, it would be a com-
plete argument against what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition said. However1 I
will quote what the Minister for Health
said in today's paper-or is reported to
have said-and this is as follows:-

Deputy Opposition Leader Tonkin
claimed in the House that he had in-
formation that recently a child suffer-
ing with eczema was given fluoride
tablets-and the complaint had flared
UP.

The child, he said, was one of three
children treated at the hospital for
similar allergies.

Said Mr MacKinnon: "No child has
ever been admitted to Princess Mar-
garet Hospital with allergies due to
fluoride.

"Additionally, no ease of suspected
fluoride-sensitivity has been substan-
tiated at the hospital."

He admitted, however, that three
children had been referred to the hos-
pital because of suspected sensitivity.

"Of the three children referred, one
was found on investigation not to be
sensitive. It was impossible to prove
to the mothers of the other two child-
ren that they were not allergic because
the mothers would not agree to the
investigations necessary." said Mr
MacKinnon.

I think that Is a complete denial of the
allegation-or the assertion-that the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition made in
his speech last night.

As I say, Sir, I have not had time to go
through this very long speech, or to deal
with many other points with which I would
like to deal; I shall leave it to some of my
colleagues who will, no doubt, have more
time because they will be speaking after
me.

I would like to pass on to something
which might be termed "less negative."
Three years ago I said I supported the
fluoridation of water supplies and my state-
ment was made three months before the
Bill was brought down in 1963. 1 had not
made UP my mind to support it until that
time. What made me come to my conclus-
ion was the Expert Committee's Report of
the World Health Organisation. That was
one thing which influenced me; and I

mentioned numerous others. Those were
statements made by the National Health
and Medical Research Council, the British
Medical Association, the Australian Medi-
cal Association, the American Dental As-
sociation, the Australian Dental Associa-
tion, and, last but not least, the Depart-
mnent of Public Health, Western Australia.

I know that last night the Deputy Leader
of the opposition tried to make out that
the Expert Committee of the World Health
Organisation was no good. He indicated
that somebody had been shanghaied Into it
for some extraordinary reason-I could not
make out what it was;, I could not make
out whether it was a rake-off or whether
the individual came to some Conclusions
and then rushed off to get a large amount
of money for them.

I have not had time to read the speech
fully, but he did insinuate that this com-
mittee was of no consequence. I am go-
ing to suggest it was of every consequence;
that it is one of a number of special, or
expert committees. I am. not suggesting
that, because this committee is of a medical
nature, it is better 'than any of the others.
However, the members of the committee
are selected for their special knowledge and
technology and they are selected from any
country in the world.

Although I do not know the gentlemen
who were on the committee, I am going to
suggest that they are reputable in the
spheres in which they work. I wilt not
give their names again, but they are there
to be seen. There are seven of them and
they set to work on this job they were
given. I would like to read this one small
paragraph written by the World Health
Organisation-

Expert advisory panels and commit-
tees are an essential part of the mach-
inery of WHO. Their purposes and
functions are to provide the Organisa-
tion with technical advice on particular
subjects. The Director-General has
authority to establish expert advisory
Panels and to select and appoint their
members, who undertake to contribute
by correspondence and without remun-
eration technical Information or re-
ports on developments within their
own specialties. They serve in their
personal capacity and not as repre-
sentatives of Governments, institu-
tions, organisations, or other bodies.
Expert committees are convened to
discuss particular subjects; their mem-
bers are selected by the Director-Gen-
eral from the advisory panels, the
choice being governed by the agenda
of each session. The selection of
members of both expert advisory pan-
els and committees is based primarily
upon their ability and technical ex-
perience, with due regard to adequate
geographical distribution.

I am not going to leave out a large portion
of this, lest the Deputy Leader of the Op-
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position accuses me of wanting not to read
it. To continue-

Reports of expert committees are of
basic importance to WHO. While not
necessarily expressing the views of the
organisation, they are taken into con-
sideration In developing polities and
programmes. The publication of re-
ports of expert comimittees Is author-
ised by the Executive Board.

I suggest the reason they make that
statement "not necessarily expressing the
views of the organisation" is in case there
are Political implications with regard
to any of the matters that the various
special committees look into. Obviously,
they do not want to become involved Poli-
tically. They are doing a job for the
benefit of the world and they reserve the
right to be dissociated from the state-
ments of these special committees, and
I consider that is a fair thing. To my
mind, that is the reason why those words
were used.

I do not propose to speak very much
longer, but I would like to refer to the
summary of this first report on water
fluoridation. I may say that it was pub-
lished in 1958. In listening to the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition last night, it
seemed very strange to me that if all this
danger is about, if all these deaths are
taking place, if the terrific allergies exist,
if mongolism and all those other things
mentioned have any connection with fluori-
dation, why has not this organisation
convened another committee? I would
like to know the answer to that if these
allegations are true. The reason this or-
ganisation has not convened another com-
mittee is because it is of the same opinion
now as when it published this report; I
am quite certain of that. I would like
just to reiterate one or two of the sum-
maries of this first report. It say--

Among the numerous preventive
methods, the fluoridation of drinking-
water supplies is the most promising.

The effectiveness, safety, and prac-
ticability of fluoridation as a caries-
Preventive measure has been estab-
lished.

Hundreds of controlled fluoridation
programmes are now in operation in
many countries. Some have been in
progress for the past 12 years-

I might mention this was in 1958. To
continue-

-so that conclusions are based on
experience. No other public health
procedure, during the initial stages of
its application, has had such a back-
ground in time or extent.

I now turn towards the end of the sum-
mary at item No. 13 which says--

Growth and development, somatic
and psychic, are normally in children
drinking water containing 1 p.p.m.
fluoride.

Over 3 million People in the United
States of America, over hal a million
in England,-

I might interpolate here that there are
also over half a million in Australia. Con-
tinting-

-and large population groups in
other countries have, during their
lifetime, consumed water containing
1 ppm. fluoride or more. Mortality
and morbidity rates for live leading
causes of death are comparable for
cities in the United States of America
with fluoride and non-fluoride public
water-supplies. No relation between
fluoride and arthritic changes in bone
has been found, nor have confirmed
eases of allergy to water containing 1
ppm, fluoride been described.

The addition of fluorides to public
water-supplies has proved to be simi-
lar to other routine mechanical pro-
cedures widely employed in water-
works Practice. Suitable equipment
has been developed, reliable analytical
procedures are available, and appro-
priate safeguards have been estab-
lished.

No other vehicles or techniques for
the prophylactic application of fluor-
ides can at present replace the fluor-
idation of drinkIng-water as a public
health measure. Where water fluor-
idation cannot be used, research into
other vehicles and improved methods
of local fluoride application should,
however, be encouraged.

I now want to mention two matters.
A small number of people in my electorate
within the last two or three months ap-
proached me and asked if I would consider
making representations to the proper
quarter to have fluoride tablets distributed
free by the Government. I told most of
them I had no objection to such a pro-
posal; It would be quite satisfactory. How-
ever, I want to say that, undoubtedly,
from all the literature I have been able
to read, it Is evident that although tablets
are a suitable method of ingesting fluor-
ide, the placing of fluoride in public water
supplies is the best or optimum method.

Therefore I cannot blame the Govern-
ment for introducing this Bill for the
fluoridation of public water supplies.
Indeed, I congratulate it, in the face of a
few people who are making a great deal
of noise over the Government going
ahead in its endeavour to do its best for
the community. Fluoride tablets are the
second best method and are quite satis-
factory, but they are not good enough. I
am proud to be a member of a Govern-
ment that is prepared to adopt the best
method. That is all I have to say to the
people in my electorate who seek to have
fluoride tablets distributed free of charge
by the Qovcrnment. To them I say that.
from a medical point of view, the fluorida-
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tion of puublic water supplies will give
them a better service.

My final comment is that it seems to
me the people can become quite hot under
the collar over this matter. In referring
to the Department of Public Health in this
State, I would point cut that as a, health
department it is of no mean order. I
would not be surprised if it were the best
within the Commonwealth of Australia.
There are some remarkable officers giving
service in it. I cannot accept the fact that
those officers, from the Commissioner of
Public Health, downwards, would agree to
the introduction of a measure such as this
if it were considered it would adversely
affect one baby in Western Australia. I am
quite certain they would not agree to tihe
measure if they were of that opinion.

I was wondering whether the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, in all the mass
of literature that is available on the
fluoridation of public water supplies, was
seeking the truth, or seeking just that part
of it which he could use to play on the
emotions of the public. I will leave the
House to decide that question.

MR. MAY (Collie) [5.50 p.m.]: As
members of this Parliament, we should
intimate to the public our attitude towards
the measure and give those people who are
for or against fluoridation of water sup-
plies an opportunity to decide the issue for
themselves. When introducing the Bill,
it was obvious the Minister was fully con-
vinced that the fluoridation of water sup-
plies was the correct step to take. Having
said that, I cannot give him any further
credit.

As a layman I do not intend to quote
what has been said or written for or
against this proposal. My attitude towards
fluoridation of public water supplies is
that if we are to adopt this scheme, the
people should be consulted as to whether
it is right or whether it is wrong. There
are mountains of propaganda both for and
against this proposal, and much of the
literature has been circulated among the
people and they have become confused on
the subject. I am not greatly concerned
with what the member for Wembley has
said. I maintain that if the people were
given an opportunity to decide this issue
by referendum, and the majority voted for
it. everything would be in order, but to
foist such a proposal onto the people would
be entirely wrong, because there arc many
who are scared stiff as a result of the
Propaganda that has been issued on this
subject, including people in my own dis-
trict.

1 do not know much about the subject.
but I do know that to force people to accept
fluoridation of water supplies without
giving them an opportunity to decide
whether they want it is wrong in principle.
I have decided that I will not be persuaded
either way by any propaganda on the
matter that has been forwarded to me.

There is no doubt that the subject has
become of real interest among the people
or the State. No matter where one goes,
fluoridation of water supplies is talked
about by various groups. Some want it
and others do not want it, so who are we,
as members of Parliament, to say, "You are
going to have fluoridation of water sup-
plies without having an opportunity of
saying Yea or Nay"?

In that part of the State which I re-
cently visited there are people who are
really scared stiff over this matter. The
propaganda that has been issued against
the proposal contains some startling
statements.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Surely you do not
believe them?

Mr. MAY: I did not interrupt the Min-
ister while he was speaking, and I gave
him credit for believing what he told us
when he introduced the Bill, but that is
as far as I can go in extending any credit
to him. The people to whom I have
spoken are really frightened over the
propaganda which has been freely cir-
culated. Members of the medical frater-
nity should have far more knowledge of
fluoridation than a layman and that is
why I will not speak in technical terms
when discussing this matter. I merely
wish to indicate to people my attitude to-
wards it.

I would suggest that the adherents of
the Party which forms the Government in
this Parliament have on many occasions,
unsuccessfully endeavoured to tie the
Labor Party to the Communist Party, but
they have failed miserably. The nearest
approach to communism that one could
get would be to regiment completely the
people in regard to this subject. To those
who are in favour of fluoridation and who
are trying to bring it to fruition, I sug-
gest they should give the matter a great
deal more thought. In my reckoning it
will mean that If we are to be regimented
on this proposal we will be regimented on
many others.

Because the Government has a clear
majority at present, it is completely ignor-
ing the Opposition in this Parliament. The
Government just pushes ahead with its
proposals, completely disregarding the
opinions expressed by members of the
Opposition, and that is entirely wrong. I
am strongly against any regimentation in
respect of the fluoridation of water sup-
plies, and I know there are many other
people in the State who hold the same
opinion. Therefore the people of West-
ern Australia should be given an oppor-
tunity to decide whether they want fluori-
dation. I repeat that this move is the
nearest step that one can take towards
the regimentation which is practised in
communist countries, and I hope the Gov-
erment will not continue with its plans.

I have no right to make a decision on
an Issue which Includes a Proposal to
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interfere with the purity of water supplies
in this State until the people who have
to drink the water are consulted. I am
not learned enough in technical matters
to decide whether fluoridation is right or
wrong, but I repeat there are many people
in Western Australia who are scared of
the proposition contained in the Bill. I
therefore hope common sense will pre-
vail and the Government will give the
people an opportunity to say whether
they want fluoridation. Uf the people
decide they are in favour of the proposal,
what happens subsequently to their health
is their responsibility; but at least they
should be given an opportunity to decide
the issue for themselves.

People have existed for hundreds of
years without their water suppies being
fluoridated, so why should we be pushed
into accepting this proposal without hav-
ing an opportunity to say Yea or Nay?
If a referendum were taken, those people
who desire fluoridation of water supplies
would have an opportunity to make their
decision without legislation, but if the
Government thinks the people of this
State are incapable of using fluoride in the
manner it should be used, I do not think
they shoulid be forced into accepting it
in their water supply.

I sum up the matter in this way: If the
people of the State decide they want
fluoridation and the scheme is put into
effect, no objection can be taken to it;
but, whatever steps are taken to imple-
ment fluoridation of public water supplies,
the people should be consulted, and there-
fore I do not intend to support this Bill.

MR. BURT (Murchison) [6 pi.):J. I
rise to support this Bill, as I supported
a similar measure three years ago. I
repeat that I do so, not because I possess
any technical or scientific knowledge,
apart from what I read recently and heard
during this debate, but because I feel I
am well enough informed and sufficiently
experienced to speak on the practical
effects of fluoridation in a particular area
of Western Australia. I refer to the
Murchison district, particularly the town
of Cue where I lived for seone 25 years.

It is generally known to all that Cue
possesses natural fluoride in its water
supply, in what is generally regarded as
being the most suitable and satisfactory
proportion to add to water in order to
provide the correct quantity of fluoride to
be most beneficial to teeth. Fluoride
prevents tooth decay, and because it does
not cause injury, illness, or early death
to a community that consumes fluoridated
water, it plays a very important part in
the dental health of the people.

In the early part of this century somne
10,000 people in the towns of Cue and
Day Dawn drank the water naturally
fluoridated in the proportion which is con-
sidered to be beneficial to teeth. Not only
did those People drink this water, but they

drank it in large quantities, because the
temperature in that area reaches over the
century for many days during sumnmer. If
the claim that the intake of fluoridated
water is detrimental to one's health, then
there would have been large concentra-
tions of fluoride found in the systems of
people living in the area.

Last evening the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition referred to the survey that had
been conducted by the Department of
Public Health on children living in Cue,
and on those living in Meekatharra, which
is some 73 miles to the north-east. The
water supply of Cue contains from 1.2
to 1.5 parts per million of fluoride, whereas
that of Meekatharra contains something
like .25 Parts per million. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition told us that
dental decay was worse among the child-
ren of Cue than among those of Meeka-
tharra. I am prepared to believe what
he said, although I have not had time to
examine the report which he stated had
been made in 1951.

I have here a report by Dr. Kailis of
the Perth Dental Hospital setting out the
results of a survey which was conducted
amongst the children of the Cue and
Meekatherra districts in 1961. This report
showed such a marked benefit among the
Cue children, as compared with the
Meekatharra children, that it is very dif-
ficult to understand how such a vast trans-
formation could have taken place In a
period of 10 years-between 1951 and
1961.

In the survey it was shown that the
proportion of school children who were
not affected by dental caries was as fol-
lows-

Cue-2 out of 16 were not affected.
Meekatharra-All were affected.

The figures for decayed tooth surfaces
showed-

Cue-IS Per cent.
Meekatharra-47 per cent.

The number of children who were tested
were as follows:-

Prenchool Schlool Total
Cue..........2 16 38
Meekatliarra.......12 40 52

The survey showed that the caries life
experience-that is, teeth which have been
affected by decay from birth-were-

Cue-Among the preschool children,
4.14 per 100 teeth were decayed.

Meekatharra-Anong the preschool
children, 12.5 per 100 teeth were
decayed.

overall, the decayed teeth among the
children of Cue totalled 94 out of 784, or
12 per cent.; whereas among the children
of Meekatbarra they totalled 382 decayed
teeth out of 1,181, or 32 per cent. The
survey showed that 17 out of the 22 pre-
school children in Cue were completely
free of caries, while only six out of the 12
in Meekatharra were completely free. So
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from the figures I have given the teeth
of the children at Cue are far less affected
than the teeth of the children at Meeka-
tharra.

I should also mention my personal ex-
perience. The less said about my wife's
and my own teeth the better, but our three
sons who were reared in the Cue district
have very healthy and strong teeth. I
attribute that-athough I did not reailise
at the time-to the fact that they have
drunk naturally fluoridated water since
they were babies, and no doubt their
mother also drank this water before they
were born.

The school mobile dental clinic which
visits the Murchison district twice a year
finds that once the agricultural areas-the
Wongan Hills and Mullewa districts-are
left behind and the Murchison district is
reached, the teeth of the children show
a marked Improvement; they are much
stronger and are less decayed. That trend
exists throughout the towns of the Murchi-
son, the water supplies of which, in one
way or another, contain some percentage
of fluoride. It reaches a substantial degree
in Cue, while in Wiluna it is higher.

At Granite Peak Station I understand
the naturally fluoridated water reaches
six to seven parts per million, and although
the children there have very mottled teeth,
their teeth are excellent. As far as we
know there are no rnl-effects on the people
who have resided there for many years.
That illustrates the beneficial effect of
drinking naturally fluoridated water in
the area I have mentioned.

It is only fair to look at the other side
of the picture to ascertain whether this
naturally fluoridated water has had any
ill-effects on the health of the community.
I must again repeat what I said during the
second reading debate on a similar Bill
in 1963; that is, I spent some time looking
through the death register of the town of
Cue which has been kept since 1890. 1
found that the average age of the people
who had died in Cue-apart from those
who met their deaths through accidents, or
causes which were not due to the effects of
fluoride-was 74.4 years. In my view that
is pretty conclusive evidence of the good
health of a community which has drunk
fluoridated water for 70 or 80 years, be-
cause the average age of the local in-
habitants was 74.4 years at time of death.

In the 1963 debate I mentioned the
names of a few gentlemen of my acquaint-
ance who had died in the 1960s. One was
Mr. Patrick Morrissey, who died at the
age of 93 after having lived nearly all his
life at Nallan Station, which is the source
of the Cue water supply. I also mentioned
numerous other aged pensioners who had
lived into their 90s before they finally
passed away. There are still a few of these
gentlemen in the town of Cue, and they
are increasing in years. No doubt they will
reach the 90 mark also.

Mr. May: That does not only apply
to People who drink naturally fluoridated
water. It is applicable to hundreds of
others. I know many people who have lived
up to 70 and 80 years.

Mr. BURT: I agree wholly, but if we are
to believe what was said by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition about the dan-
gerous effects of drinking fluoridated water.
then anyone living in Cue is lucky to reach
30 or 40 years of age. What I have said is
conclusive proof that the effects of drink-
ing fluoridated water are not as bad as
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition would
have us believe.

Mr. Hawke: Would the figures you have
given for Cue regarding deaths include
the local people who had gone to the
Royal Perth Hospital or some other hos-
pital in the mietropolitan area and died
there?

Mr. BURT: They were people who had
been burled in the Cue cemetery.

Mr. Hawke:- I thought that was so.
Mr. BURT: The figures do not include

those who died from accidents or similar
causes. The relatives of many of the old
inhabitants of these country towns do not
like to see them buried in the metropolitan
area, and in many cases the bodies are re-
turned for burial in the district.

On Monday last I attended a Rotary
meeting at Kalgoorlie as a guest speaker,
and there I met a young student who is on
exchange fromn Pennsylvania. He asked me
if during his next visit to Perth I could
show him over Parliament House to enable
him to listen to a debate. This student
resides at Merredin, where he is undertak-
ing a course at the local high school. He
told me he was very interested in the
politics of the countries he visited, and
asked how was the fluoridation legislation
faring. I told him the debate would take
place this week, and I asked him for his
views on the subject. He said he was a
resident of Pennsylvania, where the people
have been drinking fluoridated water for
as long as he can remember. He said this
did not have any ill-effects on them. I
told him that the fluoridated water had
not harmed his teeth.

Mr. Hawke: What about the other parts
of his body?

Mr. BURT: I did not discuss that matter
with this young Person. Despite what the
member for Collie said a little while ago,
it is the duty of a responsible Government
to endeavour to improve the shocking state
of dental health of the children of Western
Australia, If it means the placing of cer-
tain compounds in the water supplies, it is
a move in the right direction, whether or
not some people like it. The people who for
some reason or other set out to oppose the
compulsory medication of drinking water
do not consider what good this might do
for millions of others, They seem to get
a little off beam In endeavouring to oppose
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what they regard as the conscription of
habits of the people.
Sitting suspended from 6.15, to 7.30 p.m.

Mir. BURT: I1 was about to conclude my
speech, Mr. Speaker, when you called me
to order for the tea Mi-speasion. I would
like to finish by saying I feel that the re-
sponsibility of the Government and of the
nation towards the young children, whose
future health Is so very Important, is
greater than the fear which I consider to
be most Illusory In the minds of the people
who are objecting to fluoridation.

I wish to read an extract from the pre-
sidential address to the Health Congress
at Harrogate in 1959 by Lord Cohen of
Birkenhead. M.D.. D.Sc., LL.D., P.H..CF
It was published in the Royal Society of1
Health Journal 1959, vol. 79, pages 221
and 222. It reads as follows:-

An interesting aspect of the effect
of mass suggestion in projects of this
nature is shown by the experience of
Charlotte, North Carolina, where it
was announced that fluoridation would
begin on 1st April, 1949. Next day
a flood of complaints poured in of un-
pleasant taste, of stains on clothing
and crockery, of ruined photographic
films, of the death of flowers and gold-
fish. But it was later revealed that
the fluoridation had been postponed;
and rather sheepishly the complaints
ceased. On 25th April, fluoridation
was started, unannounced; there were
no complaints!

I feel that experience has a very great
bearing on the arguments of those who
oppose fluoridation. As I have revealed
earlier, the fact that practical experience
has shown there is a benefit from fluorida-
tion-as against the lack of any injurious
effect caused by it--has made me realise
it is most essential that fluoridation be
brought to the community in Western Aus-
tralia.

MR. KELLY (Merredin-Yllgarn) [7.34
p.m.]: The member for Murchison, who
has just resumed his seat, referred to Cue
and its fluoridated water. That fluoride
is a natural fluoride and must not be con-
fused with the artificial or manufactured
type of fluoride we are faced with having
to use to fluoridate the water.

I suggest to the honourable member that
in the country he speaks of, particularly
for some distance around that area, there
is a tremendous amount of limestone and
undoubtedly, as it is In such quantity, that
water would be filtered. That must have
some bearing on the quality of that water.
It has always been found that where there
is limestone in an area where water is
drawn for stock, the water has a bene-
ficial effect on the stock. That applies
particularly to horses and their bone struc-
ture. That is a recognised feature with
horses bred in country containing an
amount of limestone,

So. without wishing to detract from the
previous speaker's thoughts--because there
could have been quite a lot of fluoride,
but perhaps not as powerful as the manu-
factured fluoride-I do think the lime-
stone would have had same bearing on
the great satisfaction that has been re-
corded in regard to dental health in that
area. I do not know if the natural fluo-
ride is as powerful as the manufactured
fluoride; I do not know the technicalities
of the subject.

Mr. Burt: Would you say it was only
accidental that the children's teeth at
Cue were in bettor condition than the
teeth of the children at Meekatharra?

Mr. KELLY: I think the honourable
member will agree that the limestone is
much deeper in the Meekatharra area
than it is in the Cue area. The limestone
is almost the subsoil In many parts around
Cue whereas, in the Meekatharra area,
it would be 12 or 14 feet wider the surface.

Mr. Burt: I have never seen limestone
in the Cue area.

Mr. KELLY: I have seen it in both the
Cue area and the Meekatharra area. in
fact, I have had one deposit examined and
so I know it exists. If the honourable
member cares to delve deeper in that area
he will find it.

The Minister set the ball rolling by
quoting the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion as having made certain statements
in connection with the allergy patients
at the Princess Margaret Hospital. The
Minister's statement was followed by com-
ments from our learned friend from
Wembley, who also endeavoured to read
another meaning Into what the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition had to say. How-
ever, it was very noticeable that when he
got to the repetition of one Part of the
speech made by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition, he refrained from going
any further. As a matter of fact, he very
smartly went on to the next portion of
his discourse. So, for the benefit of the
House, I would like to mention this matter
because it has a great deal of bearing
and, Probably from the angle of the mem-
ber for Wembley, had sometning to do with
his rather smearing comments. This is
what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
had to say-

I learnt a few hours ago that at
the Princess Margaret Hospital here
in Perth three children are listed as
being allergic to fluoride. One of
these children has eczema. The den-
tist attending the child-and he told
me this himself-advised the parents
to give her fluoride tablets. The ex-
perience is that every time this child
takes fluoride, the eczema flares up
and the child is in a very bad condi-
tion. When the fluoride is stopped,
the condition subsides. This occurs
every time. Information has come to
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me that three such children are listed
at the 'Princess Margaret Hospital.

Here is the point: The parents of
those children can discontinue the
fluoride and stop this aggravation be-
cause the children 'are allergic to it;
but if we put fluoride in 'the water
supply, these youngsters cannot avoid
it.

I draw attention to the fact that the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition did not
say the children were at the hospital. He
said they were listed as being allergic to
fluoride. I trust that the clarity of that
statement made by the member for Mel-
yulle-the Deputy Leader of' the Opposi-
tion-will leave no doubt in the mind of
members in this Chamber. What he had
to say can be substantiated, and is, indeed,
a fact.

Mr. Norton: The TV programme com-
mented on it too.

Mr. KELLY: I suppose it is under-
standable to endeavour to misrepresent at
quotation.

Mr. Norton: Mutilated, is the word.
Mr. Dunn: Was not the Minister asked

a direct question?
Mr. KELLY: A direct statement was

made.
Mr. Dunn: I thought he was asked a

question.

Mr. KELLY: It is not a question that
I am speaking of.

The SPEAKER:* Order! Will the
honourable member address the Chair.

Mr. KELLY: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I
thought that was rather unruly. I could
not agree with the member for Wembley,
naturally, when he spoke in such terms
and was criticising so cringingly the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and be-
ing so erroneously misleading. I feel cer-
tain that if the honourable member gave
further consideration to his remarks he
would not make them on a second occa-
sion, because they were not applicable in
this particular instance.

I thought the Deputy Leader of the
opposition was not only most convincing,
but was very revealing. I also think he
had a very well-prepared and fully-
authenticated case. We have agreed, at
various times in this Chamber, that we
each have our own opinions. We are here
to express those opinions and say what we
think if we think it worthy of saying. On
this occasion I have noticed-and it might
be because of the excess in numbers on
the other side of the House, I would not
know-that there seems to be an attitude
of ridicule of everything that is put up
by way of a case against the fluoridation
of water supplies in Western Australia.
That is introducing, to my way of think-
ing, a new outlook and a new attitude in
this Chamber.

I think the Opposition has always been
accorded the right to speak its mind and
say what it thinks. However, there
seemed to be some nervousness on the part
of the previous speaker about what he
might disclose. I think that is an entirely
wrong approach to this very important
question.

I say again, that the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition quoted from a very wide
array of facts. He quoted world authori-
ties. He certainly put his own feelings
forward from time to time, but the major-
ity of his speech was made up of quota-
tions from authorities which would bear
any 'investigation that any member of
this Chamber would care to make. That
aslo applies to any member of the Medical
Board. We want to be perfectly frank
and do not want to hoodwink people about
what is right or wrong in this matter.

Surely to goodness we can be open-
minded enough to approach this from a
purely humanitarian point of view and
not from the viewpoint that the Govern-
ment has the numbers to bash the legis-
lation through while it is in power. I
think that is a very poor outlook.

In the main speech from this side of
the flouse, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition also introduced some very
startling facts, and he substantiated them
by quoting not only from publications, but
from letters; and he also gave the names
at the bottom of the letters. In the par-
ticular instance I have in mind, the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition even in-
dicated that there was a case of bribery
when fluoridation was getting off to a
start in America,

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
also submitted irrefutable data so far
as his case was concerned, because he
dealt very carefully and conclusively with
various factors. Those cases warranted
being brought to the surface, as naturally
they would where there was a fear against
a Particularly important issue oif this kind.

With regard to the starting point for
discussions in connection with this matter,
I would say that the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has a lead from here to
the Causeway so far because of the ease
he has submitted to the Chamber and the
facts he gave during his discourse.

Mr. Rushton: Is that on a time basis?
Mr. KELLY: No. I think he is quite

capable of defending his record, on a time
basis, against any other member in this
Chamber, including the Minister for In-
dustrial Development. I do not think even
that Minister could eclipse the efforts of
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition in
that direction.

On the other hand the Minister quoted
from authoritative and reputable sources
during the course of his speech, but I
thought he displayed a total disregard for
the opinions of many other authorities who
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could have cast a great deal of doubt on
the benefits of fluoride which were men-
tioned by the minister. I think the
Minister was singular in refusing to accept
anything, irrespective of from where it
came, if it did not support the case he
was putting forward,

The fluoridation of public water supplies
is mass medication; there is no doubt in
my mind about that. We are going to be
given something, whether we like it or not;
and we do not even know what the opinion
of the general puqblic of Western Australia
is in regard to this matter. This opinion
has never been put to the test, notwith-
standing the fact that apparently the
Premier, some time ago, was quite happy
about a referendum on the subject being
held. On this occasion no mention has
been made of a referendum, so that every-
body will have to bow to the inevitable
weight of numbers, because the legislation
will be bulldozed through this Chamber.
However, this action could very easily react
at somne future time.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: There is very
real support from some members of the
Labor Party for this.

Mr. KELLY: There is not a great deal
of real support from the Labor Party.
There are odd members, just the same as
there are odd members on the other side
of the House who are against fluoridation.
We know something about it and I could
name one or two if I wished to do so. but
that would not be playing the game. There
are members on both sides of the House-

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: There is very
real support from some members of the
Labor Party for this.

Mr. KELLY: -who have a great dislike
for the idea of fluoridation. Now let us
mention the Country Party members. This
party has only recently been won over to
the idea of fluoridation, and its acceptance
was passed by a very small majority. In
the conference rooms of the Country Party,
not long ago, there was a very divided feel-
ing as to whether, as a party, its members
should support this measure when it was
introduced. So there has been duress all
along the line and I think that is a com-
pletely wrong approach to have to a very
important subject.

I have no intention of embarking on a
discourse regarding the scientific pros and
cons of fluoridation, but I read an interest-
ing passage in a speech made recently,
which I thought would be worth repeating.
I have the official report, fifth series, of the
Parliamentary Debates, Lords, for 1965-66,
vol. 272, the 25th January to the 17th
February. 11 shall not weary the House by
making a number of quotations on matters
leading up to this point, but the speech
from which I intend to quote was made
when the Bill for the fluoridation of water
supplies-it had almost the same title as
our Bill-was before the British Parlia-

ment. .Among other remarks against
fluoridation Earl Waldegrave had this to
say-

MY wife is at this moment In cor-
respondence with the Minister for
Health about this matter. He is being
most helpful, courteous and thorough
in his inquiries and in the corres-
pondence which is ensuing, and there-
fore I hesitate to bring up the matter
at all.

Note that word "courteous," Mr. Minister.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I believe courtesy

should be answered with courtesy.
Mr. KELLY: To continue-

But I happen to have had a grand-
child who was born in Kenya, where
there is an excessive amount of fluoride
in many of the boreholes. My grand-
child's deciduous teeth were practically
non-existent, and all had to be re-
moved. The next batch of teeth are
now erupting, there is considerable
difficulty and it is turning into a long
medical case.

The dentists in Nairobi had no doubt
that this was due to there being too
much fluoride in the water. They said,
"We get this a good deal in borehole
water. It affects Europeans rather
more, as they are not used to it. We
are aways running across it. Bad
Luck!" It is a little worrying when
the Minister's reply, so far, is in these
terms:

"I am advised that it is doubtful
whether the dentist in Nairobi was
fully justified in his conclusion
that the dental condition was due
to fluoride."

Perhaps I have not quoted an authority
on this subject, but the person who made
the speech holds a very high place in the
House of Lords and he was expressing his
opinion on the matter of fluoridation of
water supplies in Britain. In my view this
is a subject which requires a study of
scientific thought as well as practical ex-
perience throughout the world in regard
to fluoridation.

If I have not already indicated where
my thoughts lie on this subject, let mue say
that before long I will leave no doubt in
anybody's mind where I stand on the issue,
and I make no apologies for my outlook.
I should firstly advise the House that I
have a distinct dislike for regimentation,
and this measure could not be introduced
under any other guise-it is regimenta-
tion of the whole State, and for my part I
refuse to accept the necessity for this
unjustified experimentation.

I say that, because the reputed effects or
benefits of fluoride are still not fully
known; the fluoridation of water supplies
is still in the experimental stage, no matter
where we go throughout the world. Every-
where people can still argue about the pros
and cons of fluoride, and we as a State
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would be foolish to rush into something
with our beads down, hoping for the best.
But that will be the position in this State
If we pass this Bill.

Mr. Nalder: What about the situation in
Tasmania?

Mr. KELLY: That Is one little Instance-
one isolated instance-and we on this side
could mention just as many other places--
important places--where fluoride is not
now being used, because it has been found
that its use is detrimental to the com-
munity concerned. Therefore the Tas-
manian experience has no great bearing
on the case, because just as many other
places, where fluoridation has been aban-
doned, could be quoted.

The Minister has asked the House to
agree to the compulsory fluoridation of
water completely on trust. That is how it
strikes me. He has not indicated a single
safeguard that will be taken to make
certain that it is the right thing to do. It
is all very well to quote a few authorities
throughout the world, one way or the
other, and to say that this Is the right way
to approach the problem of dental decay.
But are we passing the buck by doing this?
H-ave we fallen down from the point of view
of dental care, not only in Western Austra-
lia but also throughout the Commonwealth,
generally? Has it not been apparent over
the last 20 years that we are getting further
and further behind in regard to dental
care?

We have not had sufficient dentists,
either in this State or in the Common-
wealth, generally, to cope with the problem;
and I venture to say that this position
might have been avoided had we in opera-
tion a scheme similar to the national
health scheme. Now the Minister is look-
ing for an alternative to getting down and
grappling with the problem.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Preventive medi-
cine insteead of curative.

Mr. KELLY: Let us get away from the
aspect of medicine. If we had some form
of diet to prevent dental decay, and so
helped the teeth of the children of this
State, we would do much better than
fluoridating the water Supplies.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You are not
seriously suggesting that this Is not a
public health measure?

Mr. KELLY: I am serious in saying that
if this is a Government measure, then it
should have been a Government responsi-
bility to do something about the state of
children's teeth Prior to this: because the
care of the teeth is of paramount import-
ance, and the subject should have been
tackled years ago, not only by this Gov-
ernment but also by previous Govern-
ments. This problem has not crept on us
overnight; it is something that has been
with us for years, and if we Paid more
attention to the type of food we eat and
what we allow to enter our stomachs, and

our children's stomachs, almost from the
time they are in the cradle until they
leave their mothers and fathers, we would
be rendering a far greater service than
we will be rendering by the fluoridation of
water supplies.

Mr. Hawke: Hear, hear! The Minister
for Agriculture believes that, too, I think

Mr. KELLY: I think there is ample
evidence that many countries are having
serious problems with the state of the
teeth of their people; and, of course, this
problem applies not only to the under 12s
but also to people of all ages.

Instances have occurred where, be-
cause of an error in certain treatments,
there have been fatal results. I know the
member for Wembley, the Minister, and
probably those who have paid particular
attention to the cases they have been sub-
mitting in this regard, would have oppo-
site views on the matter. That is under-
standable, but the fact remains that these
errors have been occurring over a con-
siderable period, whether fluoride has been
in the water or not. There has been a
series of mishaps throughout the world,
and anybody who reads the medical
journals can substantiate that.

The point is that there is no cut and
dried case on this particular subject of
fluoride, one way or the other, and I
think the people of the State should be
given the opportunity of making up their
minds whether they are prepared to ac-
cept th6 idea or not.

Mention was made earlier this even-
ing, mainly by the rereading of the re-
marks passed by the Depiuty Leader of
the Opposition, of people who are al-
lergic to fluoride. We are told, and I
have it on very excellent authority, that
there is a great danger in the case of
people who suffer from allergies, and who
are allergic to many different things,
They may not be allergic only to fluoride,
they may be allergic to dandelions, or to
hair, or to 101 other things. There is no
doubt that anyone who is allergic to fluor-
ide will suffer considerable trouble from
a health point of view.

I read a very reputable book by C. L.
Waldbott called The Struggle With Titans.
He is a scientist of considerable repuite,
and he states that people with goitre will
undoubtedly get into difficulty. He said
that if fluoride could be properly regu-
lated, and any element of doubt could be
eliminated, it could make a contribution:
but he adds that in the ease of people
whose health is already bad, and who are
affected by fluoride, it will put the
tin hat on an already serious condition,
and will affect the people concerned very
seriously.

I think it is wrong that we should sub-
mit people to this aspect. Let us con-
sider the older people in the country who
just cannot absorb such an amount of
fluoride into their systems; and it will
undoubtedly build up as time goes on.
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Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You are com-
pletely wrong.

Mr. KELLY: That is the Minister's
opinion.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is being done
now by millions of people.

Mr. KELLY: It is also being discon-
tinued by millions of people. Does not
the Minister think there is considerable
weight of evidence in that regard? Of
course there is. There are a number of
people who, to use the Minister's words,
have enjoyed fluoride for a few years and
who have then realised the serious reper-
cussions it could have. Because of this,
it has been discontinued in a number of
countries.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: They are only
false fears.

Mr. KELLY: False fears? My grand-
mother!

Dr. Henn: False teeth, not false fears.
Mr. KELLY: That would be nearer the

mark. One of the aspects with which I
am concerned is that there is no guarantee
that we can regulate the percentage dis-
tribution of fluoride through the water
supplies of the State. Not only does that
doubt concern me, but it is one which is
of some concern from a world-wide Point
of view, particularly because of the Pos-
sibility of a concentrated build-up of
fluoride somewhere along the line, 'is
of course is a perfectly reasonable suppos-
ition.

If. for example, we try to put super
through a water line we find there is a
deposit at various places; we find there is
a deposit at every coupling, even though
water by the thousand gallons is passing
through that point. If one tries to put
super through a pipe in which there is an
obstruction or some obstacle there is no
chance of getting a complete distribution
and coverage.

There is no reason to suppose we will
get any better distribution with fluoride
under the same conditions. It could be
maintained that it would be most difficult
to obtain a distribution beyond a certain
footage in a pipe; and no guarantee could
be given as to the exact content of fluoride
or any other matter that would pass
through at a Particular Point. Tests have
shown that the amount of fluoride con-
tained in water in the early stages of dis-
tribution is much greater than it is at the
end of the line, when it has more or less
come to the point of exhaustion.

It has been said that one milligram,
or one-thousandth of a part added will
not do any harm. It may not, and I am
not scientific enough to know whether it
will. The point is that along with the other
things carrying fluoride it is possible that
one milligram could be in excess of the dose
that is found to be safe for the majority
of people.

When the Minister replies I want to
know what remedial action he proposes to
take-once the Bill is bulldozed through
the Chamber-if we are subjected to what
is happening in other parts of the world
concerning the distribution of fluoride in
the early stages. We have not been given
any idea at all as to what he proposes to
do. Let us suppose that within two years
we discover that we are on the wrong
track, will the Minister persist with his
pig-headed idea and continue to fluorid-
ate the water supply; or will he get down
to some -sane, level-headed thinking in the
matter?

I ask this because the health of a nm-
her of people will be very much at stake.
Another question I wish to ask is: Can we
have any confidence from a distribution
point of view when this mixture is passed
through old water-pipe systems in the
metropolitan area and the suburbs? There
are many places with old pipe Installations.
I could take the Minister to a dozen, with-
out thinking twice, and show him where
water is coming through brown and dirty.
The water comes through spasmodically
because a number of these installations
are old. If the Minister cares to wait long
enough for us to pull the pipes up he will
see that instead of the pipes carrying the
full 4-inch bore the water would be emerg-
ing in a mere trickle. What will be the
effect of fluoride on pipes of that kind?
The families who have old pipe lines in-
stalled will undoubtedly get into trouble.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: No, they will not.
Mr. KELLY: What ground has the Min-

ister for saying that?
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: They are doing

it in Chicago.
Mr. Hawke: Al Capone's country.
Mr. KELLY: Did you hear what the

Minister had to say, Mr. Speaker?
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Fifty million or

60.000,000 people are having this fluorida-
ted water pass through various types of
Pipes. New York has just recently come
in as a fluoridated city.

Mr. KELLY: Quite apart from the nor-
mal corrosion that occurs in the pipe we
will have to contend with the added fact
that fluoride is a corrosive agent; and it
does not need much imagination to realise
what will happen when It comes into con-
tact with the pipes that are commonly
used in this State. The Minister may have
an answer to this problem, but if he has
not it will show he has not given the study
he should have to this Hill.

It is all very well to run clean water
through a pipeline, but it is a vastly differ-
ent matter when we put through water
containing a corrosive agent. The Minister
may suggest the use of copper pipes, and
this may be a good idea. Incidentally, I
notice there have been many robberies of
copper pipes. If any of the dire things we
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are told will happen, do happen, we will
be in a very serious position.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is only the
feeling of the "antis."

Mr. KELLY: Those who are for it dis-
regard everybody else's point of view but
their own; they are just as firm in their
convictions that they are doing the right
thing.

Mr. Graham: With Government re-
sources behind them.

Mr, KELLY: If the Minister did the
right thing he would either withdraw the
Bill, or give it to the people of Western
Australia to kick it around and decide the
Issue. Is the Minister afraid of a refer-
endum? Is he satisfied that he may not
get a majority vote, and that it will make
him look smaller than he is now?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You know that
Parliament is the appropriate place to de-
cide the issue. The Labor Party believes
it. A report was made to the Labor
Party.

Mr. KELLY: It does not believe it as
a party.

Mr. Hawke: And what happened to it?
The Minister does not know.

Mr. KELLY: That is not surprising, be-
cause he is not well-informed.

Mr. Hawke: He is talking through his
hair.

Mr. Graham: What is left of it.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You certainly

can't talk.
Mr. KELLY: When the member for

Murchison spoke, he stressed the value
of natural fluoride. I am sure that most
people are quite happy with the content
of natural fluoride which is present in
many of our vegetables and in the water
supplies on farms and other places; but
it is in a natural state; it is not manu-
factured; it is not waste material that
Alcoa or somebody else wants to get rid
of in order that they might make a few
bob.

Mr. J. Hegney: It is a secondary indus-
try now.

Mr. KELLY: The Minister has not given
one indication as to where the supplies of
fluoride-irrespective of the type-will
come from. He has evaded the question
on every occasion. He does not know.

Mr. Graham: From Red China.
Mr. KELLY: The Minister says that

fluoride may be one of two sorts. Fluoride
is an unwanted residue: that is all it is.
It may be pansied up, but it is only
waste material, and putrid waste material
at that.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Are you support-
ing the Bill?

Mr. KELLY: I told the Minister he
would have no doubt as to whether or not
I was supporting the Bill after I finished
speaking. I have a piece of doggerel

which somebody handed me, and I think
it may be appropriate to read it.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It might improve
the speech.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mnem-
ber has another five minutes,

Mr. KELLY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Ten minutes will just about do me. The
verse reads as follows:-

I pass the brimming cup around
For it may be fluoridated,
For old-time liberties and rights
Are strictly antiquated.
What matters now if kidneys rot
Or blood and brain go dry,
We'll have a lovely set of teeth
To grin with when we die.

That will give members some idea what
is likely to happen.

Mr. Court: How stupid can you get!
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Powerful stuff.
Mr. KELLY: So, from whatever angle

we look at this Bill, there is no doubt in my
mind that it is shaky and ill-conceived
in an attempt to foist something onto
the people of this State. The Minister
says he has made up his mind. He made
it up a long time ago. However, the Pre-
mier nearly unmade it, as was shown by
a letter read by the Deputy Leader of the
opposition.

However, the Government has seen fit
to bring this matter here. If the Govern-
ment does the right thing and has regard
for the Opposition and the opinions ex-
Pressed from this side of the House, I
think the gentlemanly thing to do would
be to go more deeply into the measure
than has been done up to the present
time;, and if there is one fraction of doubt,
the matter should be submitted to the
people of Western Australia. Without
doubt, in my mind, this is socialised medi-
cine in its truest sense; and how the
people on the other side of the House, who
foster private enterprise, could bring in
a socialised measure of this kind I have
yet to find out.

MR. 'WILLIAMS (Eunbury) [5.1 p.m.]:
I make no bones about where I stand right
from the outset. I intend to vote for the
measure for very good reasons. The hon-
ourable member who has just resumed his
seat-the member for Merredin-Yilgarn-
said we are rushing into this matter. I
would say that after 20 years of research
throughout the world we are not rushing
into this matter. In fact, there has been
more than 20 years of research into the
fluoridation of water supplies.

I believe this will he the best thing for
our future generations, both from their
mouth health point of view and their
pocket, because this is going to save them
money. Recently I had reason to have
my front teeth capped and crowned,
and it cost plenty. Alter spending three
hours In the dentist's chair, if someone had
given me something liquid to restore my
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teeth, I would have taken it gladly. On
the information that Is available to us, we
have to take this matter up at this stage.

Mr. Kelly: You are guessing,
Mr. WILLIAMS: I am not guessing.

There is always a certain number Of
scientists against something; but in this
field, I believe the greatest number is for
fluoridation of water supplies.

Mr. Bovell: By far.
Mr. WILLIAMS: Quite a number of

statements have been made in this House
that have been out of context.

Mr. Graham: Give some examples.
Mr. WILLIAMS: Let us go back to the

days of Jenner when he introduced vac-
cination. What was the reaction in those
days? It was said that people would grow
horns, have four legs, and look like cows.
Those things were said by people who were
against that sort of thing. Naturally there
are bound to be some people who are not
sure what will happen, so we have to accept
the research that has been carried out by
people of repute; and, as the member for
Wembley said earlier this afternoon, the
Department of Public Health has been
looking after our health for many years,
and its officers are not likely to poison us
overnight-not likely in my book: and that
would be the view of the majority in this
House.

Mr. Hall: Vaccinations can have a bad
effect.

Mr. WILLIAMS: They are very efficient;
and Dr. Jenner introduced this in the face
of a lot of criticism.

Mr. Hall: They have not been proved
conclusively.

Mr. WILLIAMS: They have Proved
themselves fairly conclusively, and suffici-
ently to warrant being carried out.

Mr. Hall: They have a bad effect on
many people.

Mr. WILLIAMS: I have three small boys
at home and since their early years they
have been receiving fluoride tablets. I am
not against tablets. My eldest boy is 12
years of age and he has had tablets since
he was two years old. The middle lad is
now nine, and he has had tablets since
he was 12 months old. The next is just
over six and his mother has given him
tablets from before birth.

Mr. May: Nobody is trying to stop you.
Mr. WILLIAMS: In the number of teeth

among my three boys there are two fillings.
The eldest lad chipped a tooth on a
cherry stone, and the middle boy had a
decayed tooth. In 1963 in this House we
heard a lot of criticism of fluoride poison,
and I know that people would not have a
bar of it, in tablets or in any other form;
but now we get literature which shows they
have changed their tune. They say, "Let
us not have it in the water, but let People
have it in tablet form."

Mr. Graham: If they want to.
(47)

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. WILLIAMS: The Minister answered

some questions yesterday which were asked
by a member of the Opposition in regard
to the content of fluoride in our water
supplies from bores supplying the metro-
politan area. The answers showed that
the fluoride content in these bores varies
from 0.2 or 0.4 up to 0.8 parts per million.
I believe the latter was the figure for the
Kcing's Park Reservoir, which supplies 40
per cent, of the water for the metropolitan
area.

Mr. Tonkin: Aren't you sadly astray
with your figures? There is not one with
0.2.

Mr. WILLIAMS: I think it was 0.8.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It was 0.8.
Mr. WILLIAMS: People are giving

children fluoride tablets while there is a
certain amount of fluoride in the water.
instead of having something scientifically
controlled and well regulated, as I believe
will be the position through the water
supply. However, some people want a
haphazard distribution of tablets. My
family are given their tablets prior to
retiring just after they have cleaned their
teeth at night, in order that they will
get, what we believe, to be the full benefit.
However when we come to Perth, if we
have time, we sometimes leave the tablets
home and the children have to go with-
out them. This often happens.

Recently a film was shown in this State
by the anti-fluoridation group; and the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition supports
this film. I believe that on the 23rd of
September. at a meeting called by the
Pure Water Association at Anzac House.
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition sup-
ported this film. Recently I asked the
Minister to table the papers regarding this
film and those in relation to Dr. John Ott,
who helped produce the film. He is not
a medical doctor, but a scientist who
works for the Time-Lapse Foundation.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
stated that he spent some 1,000 hours
studying this matter, and that is. indeed.
a great number of hours; and I think we
have to commend him for the study he
does. We all know he spends a lot of
time in regard to the matters on which
he speaks in this House, and no-one can
take anything from him for that.

Mr. Graham: The member for Wembley
did.

Mr. WILLIAMS: He also spent a lot of
time in study. I think the honourable
member will find that the member for
Wembley had a few words to say about
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition's
quotations and remarks.

Mr. Graham: He was not concerned
with accuracy.

Mr. WILLIAMS: A great deal of play
was made at this meeting about the film
produced by the Time-Lapse Foundation:
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and there has been great talk about
totalitarian behaviour in this State on the
part of those on this side of the House:
and letters written by Dr. John Ott and
others have been read. I would say there
is no greater example of Nazi and facist
methods than there was with the produc-
tion of this film, which is out of context.

The anti-fluoridationists claim that the
film was quite genuine. I believe the sec-
tion shown is genuine, but there is a
section which has not been shown, but
which should have been shown in conjunc-
tion with the other Part.

Members will realise that in experiments
into a matter such as this, a lot of pictures
are taken over a great period of time and
all sides of the question are studied.
However, if a group gets hold of a par-
ticular section of a film, it can make great
Play about it. I think you will agree,
Mr. Speaker, that in dealing with a sub-
ject such as this, a great deal of quoting
has to be done by members on both sides
of the H-ouse In order to justify their
thoughts. These statements, of course,
are made by specialists or people specially
able to give their point of view in a matter
like this. Therefore, I intend to quote to
a reasonable degree-I hope I do not bore
the House-from certain letters written by
John Ott; and there was a TV programme
in which there were several interviews.

The first letter is to Mr. Ernest R.
Anderson, Greater New York Committee
Opposed to Fluoridation, Inc., written by
John Ott, Director of Time-Lapse Founda-
tion, dated the 31st December, 1984. It
reads as follows:-

This will acknowledge your letter of
December 21st which greatly concerns
me. as it appears to indicate a com-
plete reversal of our original under-
standing which has been repeatedly
confirmed in our correspondence and
Personal conversations to date, regard-
ing public showing of the toxicity
study filns before completion and
Proper evaluation of the project.

My reasons for not supplying a copy
of the No. 2 mouse L cell firn on single
perforated flmn stock to Dr. Miller so
that he could add his own sound track
are first that I can see no reason tfor
going to the trouble and expense of
adding a sound track at this time
other than to expedite a more wide
spread showing of the film. Secondly,
such a sound track on the film would
imply endorsement by the Time-Lapse
Research Foundation of its contents,
as our name appears in the titles and
also possibly by myself personally as
my name had been used in your
various announcements in connection
with the showing of the film.

I am doubly concerned at your state-
ment of eliminating the human cell
pictures from the program and em-
ploying only the mouse cells. The

reference to the heart cells going
bad does not mean the culture became
contaminated or anything like that
but only that their general appear-
ance and character changed before the
toxicity study was started and such
changes are not uncommon in tissue
culture studies when the natural en-
vironment of the cells is changed of
necessity in growing the cells in vitro.

Here I might add from what I have seen,
read, and beard of Dr. John Ott, that he
is, after conducting many experiments, a
qualified Person and would know whether
or not this was correct regarding the con-
tamnination of the human cells. To con-
tinue-

The fact that the very preliminary
remark by my assistant that as he did
the experiment and watched the cells
through -the microscope, they appeared
to continue to divide as the human
tooth-pulp cells did, after the pro-
fusion of the sodium fluoride but that
whether or not such divisions were
normal or what effect a longer period
of time might have, could not be deter-
mined until the pictures were pro-
cessed and properly evaluated, has
Prompted both you and Dr. Miller to
so luickly eliminate human cells com-
pletely from the project without any-
body even bothering to look at the
films is surprising to say the least.

With reference to the copy of the
No. 2 Mouse L cell print ordered by
Dr. Cranville Kcnight, I suggest that
we refund his money to him as from
what you say in your letter regarding
his intended use of the film for re-
search purposes in the field of allergy.
and I presume his studies deal with
human allergies, I strongly feel that
releasing only the results of the mouse
cell experiments to him or any one
else in view of what has been learned
through the human cell experiments
would be withholding very important
information and misleading.

Finally I must take strong exception
to Your statement of condemnation of
the ADIA., as my experiences through
the years in working with many of
their top executives have been only of
full co-operation and assistance on
their part in every instance.

In view of the position taken in your
letter, I feel I have no other alterna-
tive than to withdraw from further
Participation in this Project.

Dr. Ott then had reason to write to
several other people. I will not quote all of
these letters, because he says much the
same thing in most of them.

The following is portion of a letter from
John Ott to Mr. J. I. Rodale, dated the
25th March, 1965:-

Last Year the Time-Lapse Research
Foundation agreed to take some Time
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Lapse cinemicra graphic pictures of
both mouse and human cell cultures
in vitro with and without sodium
fluoride added at very low concentra-
tions. This work was to be done for
a group of doctors and dentists in-
terested in this subject and it later
developed that they represented the
Greater New York Committee Opposed
to Fluoridation of Water, Inc. It was
agreed that neither the films nor any
information regarding them would be
released beyond the immediate group
until the results had been studied and
evaluated by a competent medical and
a scientific board of review which
would include representatives of the
American Dental Association.

Unfortunately and to our great em-
barrassment, apparently the New York
Committee or someone connected with
this committee has released a print
of some of the very preliminary re-
sults dealing with mouse cells only,
and has expressed his or her personal
opinion in such a way as to Imply that
the statements released represent
some official report. Actually the pro-
ject has not been completed and no
report of any kind has been issued.'

In my personal opinion there ap-
rears to be a very significant difference
in the results shown in the pictures
between the effect of the sodium
fluoride on mouse and human cells
and that the showing of the mouse cell
pictures only is omitting vitally im-
portant information and grossly mis-
leading.

In view of these premature and un-
authorized showings of only a part of
the results, it has become necessary
for the Time-Lapse Research Founda-
tion as well as myself as Director to
withdraw from any further participa-
tion in this project.

I also wish to point out that the
statement in Your article referring to
studies that I have done for the
American Medical Association is in-
correct as I have not made any studies
or even pictures for the American
Medical Association. I also wish to
point out that the release of any part
of these preliminary pictures and es-
pecially before they have received any
authoritative medical evaluation is
directly contrary to their agreement
with me, and moreover as stated above
by releasing only those pictures show-
ma the results of the experiments
usine. mouse cells and intentionally
withholding the results of the experi-
ments using human cells is omitting
vitally important inf ormation and
grossly misleading.

Then there was a film clip on the tele-
vision evening news on the 20th October,
1965, in the City of Washington. Walter
Cronkite was seated in the TV studio and

after a prelimi~nary introduction he passed
the microphone to Mike Wallace. Mike
Wallace was obviously holding a glass of
water in his hand, and the following is
the conversation which took place:-

Wallace: "This is the water. Out
of every million gallons that New
Yorkers drink, one gallon now is the
chemical sodium fluoride. And most
medical, dental and public health
authiorities agree that fluoridation
brings children lifetime protection
ag ainst tooth decay. And the 20 years'
experience has proved the technique
safe.

'But the bitter, often ugly fight
against fluoridation is far from over.
And the anti-fluoridators now believe
they have themselves a brand new
weapon, a scientific research film,
which they are showing nationwide--
not just to scientists but to mayors,
town councils, public meetings.

"The film, they say, proves that
fluoridation is not safe, is, in fact,
subtle poison. But as you dig a little
deeper, you find that there are other
subleties in the story.

"The picture is narrated by Dr.
Jonathan Foreman, a 77 year old
Ohio internist, teacher and writer;
one of the most distinguished mnem-
bers of the anti-fluoride camp.

"The film itself, shot through a
microscope in a speeding up process
called time-lapse, allegedly shows the
eff ect of fluoridated water on healthy
living cells of connective tissue multi-
plying in a test tube. The tissue is
from a mouse, although that fact is
mentioned only once in the 14 minute
film.

"This is the heart of the movie, as
interpreted by Doctor Foreman."

Foreman: "Now, you are about to
see the crux of this whole study. In
this experiment, sodium fluoride in a
concentration of one part in 30 mil-
lion is perfused into a growing active
culture of cells. Note the swelling of
the membranes around the cells.
This makes it impossible for them to
absorb foodstuffs. Note they're shriv-
cling up now. There are no cells
dividing. AUi is becoming still. Most
of the cells are dead, or dying. This
demonstrates the toxicity of this
material.

Wallace: "But does it? Or just what
does this remarkable film prove?

"The man who made it, under con-
tract to anti -fluoridation groups, is
not a doctor. He is John Ott (?), an
expert time-lapse photographer. He
told correspondent Harry Mrouth why
he feels the anti -fluori dators have no
business distributing the film in its
present form, or interpreting it the
way they do."
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Ott: "Well, whenever we do work of
this nature, it's always very definitely
agreed to, and we insist, that all the
pictures be studies.

"flow, we studied the pulp (?) cells
from a human tooth. You see the
cells dividing. And, then, when we
added the sodium fluoride, we were,
of course, very anxious to see what
would happen. And the result was
they went right on dividing. Then
we went to the human heart cells pic-
tures. And here's out control. Now,
the heart cells, with the sodium fluor-
ide added, and what happens? Well,
you can very clearly see that the cells
are-start in dividing again. They
don't just die, just as the mouse cells
did. And I feel that this is a very
important part of the total story. And
it's put me in a very embarrassing
position, because the group that ori-
ginally asked me to do this has re-
fused to show all the pictures."

I[ presume he means the pictures with
the tests on the cells. Finally, the fol-
lowing is portion of a letter from Doctor
Ott, dated the 21st March, 1966:-

Unfortunately and to our great em-
barrassment, apparently one or two
of the doctors who have received a
print of some of the preliminary re-
sults dealing with mouse cells only
have taken it upon themselves to add
their own sound track and to show
these films publicly and to express
their personal opinions in such a way
as to imply that their statements rep-
resent some official report. Actually
the project has not been completed
and no report of any kind has been
issued.

In my personal opinion there ap-
Pears to be a very significant differ-
ence in the results shown in the pic-
tures between the effect of the sodium
fluoride on mouse and human cells
and that the showing of the mouse
cell pictures only is omitting vitally
important information and grossly
misleading.

In view of these premature and un-
authorized showings of only a part
of the results of the mouse cell pic-
tines and intentionally withholding
the most important pictures of the ef-
fects of the fluoride on human cells,
it has become necessary for the Time-
Lapse Research Foundation as well
as myself as Director, to withdraw
from any further participation in this
project.

I quoted all that because that is the way
some of these things are taken out of their
context. By what authority should any-
one accept the word of an anonymous
commentator of a film and yet, at the
same time, reject the value of Doctor John
Ott and a well-known and highly respected
organisation such as the Time-Lapse

Foundation? One would think that in
these days of advanced photography, tele-
vision, and cinema shows everyone would
be aware of the care with which one
has to draw conclusions from films be-
cause of trick photography. None was
used in this case, because the organisation
producing it was too well known.

I support this Bill, and finally I would
remind members that it is not really true
that, with the aid of an umbrella, Mary
Poppins. could fly!

MR. BRADY (Swan) (8.38 p.j: I wish
to make some remarks on this Bill because
it is of great public interest. I naturally
deplore the fact that, in the main, most of
us are laymen and have to make up our
minds to the best of our ability on this
controversial subject.

I also deplore the fact that the E.M.A.
of Western Australia and the medical pro-
fession generally have not seen fit to come
into the arena to try to give the general
public some lead on this vital matter. I
would have thought they would do some-
thing to try to inform the public mind.

In 1963, I opposed the proposal for the
fluoridation of water even though I had a
relative of very high standing in the
dental 'profession who was urging me to do
the reverse. I opposed it at that time be-
cause whilst there was a possibility that
fluoridation would help some young child-
ren, grave doubts existed in my mind as to
whether it would help adults. After all, all
children go through a phase when they
lose their baby teeth, but after a number
of years, as they grow into adulthood, they
are able to look after themselves because
they know what foods to eat and what
foods to avoid in order to maintain good
teth. Therefore in 1963 I opposed the
proposal for fluoridation because I did not
think it would help adults; and I am of the
same opinion still.

Mr. Ross Hutehinson: Children grow up
to be adults, you know.

Mr. Hall. Some never do!
Mr. BRADY: They do. The point is that

when they become adults they do not
require the things they required as child-
ren. There is an old saying that when a
person is a child he has certain things to
play with, but when he grows up he Puts
those things away. For instance, in baby-
hood and childhood it is absolutely essen-
tial and imperative that ample quantities of
milk are drunk. However, the average
adult, if asked to have a glass of milk,
would look down his nose.

Mr. Hall: Not if it had whisky with it!
Mr. BRADY: Therefore what is essential

in childhood is not required in adulthood.
However, I have departed from the point
I want to make. The general base of
the Minister's argument is that he wants
to do something to help the adults and
children in connection with dental care.
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I am prepared to support him in his en-
deavours, but I think he is going about
the whole problem the wrong way. As I
continue I will wake my point.

I am very disappointed that, despite the
reference, in the Minister's speech, to
clinics In various Places, one has not been
established in the industrial area of Mid-
land Junction. That area has no dental
hospital such as has been established in
Perth and other parts of the State. it
does not even have a clinic. For many years
people in that area have been endeavour-
ing, through the Australian Labor Party
and other organisations, to have steps
taken in this regard. Yet despite all the
interest the department and the Minister
have, nothing has been done to ease the
position in my area. I hope the Minister'
will have a word with the commissioner
and his officers to ascertain why no clinic
has been established in such an important
area as Midland, which has great possibil-
ities with the population increasing regu-
larly.

I support the Minister in his endeavours
to prevent dental trouble rather than to
cure it after it has developed. I think the
best way this could be achieved would be
to establish more dental clinics, and es-
pecially one in the Swan electorate.

A great deal has been made of the fact
that Probably one of the things that trig-
gered off the desire of the Department of
Public Health to establish this fluoridation
scheme was the marvellous effect of the
experiment in Cue.

The 1951 annual Report of/the Commis-
sioner of Public Health contains a fluorine
report and the following appears on page
'14:-

It has been stated on several occa-
sions by research workers in America,
Australia and elsewhere that:-
(1) A concentration of about 1 part

per million of fluorine in drinking
water is likely to have a beneficial
influence on the Production of
teeth which will be resistant to
'decay.

(2) That more than 1 part per million
is likely to produce "mottling" of
the teeth but these teeth are likely
to be more resistant to decay than
teeth from fluorine free areas.

Further on is the following:-
On the other hand, an extract f rom

"Food and Nutrition Notes and Re-
views", Vol. 8, No. 304, states:-

Teeth.-An inadequate intake of
fluorine during the first six years
of life does not appear to pre-
dispose to caries.

In the same annual report is a table
setting out the precentage of children in
the various parts of Western Australia.

Because two or three names were men-
tioned, I will mention them again and
also the percentages. At this point I

would like to draw the attention of mem-
bers to other figures which I will intro-
duce; and, as far as I know, there is no
fluoridated water in this particular locality
and the percentage of sound teeth is equal
to that applicable to the area of Cue. I
mention that this table which I propose
to present shows a column bearing the
initials D.M3. which means, "decayed,
prematurely missing, or filled teeth." The
figures are-

Per cent. Average
Town source of PM. Of D.M.P.

Water Sound per
Mouths Child

Cie......Bore .1.25 8.9 4.80
Meekatharra.. Bore .0.25 12.7 4.78

This table shows that the percentage of
sound mouths at Cue is 8.9 and the aver-
age D.M.F. per child is 4.89, whereas at
Meekatharra, which is close by and has
a less concentration of fluoride-less
to the extent of 1 per cent-the average
D.M3. Per child is less than it is at Cue.

Mr. O'Connor: What year was this?
Mr. BRADY: It is for the year 1961

and is contained in the report of the
Commissioner of Public Health.

Mr. O'Connor: Have you seen the 1961
r-eport?

Mr. BRADY: I ha ve not seen it, but
that is not the point I am making. 1
would be most interested to hear the
Minister for Transport's theory later on,
and I am sure the members of his elector-
ate would also be pleased to hear his point
of view and why he is going to support
the Government in this particular scheme.

Mr. O'Connor. I think I appreciate the
benefits of it.

Mr. BRADY: When this matter of
fluoridation was first being toyed with by
the department, as I have said, Meeka-
tharra-with less fluoride-had a better
percentage of sound mouths. Nobody has
mentioned the position in Jardee which
is at the extreme end of the State, as
against the position in Cue and Iveceka-
tharra.

Based on a source of water supply from
the river which contained no parts per
million of fluoride, the percentage of
sound mouths was 9.0 and the average
D.M.F. per child 6.98 per cent.

It appears therefore that, apart from
flouride, there may be other reasons why
children have sound mouths. I am
inclined to agree with the theory that
there are other reasons. That is why I
believe that whilst there may be some
advantage, there may be other things
which would Prove just as great an ad-
vantage to the children and their dental
health as flouride. In the matter of the
protection of the public health, I am dis-
appointed that the Department of Public
Health has not given attention to the
causes which create the caries and
unsound mouths generally In children.
These causes are concerned with wrong
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diets and the wrong foods which are sold
from time to time, which are made up to
be so appealing to children.

Mr, J. Hegney: Too much sugar!
Mr. BRADY: We know that white

sugar, white flour, certain kinds of fruit
and other foodstuffs are the diets which
are creating these caries and causing
tooth decay in children.

In my opinion, if the Department of
Public Health and the Minister for Health
were wise, they would be advising the pub-
lic--day in and day out-to keep away
from this type of food. If this were done,
gradually the whole problem would be
approached from a Positive point of view
and not from a negative point of view as
has been put forward by this particular
Bill.

There is another Point I would like to
mention and this causes much greater dis-
advantage to adults--in fact, it is not con-
cerned with children. As far as I can
see the Public Health Department is doing
practically little or nothing about this
particular problem, and I refer to alcohol,

The SPEAKER: Order! This has
nothing to do with the Bill.

Mr. BRADY: If You do not mind me
interjecting, Mr. Speaker, it has every-
thing to do with the Bill.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would
remind the honourable member that he
does not contradict the Speaker, and, if
he does so, he will sit down. I am not
convinced that alcoholism has anything
to do with this Bill at all, but, if you can
convince me that it has, I do not mind
listening.

Mr. BRADY: I never meant to contradict
the Speaker and, to my knowledge, I have
not done so previously. 1 would like to
mention that in the formation of human
beings, there are such things as enzymes
and, in their turn, these create certain
chemicals in the digestive organs which
turn carbohydrates into sugars; and
sugars, in their turn, create alcohol and
other things such as amine acids which
are necessary to the human being. There-
fore, alcohol has quite a lot to do with
Public health.

Mr. Court: I didn't know we had so many
amateur scientists in the House.

Mr. BRADY: There are many matters
on which the department's attention
should be concentrated other than the
matter of decayed teeth, which is its
primary concern at the moment.

Mr. J. Hegney: Nobody can dispute that.
Mr. BRADY: 1 am opposed to this Bill

for another reason, and that is the un-
economical method by which the Govern-
ment will compel people to take something
which they might not want. In his own
words, the Minister said the main desire
was to help the children with their teeth. I
think the main desire should be to help

the children with their choice of food. The
Minister can only support his case by an
indication of a 60 per cent. cure. Why,
therefore, force it on the adult population
at very great cost when the average mother
and father who desire fluoride can buy it
in tablet form? I believe it is the responsi-
bility of the Government to provide it to
the parents free of charge.

Mr. floss Hutchinson: The 60 per cent.
reduction represents a magnificent achieve-
ment.

Mr. BRADY: Of course it does, but if it
is only going to cure to the extent of 60
per cent, in children and is going to cause
disability to the extent of 60 per cent. in
adults, where is the advantage? Neither
the Minister nor any of his officers can
prove that it is not going to be a dis-
advantage to adults.

Mr. floss Hutchinson: it has been proven
that it is not a disadvantsage.

Mr. BRADY: I have here a booklet which
expresses a favourable opinion towards the
fluoridation of public water supplies. This
booklet is published by an American
authority and it states that up to a certain
age, fluoride can be of cersain benefit but
after one passes that age, it practically
remains static. What Is happening in the
meantime? The fluoride is building up in
the body and could be causing a number
of difficulties. Unlike our doctor friend
in the House, I am not in the position of
being able to talk from a scientific point of
view, but common sense dictates to me that
the human being is subjected to abous 30
different diseases.

Mr. J. Hegney: Many more than that.
Mr. BRADY: I said, "at least 30". 1

have a booklet here, and I do not want to
read out the diseases completely, but, be-
cause some members seem to be doubting
what I am saying, I shall quote just a few.
The booklet refers to diseases of the blood,
diseases of the heart, diseases of the
respiratory system, diseases of the digestive
tract. At this point I shall skip over about
20 to mention mental diseases and diseases
of the skin.

The point I am making is: Why should
the adult population of Western Australia
be forced to take medicine in this form
when it might aggravate something that
already exists in them or, perhaps, bring
on a disability which they would niot other-
wise have had? That is the point with
which I am concerned.

Here and now, I would like to say that
in my opinion the fluoridation of water
supplies might help children up to aL certain
age. In fact, I have seen positive evidence
that fluoride is helping cersain children.
However, on the other hand, just as adults
do not want to drink milk, they do not
want to drink fluoridated water, and I do
not think they should be forced to do so.

I feel the Minister is flying in the face
of great opposition- in this matter. He has
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a protective clause in the Bill which pro-
tects the members of the committee against
being subjected to prosecution for carrying
into effect the purposes of the Act. Of
course, from the committee's point of view,
that is very desirable and I should imagine
the committee would support this clause
to the extent of 100 per cent.

In the Bill we find _-that "fluorine in-
cludes any compound of fluorine." I would
like to advise the members of this House
what this booklet has to say in connection
with that. I would mention that this book
was printed by the American Dental As-
sociation. There are no less than six
different kinds of fluorides which can be
put into water. There is sodium fluor-
ide, there is sodium silica fluoride, there is
fluoro silica acid, there is ammonia. fluor-
ide, there is calcium fluoride, and there
are other natural fluorides. These can be
put in the water in a dry form or can be
put in in the form of a solution. There-
fore, it looks to me as if the fluoridation
board is going to have a real beano when
trying out the various types of fluoride,
according to the reports received from the
various water boards from time to time.

As I said before, r think the Minister
is flying in the face of grave dangers, and
I hope that even at this late stage the
Government may see its way clear to re-
solving this question by means other than
forcing it on the 800,000 people in Western
Australia who, In my opinion, are equally
divided as to whether fluoride has advant-
ages or not.

In my opinion, the Minister did not
make a case for the placing of fluoride in
the water. If he could have said there
would be a 90 per cent, cure, or If he
could have said there was absolutely no
danger to the adult population, I would
have been prepared to support the Bill,
but the Minister did not say either of those
things. Therefore, I do not think the
Minister should try to continue to get the
Bill passed through this House.

I would like to point out to the Minister
that in a number of industries--and par-
ticularly in the chemical industries--many
adults are working in a fluoride atmos-
phere all day. For a number of years I
was secretary of the Superphosphate and
Chemical Workers' Onion and, very often,
I had to go into the court and argue the
disadvantages of men who were working
superphosphate and who, as a conse-
quence, worked in a fluorosis atmosphere.
This fluorosis atmosphere was caused by
the acid acting on the phosphate rock.
These people were inhaling this day in and
day out. In fact, I am sure that some of
my friends whom I meet these days have
been affected in their adult life by this
atmosphere.

I do not think the chemical workers
in the superphosphate industry and other
chemical workers who work in conditions
where this atmosphere prevails, should be

forced, in addition, to take one part per
million of fluoride in water.

There is another angle to this problem.
and I touched on this in 1963. Water is
taken in different types of conveyors to
the various places w'here it is used. These
may be cement pipes, galvanised pipes,
steel pipes, iron pipes, wooden pipes, cop-
per pipes, and glass pipes.

Mr. J. Hegney: Or asbestos pipes.
Mr. BRADY: As the member for Bel-

mont says, asbestos pipes, as well. What
is the chemical reaction from putting the
sodium fluoride through these vaxious
pipes which convey the water? it may be
that no difficulty would arise in the case
of glass pipes. It may be there would be
no difficulty with aluminium or asbestos
pipes, but there could be a very dire dis-
ability if it were put through wooden pipes,
or some of these other constructions by
which water is conveyed.

I do not think sufficient thought has
been given to this matter. We next have
to consider the types of water-there is
soft water and there is hard water.
According to the reports I have read-
and I have tried to read as many as I1
could in this last week or two-the parts
per million of sodium fluoride should be
varied with the type of water, because
there are different reactions according to
the types of water. What is the depart-
ment doing about that particular aspect?
We know that in the metropolitan area
water sources are of three or four different
kinds--bore water, natural water, and
other waters are all mixed up.

Mr. Guthrie: There is tank water, too.
Mr. BRADY: As the member for

Subiaco says, there is tank water as well.
Depending on the area where the water
comes from, the water is fluoridated or not
fluoridated.

I think the general public should be
given the right to have a referendum on
this matter. A referendum would have
Provided a solution. What I resent is
what I term the brainwashing of members
of Parliament whilst this subject is be-
fore the Rouse for discussion. I resent
being placed on my bench literature which
has been forwarded by the Government
department or some Government institu-
tion during the last fortnight advocating
the case for fluoridation. I have two
booklets in front of me at the moment
which have been forwarded by the Depart-
ment of Public Health, New South Wales,
on the fluoridation of water supplies, and
another one dealing with oral hygiene. If
the Government had any desire to be fair
it should have distributed propaganda
advocating arguments for and against the
fluoridation of water supplies and not have
distributed to members literature which
advocated one side only.

As I have said before, I am quite sure
the general Public would have appreciated
the holding of a poll on this subject.
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That brings me to mention that many
people in my electorate of Swan have
written to me on this question, as they
did when a similar Bill was before the
House, and on this occasion it is rather
significant that the people who have
written to me are not those who wrote to
me in 1963. This would indicate there
is some concern among the community
on the question of fluoridation of water
supplies. Perhaps I should read this letter
to the House because, as one member said
this evening, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition likes to quote letters, so I do
not think he should be alone in that
respect.

The following is a letter from a man
who has after his name the letters Ph.C..
MRS.:-

Dear Sir,
I am writing to appraise you that

there is a great deal of interest and
activity in your electorate on the
subject of fluoridation of the Public
water supply proposed by the Brand
Government.

Petitions are being drawn UP in
this district and in others near by
and these indicate that majority
opinion is against fluoridation.

As we have Supported you in the
past we now expect you to acquaint
Yourself with the facts concerning
fluoridation and to state your opinion
in the house if You are against mass
medication through the addition of
sodium fluoride to the public water
supply.

I enclose a copy of my letter to the
Premier, on the subject.

Thanking you for your considera-
tion,

Yours faithfully
That letter is from a prominent

chemist in my electorate. Three Years
ago another prominent chemist came to
me and he had a similar approach to
this important matter. As the member
for South Perth was about to say,
chemists sell fluoride tablets; but I think
the ethics and the morals of these men
are just as high as the ethics and morals
of anyone else. If they are of opinion
that fluoride should not be Placed in
public water supplies to the disadvantage
of the people, they should express their
views in letters such as the one I have
just quoted to the House.

I can inform the member for South
Perth that the chemist who approached
me three years ago is a retired man and.
in expressing his views on this subject.
stands to gain nothing one way or
another. Therefore any member imput-
ing that the writers of these letters have
ulterior motives should have second
thoughts on the matter. The next letter
I have is from The Anti Water-Fluorida-
tion Council of Australia and New Zealand,

and it has the following names on the
top of the letterhead:-

Patron: E. T. Hale. L.R.C.P., L.R.C.S.
(Edin.) :L.R.F.P. & S. (alas),
Hobart, Tasmania.

President: G. B. Gray. F.0.I. (Aust.).
F.IC.S., A.A.C.A., M.H.R.

I will not read the names of the other
People and their qualifications which
appear on the top of this letter. I merely
Quote the ones I have mentioned to show
that they are prominent people. The
contents of the letter are as follows:-

Members of the Legislative Assembly
and
Members of the Legislative Council
of West Australia.
Gentlemen,

The urgent Purpose of this letter is
to indicate to you some of the facts
against water-fluoridation, believing
that you will be needing the evi-
dence for and against, before you
make your fateful decision how to
vote on the water-fluoridation Bill.

Professor Sir Arthur Aniies, Dean
of the Dental Faculty, University of
Melbourne, has had recorded in the
minutes of the meeting of the Dental
Research Advisory Committee of the
National Health and Medical Research
Council, dated September 25, 1959
that he considers; (quote),

"(1) Conclusions drawn f rom
numerical data of experi-
mental trials in U.S.A. which
were accepted by the
N.H.M.R.C. in 1952, have
been Proved to be fallacious,
and the original claim and
Promised benefits of artificial
fluoridation have not been
demonstrated.

There are a number of other paragraphs
of this letter written in the same vein,
but because I know I have a limited time
to speak on the Bill I will not quote them.
I have here another letter from the Eden
Hill Progress Association which is in my
electorate, and it reads-

Dear Sir.
Enclosed please find a copy of letter

sent to the Premier re the proposed
fluoridation of water.

Strong feeling was expressed at our
meeting on the 25th, against the en-
forcement of fluoridation on the
whole population when it is of benefit
to approximately one third of the
population. It is felt that the
balanced dosage of tablets would
receive no Opposition and would
retain liberties and freedom of the
people.

Any assistance you can give us in
this matter would be appreciated.

Yours faithfully,
A. Price.

Hon. Secretary.
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These letters are examples of the corres-
pondence I have been receiving on this
subject. The following is an extract fromn
another letter from an elector of mine
residing at Eden Hill-

Dear Mr. Brady,
As you represent this area, I am

writing to you to register very strong
objection to the threat of Government
action in contaminating water supply.

I do not intend to read the whole of the
contents of this letter, but the writer
attached a reprint of No. 67 Journal of
the House o/ Representatives, 72nd Legis-
lature, Regular Session of 1964. This has
reference to the American House of Repre-
sentatives. This reprint contains a report
of a Select Committee on water fluorida-
tion, and apparently was delivered in
Lansing, on Friday, the 24th April, 1964.
The paragraph I wish to quote to the
H-ouse reads as follows:-

The United States Public Health Ser-
vice is a principal promoter of fluorida-
tion of public water supplies. It recom-
mends adding fluoride in an exactly
correct amount, one part fluoride to
one million Parts of water. This is
sodium fluoride-a poison. The 1
p.p.rn. concentration provides no mar-
gin of safety.

It is the initial conclusion of the
Committee that no control of fluoride
intake into the human body is possi-
ble. Intake from sources other than
water, namely food, drugs, and air
contaminated by fluoride is unpre-
dictable. Even if a constant fluoride
level in drinking water could be main-
tained throughout a water system, the
amount of water drunk varies from
person to person and tolerance to
drugs differs in individuals. Young
children, for whose teeth fluoridation
is designed, drink very little water.
Even if a known, controlled, daily
amount of fluoride were to reach the
stomach there is uncertainty as to
how much would remain in the system
of a grown person or in which organ
or organs it would be stored. The
amounts stored varies widely from
person to person.

The committee's recommendation con-
tinues in that vein. Once again I could
quote three or four paragraphs of that let-
ter for the information of the House. All
these people cannot be wrong concerning
this matter. In addition I received ano-
ther letter from a person who resides ini
the Darling Range electorate. It reads as
follows:-

Mr. 3. J. Brady.
Member Legislative Assembly.

Dear Sir,
I feel the Government's decision to

fluoride the water supply is very un-
fair, as after all our teeth are not so
important as other parts of our body
which will surely be affected, as we
have no positive proof otherwise.

The letter -continues in that strain, but
to be fair to the member for Darling
Range, I replied to the lady correspondent
pointing out that I was not her parlia-
mnentary representative and was not in
favour of fluoridation of water supplies,
and that she should write to the member
for her district.

I thought the member for Darling Range
would be opposed to the fluoridation of
water supplies. I1 hope he will read the
letter which he received from his elector-
ate. From one end of my electorate to the
other the people are opposed to fluorida-
tion, and they are not all fools. I have
here a letter which I received from the
Christian Science Committee on Publica-
tion dated the 22nd July, 1966. It states-

It is quite obvious from news items,
letters, and leading articles in our
daily newspaper, that the Government
is probably proposing a Bill on the
Question of fluoridating the Public
Water Supplies under its control.

If this is so, it is felt that now is the
time to place before you a brief state-
ment on behalf of the Christian
Scientists in this State, to clarify our
Church's position on this question,
Attached is a "Statement on Puorida-
tion."

The statement on fluoridation attached to
that letter states--

We wish to make it clear at the out-
set that it is certainly not our desire
or intention to oppose legitimate
public health and sanitation programs,
or to deny any of the various medicinal
health measures to those who desire
them.

But when it comes to compulsory
fluoridation or any other program
that would undermine the basic free-
dom of the individual in matters of
personal health and religion, then we
feel it is our duty to register our con-
victions and deepest protest.

The statement goes on in similar vein
and I could go on reading paragraph after
pargaraph. What more does the Minister
want to convince him? I realise that other
speakers desire to speak in this debate,
and I personally do not want to be here
until 12.30 tomorrow morning.

I have here a pamphlet which illustrates
the opposition to the fluoridation of water
supplies. It is as follows:-

Freedom of Choice?.
The Principle Is The Same

(The Individual's Freedom of Choice)
Only The Ingredient is Changed

This Appeared When It Was Proposed
To Nationalise The Banks

"For Our Own Good"
Then is shown an illustration of a bottle
of poison. The pamphlet continues-

You Won't Like The Taste Of This
And It's All Free

What Freedom?
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Fluoridation Bill
We Did Not Like It Then

We Do Not Like It Now
Vote Against

Every Member That
Supports

The Proposed Bill
In 1949. The Liberal Party adopted
as its platform Anti-Bank National-
isation & brought down legislation to
this effect. What's the difference?

The principle is the same. In 1949 the
Liberal Party did not want the national-
isation of banks but now it wants compul-
sory fluoridation.

I hope the Minister will see the folly
of following the path the Government is
taking. By introducing this legislation it
is losing supporters from its ranks, and
it is causing great concern among the
people. Generally speaking it is adopting
tactics which are not worthy of the Gov-
ernment. I oppose the measure and will
do everything I can to see that it is
defeated.

MR. W. A. MANNING (Narrogin) 19.'14
p.m.]: I notice the member for Swan said
he regretted he did not receive any anti-
fluoridation literature. I am sure that is
an omission on the part of somebody, be-
cause I have files and files of it.

Mr. Brady: Did you get the literature
from the Government?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I am not worried
where it came from.

Mr. Brady: Of course you do not know.
When you are debating a subject you want
to have a knowledge of it.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I have knowledge
of the subject, and I have many documents
in my possession relating to fluoridation. I
wholeheartedly support the action of the
Government in introducing this legislation.
It is a responsible Government, and it is
taking steps to provide something for the
public which is decidedly for its benefit.
It has placed the facts before the People.

However much the member for Swan
and others might like to read to us, if
they are fair-minded they will come to the
conclusion that the experiments into the
fluoridation of water supplies which have
been conducted over many Years, in so
many countries and among so many races.
are decidedly in favour of fluoridation.
One can go on dealing with the matter
and criticising the points which have been
raised. I do not intend to do that, because
much has already been said.

The member for Merredln-Yilgarn laid
great stress on the selling of poison by
vested interests, on the selling of a waste
product, and on making money out of it.
He said that was the main reason for the
Introduction of the legislation.

Mr. Kelly: They want to sell the by-
products.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: He said they
wanted to sell their by-products, but it is
very strange that everyone who is opposed
to fluoridation has supported the taking of
fluoride in tablet form.

Mr. Kelly: That is a regulated dose.
Mr. W. A. MANNING: I agree it is, but

the People will be taking exactly the same
substance as will be put into the water
supplies, and the same interests will sell
the Poison! Also vested interests will
sell the tablets. Not only will those vested
interests be selling what, according to the
honourable member, is poison, but also the
tablets.

Mr. Toms: People do not have to buy
the tablets.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: There is no
foundation for what the member for
Merredin-yllgarn has said. Whatever is
advocated, the same substance will be sold.

Mr. Toms: Do you buy fluoride tablets?
Mr. W. A. MANNING: I do not. I am

beyond the stage where they have any
effect on me. The contention by the hon-
ourable member that the fluoridation of
water supplies is being advocated for the
benefit of vested interests is all poppycock.

Mr. Hall: You will be sorry when your
lawn starts to die.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: The member for
Swan said he regretted very much that
the Australian Medical Association had not
come into this controversy and given an
indication of its views. I wonder what
would be the attitude of the bonourable
member if that association did set out in
a letter the benefits of fluoridation. Would
he change his mind then? He said that
if the association had said so-and-so he
might have changed his views.

Most of us in this House are laymen.
and we are guided by the opinions of those
who know about these matters. I took the
opportunity to write to the doctors in my
electorate to find out their views, without
indicating to them my thoughts on the
matter. I asked this question: "Would you
care to advise me in a few words whether
you have any objection to the Proposed
addition of fluoride to the drinking water?"
When the member for Swan hears the re-
plies I have received he will, no doubt,
change his opinion.

The first is the reply which I received
from Dr. Worsam. It states-

Thank you for your letter of 25/8/66.
Firstly it has to be stated that I am
no expert on this subject, although
interested and concerned.

1. The benefits of supplying fluoride
where deficient are virtually completely
established.

2. The risk of harm when given
either in tablets or in the drinking
water (where controlled) is negligible.

3. The most practicable method,
and probably the cheapest, would be
via the water supply-in this way
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underprivileged children would be pro-
tected despite the imprudence of their
parents.

That is the point which some members
opposite have overlooked. Many parents
are imprudent. Perhaps their children are
most in need of the benefits from fluorida-
tion, but they will be deprived of them iL
only tablets are available. To continue
with the letter-

4. The so-called moral issue ofcompulsory mass-medication has been
over-played. This is no more a moral
or ethical question than any other in-
volving the population at large. To
supply a factor deficient in local sup-
plies of water, the addition of which
will generally be beneficial, is as ac-
ceptable a public health measure as
to chlorinate water to remove factors
known to be harmful.

There is this letter from Dr. M. Slavin-
I wish to advise you, that I am all

in favour of the proposed addition of
fluoride to drinking water.

The next is from Dr. Stuart Mainland-
In reply to you query on Fluorida-

tion, I am 100% in favour of it, and
can suggest no reason for not adding
fluoride to the drinking water.

From Dr. John Francis-
in reply to your letter of the 25th

inst. I would like to state that I
have no objection whatever to the
proposed addition of fluoride to the
drinking water.

I feel that fluoride, in the correct
dosage, is most necessary for children.
and can do no harm to adults.

From Dr. Zilko-
I am wholly in favour of the pro-

posed addition of fluoride to drinking
water.

The next letter will interest members of
the Opposition because they know the doc-
tor very well. The letter is from Dr. A.
Jacobs-

I have no objection, and believe
that such a step would prevent much
dental caries-and this with no risk
of fluoride poisoning.

Those are the opinions I received. There
was only one reply that I did not obtain.
I understand the doctor concerned is in
favour, but I cannot quote a written reply.
That is the evidence I have been able to
obtain from those concerned in my area:
and whose opinions are we going to accept?

With all due respect to the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, he is not a doc-
tor; and he accepts the opinions of other
people. Those whom I have quoted deal with
the health of the community all the time,
and every one is In support of this mea-
sure.

Mr. Graham: That is not evidence; it is
only their views.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is the best of
evidence.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Whose advice are
we to take on a subject such as this? We
cannot reject the advice of those who are
concerned every day with the health of
the people. That is my attitude and I feel
I can depend upon the advice of the people
I have mentioned. I wholeheartedly sup-
port the Bill.

MR. NORTON (Gascoyne) [9.23 p.m.]:
I want to make it quite clear from the
outset that I intend to oppose this measure,
as I did previously. My main reason is
that it is a further whittling away of the
civil liberties of the people of Western
Australia.

First of all I want to make some small
comment on two small statements made by
the Minister in his speech when he in-
troduced this Bill. He was referring to
what the Bill sets out to do and said it
was designed to curtail the alarming ex-
tent of dental decay throughout the State.
Then, later on. he went on to say that
Western Australians have very bad teeth.
I am not going to comment on those state-
ments, but I am going to read from a
little pamphlet issued by the Health Edu-
cation Council of Western Australia. I
will quote from the pamphlet and leave
it to the House to decide the merits of
the Minister's statement-

We Can Keep Our Teeth
There Is a belief in Australia that

our teeth are the worst in the world.
This is just not so. The state of
dental health in Australia Is certainly
not good, but repeated examinations
in Western Australia show that healthy
teeth are being seen more often.

So I do not know how the Minister can
make the statements he did, when the
health authority was saying something
different. The other thing mentioned in
his speech was the case brought before
the Irish Court some time ago. He quoted
from Mr. Justice Kenny's findings.

I have in my Possession two or three
pamphlets from which I am going to quote.
They are phamphlets I have selected after
quite a bit of research. The first one is
entitled Once More-fluoridation, which
was a Paper read before the 9th Inter-
national Convention on Vital Substances,
Nutrition, and Civilisation Diseases, Sep-
tember 16 to 22, 1963, held at Llndau on
Lake Constance, Germany, and at Bregenz,
Austria. It was given by Doctor Steyn.

The second one is the Second Memo-
randum on the Artificial Fluoridation of
Drinking Water Suplies. This was a
paper submitted to the Committee of En-
quiry into Fluoridation of Public Water
Supplies, again by Doctor steyn, in 1964.
So as to keep the argument consistent.
I have chosen one Person whom I con-
sider Puts up a good argument against
fluoridation.
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In respect of the court case in Ireland,
I want to refer to an article which gives
the other side of the case. It is in the
form of a letter written by the solicitors
for the defence in this particular case
and it commences--

Fluoridation Judgment of the
Supreme Court of Ireland 3rd July,
1964.
(Document P.95).

I have Mr. Richard Ryan's (of Ryan
and Wallace, Solicitors, Dublin) per-
mission to place his letter of Septem-
ber, i1, 1964, dealing with the above
judgment, before this Commission and
to use it in public. The following is
an extract:

Ryan & Wallace
Solicitors

Our Ref. Rt. 32
Your Ref. Fluorine

31, Dame Street,
Dublin 2.
11th September, 1964.

The letter is addressed to Professor Steyn,
and states--

Our Court case here was unsatisfac-
tory from a number of points of view
and you are free to quote my criti-
cisms:

(1) Several publications which
Plaintiff's witnesses, including your-
self, wished to put before the CourL
were rejected by the Trial Judge
while volumninous documents refenred
to by witnesses for the Minister for
Health were admitted without diffi-
culty on the ground that they were
official documents published by the
Governments of various States.

(2) The evidence of Plaintiff's wit-
nesses including yourself was taken
down verbatim, by a team of short-
hand writers on behalf of the Minis-
ter of Health and transmitted nightly
to the Public Health Department of
the United States of America and
other pro-fluoridation Agencies and
later subjected to destructive criti-
cism while no opportunity was af-
forded to those criticised to reply to
the criticism.

(3) An application by Plaintiff's
Lawyers to recall Doctor Sinclair and
Doctor Dillon to rebut criticism of
their evidence was refused.

(4) We were subjected to unreason-
able pressure to bring the ease for-
ward for Trial and later on to bring
it forward for Appeal. This left us
insufficient time to prepare adequately
for the case.

(5) The Attorney General under-
took to provide a copy of the Trans-
cript of the High Court evidence 'for
the Supreme Court. The copies
furnished were incomplete, as long
quotations from anti-fluoridation

writers which 'vere quoted by Plain-
tiff's Counsel in the cross-examnina-
tion of defendant witnesses were not
included in the Transcript and were
not before the Supreme Court.

(6) The fluoridation side had, of
course, the unlimited resources of the
State and indeed of the Public Health
Department of the United States of
America behind them. Apart from
the services of several members of the
Department of Health and of the At-
torney General and Chief State Soli-
citors' officers, the cost of which is
unknown, the State spent not less
than £30,000 in presenting the pro-
fluoridation case. on the other hand
the expenditure of the Plaintiff's case
was £1,200. No reasonable person could
argue that both sides of a scientific
argument could have been adequately
presented in such circumstances.

I certainly agree. Money speaks all
languages; and when one has two
counties coming in, putting one's case,
one has everything in one's favour and
nothing to lose.

Mr. W. A. Manning: Was not that the
statement of the solicitor who lost his
case before the Supreme Court?

Mr. NORTON: Yes: and nobody was
able to refute it.

Mr. W. A. Manning: He was trying
to excuse himself.

Mr. NORTON: Nobody has refuted it.
In The West Australian was an article

concerning Cot Bonney following his
examination of children at the Coma kin-
dergarten. It was quite an interesting
article and one worth recording in 11am-
sard. It reads-

An examination of the teeth of
children at the Como kindergarten yes-
terday was claimed to give a startling
example of the effect of fluoride, a
good diet and oral hygiene on child-
ren's teeth..

Mr. Bonney said this marked im-
provement on the average dental
health of children in the four-to-five
age group showed that parents and
children were becoming increasingly
aware of the advantages of healthy
teeth.

We all agree with that. To continue-
Much of this awareness, could be

accredited to the kindergarten teachers
who took special courses in dental
care and co-operated with the Dental
Health Department in teaching child-
ren and parents how to care for their
teeth.

The Kindergarten Teachers' Train-
ing College was giving eight lectures a
year on dental hygiene.

Mr, Bonney said more mothers real-
ised now that children of kindergarten
age were not capable of cleaning their
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teeth properly and consequently were
doing it themselves.

Mr. Tonkin: What Mr. Bonney did not
say was that he included a child who bad
never had fluoride; and he knew it!

Mr. NORTON: Irrespective of that, it
proves very clearly that dental hygiene Is
Playing a big part in the control of caries.
There is no doubt that fluoride, when given
in regulated quantities, does a good job;
but it is useful only to children up to 12
Years. If fluoride could be given in Properly
regulated quantities, no reason exists why
it should not be given.

I must say now that there is a difference
between water with fluoride and fluoridated
water. Fluoride in water is calcium fluor-
ide, whereas fluoridated water contains
sodium fluoride which is a corrosive.

In T'he West Australian on the 7th
October this year, was a letter headed, "Old
Bones." Again the name of Bonney appears
but with a different christian name. This
letter is by Pat Bonney. However, having
read It, I think that The West Australian
probably made a mistake and should have
printed Col Bonney. The letter reads-

Increasing evidence of fluoride's
value in the treatment of bone dis-
orders gives hope that not only will the
teeth of future generations be better
but also that there will be less osteo-
porosis and hip fractures in the elderly.

Cohen and Gardiner reported In
the Journal of the American Medical
Association (March 14, 1966) that old
women given daily doses of 50 times as
much sodium fluoride as they would
get from a fluoridated water supply
had their long-term bone disorders
cured in 15 months or less.

This helps to confirm both the safety
of fluoridation and its value to senior
citizens...

In the area from which I come the water
is fluoridated with calcium fluoride, and
I know of people in that area who for the
whole of their lives have drunk no other
water than that, but they have broken
bones in their hips in old age and have
had the other diseases mentioned in that
article.

All members received a pamphlet the
last time a similar Bill was under discus-
sion. It is a very good pamphlet and sets
out clearly how children's teeth should be
cared for in order to prevent caries. A
chart is printed on page 11 illustrating how
and when the acid forms and works an
teeth. It does not matter how much fluor-
ide a person takes or how hard a person's
teeth are, if dental hygiene is not exercised,
all the fluoride in the world will be of no
a~vail.
.If we study this chart we will see that

for half an hour after every meal the acid
which causes the caries in the teeth de-
velops quickly and has a strong action on
the enamel of the teeth. We will be

astounded if we stop to consider just how
many hours a day, if we do not clean our
teeth after every meal, this acid has an
opportunity to damage our teeth. Without
including a cup of tea before breakfast,
but just taking into consideration break-
fast, lunch, dinner, morning and afternoon
tea, and supper, the acid has an opportun-
ity to work for three hours each day. This
must make members realise that a certain
amount of dental hygiene must be exer-
cised to safeguard the teeth against caries.

No matter who speaks on the prevention
of dental caries, he always finally refers to
dental hygiene and diet. Even Professor
Rumford, who was here for a dental con-
vention and spoke as a guest of honour on
the A.B.C., said he 'was of the opinion that
dental caries was not as big a danger as
was gum disease which is so prevalent. He
said he had found it in children as young
as six years of age. I understood himn to
say that to a great extent this disease was
caused by the formation of tartar on the
teeth. It gets down behind the teeth and
forces the gums away, allowing the disease
to take over.

This Bill sets out to force People to take
fluoridation as a compulsory medication.
Several methods exist for the administering
of fluoride, and these have already been
mentioned. For instance, by administering
fluoride in tablet form, the exact quantity
call be taken each time. However, the
amount of fluoride taken if it is compul-
sorily added to water cannot be measured.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: What about that
child in the south who took some score of
tablets the other day?

Mr. NORTON: That is quite an inter-
esting interjection. Fluoride is a poison
of a cumulative nature. When it is taken
in large quantities it has one reaction, and
a very quick reaction-vomiting. There-
fore a person who takes a large dose of
fluoride like this immediately gets rid of
it completely on the spot, whereas 'when
fluoride is taken in minute quantities over
the years it accumulates, as I will illus-
trate later.

Several medical controls have been in-
stigated In this State in respect of various
diseases. However, there is no compulsion
about them unless a person is found to
have an infectious disease or has been in
the company of a person who has one. It
is possible now to be immunised against
polio, and the voluntary response to that
campaign has been marvellous. Very few
children have not been fully imnmunised.

A few people have been immunised
against smallpox; and most children have
been inoculated against dipiheria, and
so on. To help in the elimination of T.B.,
X-rays are compulsory, but this is not a
medication. It is merely a device to find
out whether a person has the disease which
Is contagious. However, caries is not con-
tagious and is Injurious only to the person
wbo is unlucky enough to have it.
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In The West Australian on the 1st
October was a rather outstanding article
headed. "U.K. Report Warns of Smoking
Toll." Portion of it reads--

...in the report on public health in
England and Wales in 1985. During
the year 22,231 men and 4,167 women
died from lung cancer-an Increase of
1,027 over 1964.

cvLung cancer and chronic bronchitis,
the legacies of cigarette smoking, were
the causes of more than five times as
many deaths than road accidents in a
year, he said. Yet they excited far
less comment in the Press.

In Western Australia, last Year, there
were 580 deaths from lung cancer and 252
road deaths. What is being done about the
deaths on the road: and what is being
done to put people off smoking? Is the
Government taking any action to stop ex-
tensive advertising on TV which induces
youngsters to smoke? Youngsters are
given the impression that every time they
play a game or sport, they have to have a
smoke.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. Crom-
melin): Order! I do not think that is
related to the Bill. You have made your
point: I smoke.

Mr. NORTON: I will not go any further
on that matter, but I think you. Mr. Acting
Speaker, understand what I mean.

There are a number of methods of ad-
ministering fluorine. There are tabletsstanis fluoride in toothpaste, and th
fluoride which dentists paint onto the
teeth. All of those are helpful but none
successful unless the person who is
receiving treatment is prepared to keep up
with dental hygiene at all times.

I wish now to quote from the seco~nd
memorandum on fluoridation under the
heading of "Fluoridation of Public Water
Supplies". It reads as follows--

"Joint Meeting of Advisory Commit-
tees on Dental Health Services and
Therapeutic Agents: Thursday 7th
April. 1960, at 2 p.m., Conference Room
(No. 5), Locarno House, Schoeman
Street, Pretoria.
"I. At a recent meeting Of this De-

partment's Advisory Committees on
Dental Health Services and Therapeu-
tic Agents the following resolution was
inter alla adopted:-

"Whereas Fluorine is of value In par-
ticular circumstances (E.G. In cases of
children during the years of tooth cal-
cification) as a preventive measure in
dental caries, there are other aspects
and Procedures, such as suitable diet,
adequate nutrition, and oral hygiene
which may have a similar and even
greater value in the control of dental
caries.

"Because of the narrow margin of
safety..

I emphasise "because of the narrow
margin of safety",. To continue-

*. ... the Committee also directs atten-
tion to the number of safeguards which
are considered essential by the Expert
Committee on Fluoridation of water
where this is to be cardied out-vide
World Health Organization Technical
Report Series, No. 146."

Further on it is stated as follows:-
Another reason for opposing fluorida-
tion of drinking water supplies Is that
fluoride may inhibit dental caries to a
certain extent but contributes nothing
to the removal of the root cause of
tooth decay, namely, diets deficient in
essential food factors.

There is no doubt that fluoride is a
poison, as far as I can find out from
inquiries, and the answers I have received
to questions. The poison 1080 is one of
the fluoride compounds and I do not think
there is any argument in that respect.
Fluoride is like many other poisons when
administered in controlled and small doses:
it is quite harmless. It has a cumula-
tive effect and it might take 30 or 40
years before various allergies are likely to
manifest themselves. Actually, no assess-
ment has been made of its effect in com-
bination with other minerals. I will again
quote from the memorandum under the
heading of "Artificial Fluoridation of
Water", as follows--

I have, among others, referred to
the lack of information concerning
the presence of minerals other than
fluorides in water In the American
studies, and, this information is of
very great importance as far as the
chronic toxicity of fluorides in drink-
ing water is concerned. Also the con-
centrations of the different salts (ions
and anions) in the water play an
important role in the determination
of the chronic toxicity of fluorides
present in such waters.

What is going to be our reaction as far
as the Perth water supplies are concerned
when we realise that the waters being
pumped into our reservoirs contain no
less than 14 different minerals? Are those
minerals compatible with sodium fluoride,
or are they not? That is the question
which has not been answered and I do not
think it has ever been looked at.

Individuals have different tolerances.
This is actually quite an interesting study
in itself. It is quoted that children from
the same family have different tolerances
to fluoride. The investigation which I am
going to quote is rather interesting and
was carried out in Japan. It reads as
follows:-

The following items have been
revealed through the examination of
the oral cavity as well as of the whole
body of about 24,000 Populations in
279 fluoridated areas of various dis-
tricts in Japan for the purpose of the
preliminary investigation of the pre-
sent research of fluoridation.
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It goes on-
2. An excess quantity of fluorine

contained caused, in Japan, mottled
teeth, for instance, if we used the
same quantity as that reported from
America. The Quantity causing rela-
tively intense mottled teeth was 1.2
p.P.m. in the latitude of 40 0N. or
higher (the areas of Hokkaido and
Tohoku), 1.0 p.p.m. in 35 0N. (the
areas of Kanto, Chubu, Kinki and
Chugoku), 0.8 p.p.m. in 310N. (South-
ern part of Kyushu), and 0.6 ppm.
in 25 0N. (Formosa).

So it can be seen that even the latitude
makes a considerable difference to the
amount of fluoride which can be ingested,
even in one country. The book from
which I have been quoting cntains many
accounts of investigations made in various
Places and the effects of fluorine on dif-
ferent People. How are we to regulate the
dose so that there will be no undue effects
on various individuals? The recommended
quantity is one part per million of fluor-
ide. This is equal to one miligramn of
fluoride for every litre of water, or just
less than two pints.

This means that if anyone drinks over
two Pints of water in any one day-he
must not drink tea beyond that intake-
he has taken over the recommended dose
of fluoride. If the individual drinks six
cups of tea in addition to the two pints
of water, he has doubled the quantity of
fluoride he has consumed for that day.

Throughout the day, children drink
different quantities of water and one can-
not, in any way, regulate their intake.

When one looks at some of the reports
in respect of drinking water and the effect
of it, it would seem that there are many
harmful effects. One of the reports I have
here is in respect of diabetics. I should
like to quote a passage, and I mention that
this is in connection with the Army in
America. I quote-

Word from the Surgeon General's
Office, United States Army, indicates
the water requirement of man for
temperate climate varies with activity,
ranging from 900 cubic centimetres
per day under a regime of light activity
to 1 to 3 litres per day under condi-
tions of normal activity. In a hot
climate under conditions of moderate
activity the daily intake is 2 gallons
per day. With heavy exertion, the in-
take exceeds this amount.

With regard to diabetes, it says--
Further diabetes mellitus affects

many millions of people, including
children, and the diabetic, as a rule,
drinks very large quantities of water
daily.

This fluoridation would have an injurious
effect on that particular person. As I said
before, fluoride is only actually required

for those children who are in the age group
whose teeth are calcifying but, when one
goes beyond that age, one finds a very
different result.

There is quite an interesting article, and
this is contained in a slightly different
pamphlet to the one I have quoted from
before. This pamphlet is a reprint from
The Toxicology of Fluorine (Symposium)
in Bern and it is edited by Professor Doctor
T. Gordonoff. I quote-

1. Those of the studies of M. C.
Smith and H. B. Smith. In this
editorial it is stated: Mv. C. Smith and
H. B. Smith in their studies at St.
David, Arizona. found that of the
people using drinking water contain-
ing 1.6 to 4.0 parts per million of
fluorine at the ages of 12 to 14, 33 Per
cent, had caries: at ages 21 to 41,
nearly 100 per cent, had caries; from
24 to 41. 50 per cent. had all teeth
extracted and replaced by dentures.
The authors concluded from these data
that the teeth of the individuals of a
community in which comparatively
large amounts of fluorine are found,
in this case say 1.6 to 4.0 parts per
million, are structurally weak: in some
cases, the tooth structure being so
impaired as to crumble on attempts
to place fillings.

I think that statement is very telling and
is one which does not lean towards the
addition of fluoride to water, particularly
when one is getting into the older age
group.

I could go on for quite a long while
quoting the effects which fluorine has
on the various parts of the body. I
would suggest members take the oppor-
tunity of reading these booklets, which are
in the possession of this House-these par-
ticular ones are my own property but the
Clerks have these booklets. I would sug-
gest that members read them in order to
understand the different effects fluoride
has on different parts of the body. For in-
stance, it iitates here-

The ingestion of excessive quantites
of fluoride-

That is, sodium fluoride-
-enhances the deposition of calcium
in atherosclerotic blood vessels anid
in this way aggravates arteriosclerosis
and high blood pressure, two of the
most common diseases in western
civilisation.

That has reference to blood. Another thing
it says is that fluorine has an effect on the
blood and causes it not to congeal so
quickly and therefore there is a chance
of causing haemorrhage. Fluorine also has
a very direct action on the enzymes, which
were referred to by the member for Swan.
This article states-

The fluorine ion, being an active
enzyme poison, may be a factor in
triggering cancer which has many
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causes and is such a prevalent disease
of civillsation.

The article goes on to give a f ar more
detailed description of that. It deals with
many points, and one of the most imt-
portant things it indicates is that there is
quite a danger to the thyroid gland and
this can easily trigger off cancer in that
part of the body.

With the possibility of the addition of
fluoride to our water supplies, we are faced
with quite an extensive engineering prob-
lem. The member for Merredin-Yilgarn
dealt with the corrosive action of sodium
fluoride in the piping. America has found
some very big problems in this direction
and I will quote one or two of these so
as to give the H-ouse some idea of what is
actually taking place in America. First
of all I am going to quote, not from any
of the books I1 have previously quoted from,
but from a book which is in the Parlia-
mentary Library, and which is entitled,
The American Fluoridat ion Experiment.
And I quote from page 204-

Equally unanswerable is the even
more frightening problem of drop out
-the accumulation, at critical points
in the distributive system, of heavy
deposits of highly toxic fluoride salts.
The water engineer does not know
where these may occur and has no way
to find out.

Loss .1 p.p.m. could build up over
long period.

Meadow Brook Soft Water Laundry,
in North Andover, Massachusetts. The
town fluoridated the water supply in
1953 and soon afterwards the laundry
had trouble. The entire laundry load
would have brown cast. Found
deposits soft rust nearly one inch thick
in hot water system, when removed
found that baked enamel in filter
system had been corroded away. The
intake pipe connecting with the town's
water main clogged and leaked, and
when removed was found to be paper
thin. Fluoride had softened the heavy
rust that had collected on the inside
of the town's water mains over the
years. As it freed itself it was
carried along with the water and used
by the people in North Andover.

I wonder what is going to happen in Perth
as a result of brown water. To continue
quoting-

I have in my possession information
from the United States of America
that surface scrapings from pipes
carrying fluoridated water were found
to contain 3,600 to 8,000 p.p.m. of
fluoride (F) and that a sample of
water fluoridated to 1 p.p.rn. of
fluorine (fluoricie) at one time con-
tained 3.54 p.p.m. of fluorine and at
another time 2.8 p.p.m. of fluorine.

Everingham states: "The New York
States Department report for 1958
gives a variation in fluoride at taps in
8 fluoridated cities as 0.25 to 1.4 p.p.rn."

This is a rather telling letter which is
printed in this phanaphiet, and it is dated
the 28th February, 1962. It is published
in this journal in the following maknner:-

In his letter, dated February 28,
1962, Sargent, Superintendent of Wil-
mington's Watersystem, writes:
"To my Fellow Townsmen:

"As Superintendent of Wilmington's
water system, it has been my respon-
sibility to add sodium fluoride to our
water since 1955. Having had close
contact with this toxic material and
feeling a deep concern for the people
of Wilmington, I am compelled to re-
port to you on this situation before you
vote next Saturday on whether or not
to continue fluoridating our water
supply.

"Since the installation of the fluor-
idator at the pumping station, there
has been a series of breakdowns of
that equipment due to corrosion of the
metal parts. I have been asked how
much longer it will be before the same
thing happens to pipes, meters, hot
water tanks and household plumbing,
even though the concentration in the
fluoridator is much stronger than in
the system. It is my duty to report
that I have already observed an in-
crease in corrosion throughout the
town since we started adding fluoride
to our water.

"I must also notify the townspeople
that it has been impossible to maintain
the recommended I part per million.
This is the concentration which we
add to the water at the pumping
station; but tests of fluoride in the
lines have fluctuated from .4 to 1.4
parts per million, dangerously close to
1.5 parts per million which according
to the U.S. Public Health Service
makes the water unsafe for drinking
purposes.

"In view of these facts, I would
urge the voters of Wilmington to con-
sider carefully whether or not they
wish to continue adding sodium fluor-
ide to the public water supply. Per-
sonally, it is my conviction that the
water system should be used for the
sole purpose of supplying pure, potable
water, and the furnishing of sodium
fluoride and other drugs which have
been suggested for mass medication
through the water mains be left to
other more appropriate agencies.

Sincerely,
Edmund Sargent.'

There is another quotation in the other
Pamphlet which deals with the matter of
copper and which was referred to by the
member for Swan. It is headed-

Sidelight on Fluorine
Unequivocal evidence of the cost,

waste and danger of fluoridation has
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Come from Asbury Park, New Jersey,
which fluoridated its water supply in
1952. In response to an inquiry, the
Superintendent of the Water and
Sewer Departments, Joseph L.. Mauro
Jr., stated:

"Since the installation of the fluor-
idation equipment at the City of
Asbury Park Plumbing Station, there
has been a series of breakdowns of the
equipment due to corrosion of metal
Parts, etc."

Further down this statement continues-
Along the same lines, the views of

a boiler manufacturing company are
no less explicit.

The Coulter Copper & Brass Com-
pany of Toronto, in response to a letter
about the effects of fluoridated water
in Brantford, Ontario, on the com-
pany's product, said:

"The material from which our
boilers are fabricated is known as
E-verdur, which is a silicon bearin~g
copper, offering great resistance to
corrosion by normal water supply."

Then, referring to the effect of
fluoridation in Brantford, the company
said:

"This type of water does affect our
boilers more than water which is pure
or merely chlorinated."

I could continue to make quotations along
similar lines in respect of corrosion, but
as my time is running out I think I have
Quoted sufficient literature to make it
doubly clear that fluoride has a definite
corrosive action on metal and quite
definitely accumulates in any water supply
system. So it is possible to have, as it
were, ba!ls of fluoride passing through the
reticulation system, and one could ingest
an overdose of fluoride in that manner.

Mr, Ross Hutchinson: That is not true,
of course.

Mr. NORTON: it will be up to the Min-
ister to disprove it.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: it has been dis-
proved so many times.

Mr. Graham: The Minister has never
heard of it before.

Mr. NORTON: I would now like to quote
some comments from doctors. I know the
Minister does not appreciate these Quota-
tions, but we sat and listened to what be
had to say-

Mr. Graham: What an ordeal!
Mr. NORTON: -and we will now be

able to tell him something he does not
know.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You have my full
attention.

Mr. NORTON: I am glad to hear that.
This quotation is taken from the Second
Memorandum on the Artificial Fluorida-
tion of Drinking Water Supplies which was

published in the Republic of South Africa,
and reads as follows--

I believe Dr. J. R. Doty, represent-
ing the American Dental Association,
and Dr. J. D. Porterfield, representing
the State and Territorial Health
Officers Association; who, when asked
if their groups made any independent
research studies prior to endorsing
the fluoridation program, replied:
They did not.

I believe Dr. Alton Ochsner, bead
of the famed Cebsuer Clinic in New
Orleans and honorary life member of
the American Cancer Society, who
stated to me in a letter dated Feb. 9,
1961, that he had served on a com-
mittee to determine whether or not
the water supply in the City of New
Orleans should be fluoridated. He
spoke with Dr. C. C. Bass, dean
emeritus at Tulane University of
Medicine and who, for the past forty
years has been interested in the
pathology of teeth and is convinced
from his investigations that fluoride
causes periodontoclasia (pyorrhea) a
disease of the gums which causes the
loosening of teeth in older individuals.
and that fluoridation should not be
used until Dr. Bass is proven wrong.
Today New Orleans is not fluoridated.

I believe Dr. F. E. Ray, research
professor and director, Cancer Re-
search Laboratory, University of
Florida, who wrote me (Jan. 31, 1961):
"Although people say no one will be
harmed from fluoridation, there is
need for a good deal of investigation
of this subject, because we do not
have any firsthand information."

I could go on to quote quite a few more
paragraphs in this journal, but they are
available to any member who wishes to
read them, and should any member do
so he will agree that the whole matter
of the fluoridation of water supplies should
be put to the People of this State to de-
cide for themselves.

In conclusion, fluoridation represents an
unprecedented enlargement of the respon-
sibility and authority of the public health
services. There is no doubt it does, and
they do not know what they will come up
against in this respect. Fluoridation will
-subject the entire urban population to
treatment with a medication designed to
benefit a comparative few.

The programme provides no adequate
control of the dosage with respect to the
requirements and tolerances of individual
Patients, who may be young or old, well
or sick, allergic, or malnourished. The
results of treatment cannot be predicted
since there are no adequate preliminary
studies of the effects of artificially
fluoridated. water on children, anid none
whatsoever of the effects upon adults. It
takes 10 to 25 years for the cumulative
effect of fluorides on teeth or bones to
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manifest itself. I am not keen to support
the Bill, but I will support the seconid
reading in the hope that we can obtain
a referendum on the subject.

MR. HAWKE (Northam-Leader of the
Opposition) [10.10 p.m.]: I will try to be
as brief as possible in dealing with this
Bill. On the other occasion, when we had
a measure very similar to this before us,
my attitude was clear. In the first place.
I could not support the legislation, be-
cause I was not convinced there would not
be serious side effects resulting from the
intake of fluoride by people in the water
supply districts in Western Australia.

In the second place, it was my view
that this proposal was so drastic In Its
compulsion as to make it undemocratic
for this Parliament to go ahead and im-
pose such a compulsory system upon the
public without the public having any op-
portunity whatsoever to say whether it
was in favour of a compulsory system of
fluoridation of water supplies being im-
posed upon it.

The Bill before us contains no proposal
for a referendum. We have a rather in-
teresting Comparison on this point in
Western Australia at the present time,
because there is some agitation for the re-
tention of the archway which is below Par-
liament House. The Government has said
public opinion in regard to its retention, or
otherwise, should be tested. I cannot be-
lieve the Government wants to test public
opinion just for the fun of it, and I1 Only
mention this by way of illustration.

Whether the archway remains or does
not remain will not have the slightest
effect upon the health, certainly not Upon
the physical health, of any individual'in
Western Australia at this time, or at any
time in the future. Yet the Government
considers public opinion should be tested
on the matter. But in regard to this
terrifically important subject of fluorida-
tion of domestic water supplies, the Gov-
erment does not consider public opinion
should be tested. It does not consider it
should be taken any notice of whatsoever.
The Government arrogantly decides to go
straight ahead and, provided Parliament
agrees, impose this compulsory system
upon everybody in the water supply dis-
tricts in the State.

I was naturally very interested in the
remarks of the member for Wembley. He
said we must rely upon medical science in
connection with a. subject of this nature;
that is, the compulsory fluoridation of our
domestic water supplies. Up to a point,
I think we must depend upon medical
science for guidance as to whether this is
a safe proposition with which to go ahead.

The member for Wembley did not quote
many authorities in favour of fluoridation;
he did not quote as many authorities in
favour of it as the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, and the member for Gas-

coyne, quoted against it. So what is the
decision of medical science upon this
issue? Very clearly medical science
throughout the world is divided.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Very dispropor-
tionately.

Mr. HAWKE: I think it is open to
question whether it is disproportionate.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is not.
Mr. HAWKE: When a medical associa-

tion in America, Great Britain, Australia,
or any other country makes a declaration
through its small governing council, most
members of the association would feel
some loyalty towards the decision, and
would not be over-anxious to come out
publicly and declare themselves against
such a decision.

I know some dentists in Perth who are
strongly opposed to fluoridation, but they
are a bit scared to come out publicly and
make a declaration along those lines.
However, it is clear medical Science, a~s
such, Is divided. The fact that some
leading medical scientists in the world
are opposed to the fluoridation of water
Supplies, and are afraid of likely side
effects, surely should make each one of
us extremely cautious about voting to
put into operation a system of this kind.

It must be also remembered that
medical science is not infallible; it has
not reached the stage of having success-
fully covered every disease and complaint
to which the flesh is heir. I suppose it
would not be denied that medical science
approved of the drug thalidomide; I
suppose it would not be denied that
medical science has approved of the con-
traceptive pill; I1 suppose it would not be
denied that medical science has approved
of the drug LSD. Yet we know what
developed out of taking the drug thali-
domide; we know what it is thought is
happening in many instances, or in some
instances, in regard to the taking of the
contraceptive pill; and we know what has
happened, to some extent, in regard to the
drug L2SD.

I suppose if the records were examined
over a considerable number of Years it
would be found the drugs which were
fully approved by medical science at the
time they first came out would be found
to have been dangerous because of , the
side effects which developed in people
who had been taking one or other of
those drugs.

I was very interested in the case which
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
brought before the House concerning the
man who died. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, in his conclusion in regard
to the cause of death in this case, claimed
it had been brought about by fluoride
poisoning. The member for Wembley, to
whose opinion we must naturally give
some weight, took an opposite view. He
read in full the autopsy report of this
case. We all listened very carefully to
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his reading of the report. 1 am sure most
of us, as we listened, came to the conclu-
sion that this particular individual was
suffering from almost every disease known
to man.

Mr. J. Hegney: Too right.
Mr. HAWKE: Yet the member for

Wembley amazed all of us by finally say-
ing that, in his opinion, this man had
died from pneumonia. I am happy to see
the honourable member smiling--even
laughing.

Mr. Court: I think I would accept his
diagnosis before that of the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition.

Mr. HAWKE: Naturally the Minister
would say that. He might have some
justification for saying it.

Mr. Court: One of them happens to be
a doctor.

Mr. HAWKE: That is so. I say I agree
completely with the member for Wembley
the immediate cause of death was pneu-
monia, but not the basic cause. He knows
as well as I pneumonia can supervene
very quickly in a case where a person is
suffering from some illness or other, and
bring about the death of that person: but
I am sure the member for Wembley would
not in such a case claim the basic cause
of death was pneumonia.

Dr. Henn: I did not say it was.
Mr. HAW]KS: I think that is the Im-

portant point.
Dr. Henn: I think what killed the man

was pneumonia.
Mr. HAWKE: I agree. The immediate

cause of death was the supervention of
pneumonia upon all the other troubles
and disabilities this man had.

Mr. Graham: Simpler than that, it was
a heart stoppage.

Mr. HAWKE: To prove the basic cause
of death was not pneumonia but fluoride
poisoning, I refer to the document which
was quoted by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Wembley.
The very heading is enough to show
fluoride played a most Important part in
bringing about the death of this poor
fellow. It is, "Chronic Fluoride Intoxica-
tion with fluorotic Radiculomyelopathy,"
This is written by Bertram J. L. Sauer-
brurin, M.D., Charles M. Ryan, M.D.,
F.A.C.P., and James P. Shaw, M.D. I do
not want to quote very much froml this
statement, because the heading Itself is
enough.

Mr. Court: How old was this person?
Mr. RAWKE: I think a few days older

than the Minister.
Mr. Court: If I remember rightly he had

been on fluoridated water for over 40
years.

Mr. HAWKE: That has at great deal to
do with the matter. because it supports
the argument of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. Court: Just the reverse.
Mr. HAWKE: This person had been on

fluoridated water for ninny years.
Mr. Court, More than double the

normal dose.
Mr. HAWKE: Exactly. The Minister

is deserting the member for Wembley and
coming over to our side.

Mr. Court; He explained that point and
did so very well. Even I could understand
him.

M1r. HAWKE: I would have thought the
strength of the argument which the mem-
ber for Wemabley might have used was in
the fact that fluoridated water which this
individual had been consuming was very
powerful In fluorine content. However,
the honourable member sought to estab-
lish, and indeed did claim, the cause of
death wais pneumonia. I am sure in his
inner mind the Minister for Industrial
Development agrees pneumonia was only
the immediate cause of death, and It
supervened on the other illnesses from
which he was suffering.

Mr. Tonkin; The member for Wemabley
went further. He said the fluoride intake
had nothing to do with the matter.

Mr. HAWKE: I am very interested in
the argument about what happened at
Princess Margaret Hospital. What the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition had to
say was based upon information given to
him by a dentist who was interested in
one of these children in a practical way.
Hie related to the House what had been
given to him by the dentist. Surely that
is fair enough.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Did you hear
him?

Mr. HAWKE: Yes, I beard him and I
understood him-which is very import-
ant.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You understand
what you want to understand.

Mr. HAWKE: The Dcputy Leader of
the Opposition tonight has been in tele-
phonic communication with the dentist on
the initiative of the dentist: and, further
on the initiative of the dentist, the De-
Duty Leader of the Opposition has been in
telephonic communication with the
mother of the child. Both the dentist and
the mother say very clearly that at the
clinic of the Princess Margaret Hospital
information was given to indicate the
eczema condition which had developed in
the child was the result of the taking of
fluoride tablets. On the advice of those in
the clinic at the time, the taking of these
tablets was discontinued, and within a
short time the eczema condition dis-
appeared.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Yet the medical
director of that hospital said this did not
happen, and that no child had been there
suffering from the effects of the tablets.
The taking of the tablets could have been

1355



1356 ASSEMBLY.]

discontinued because it was thought that
would do the mother some good.

Mr. HAWKE: I am telling the House
about the information which has been
given by the dentist, and later by the
mother of the child, to the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition. I would hope within
the next day or so this whole matter will
be cleared up absolutely, so that there
will be no misunderstanding or further
confusion.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I hope so, too.
Mr. HAWKE: Medical science is not so

clever about the treatment of eczema or
dermatitis. if that is so, I do not know
whether I am prepared to accept the view
of those associated with medical science
who advocate the fluoridation of water
supplies. I know of an eczema case which
I can vouch for. The person suffering from
the complaint had gone to a general prac-
titioner who prescribed some ointment and
tablets, hut they did not do any good. He
then went to a leading skin specialist in
Perth, in the partnership of McGlashan
and Macmillan, The specialist subjected
him to ray treatment, and injected some
new American drug-I think from the Min-
ister's favourite city o± Chicago-and after
a time the condition became worse
and worse. Medical science could not do
anything about a cure; it succeeded only
in making the condition worse.

By a sheer fluke the sufferer from the
eczema condition made contact with an
old Assyrian chemist who cleared it up
completely within a week-not by drugs,
not by ray treatment, but by diet. If
medical science cannot cure an eczema
condition, there is all the more reason
why we should be very cautious indeed in
accepting the supporting views of some
medical men on the fluoridation of water
supplies, even if there were no medical
men of standing in the world who were
opposed to fluoridation.

However, as there are many such men
strongly opposed to fluoridation, we have
another reason, and a very powerful one.
why this matter should be approached
with great caution. The member for
Wemibley asked, "Would officers of the
Public Health Departmient in Western
Australia recommend the fluoridation of
water supplies if they thought for one
instant even one baby was likely to be
detrimentally affected?" Of course, none
of us would think they would make such
a recommendation if they had fears about
the safety of what they were recommend-
ing.

But, as I have already shown, medical
science has made mistakes in the past,
just the same as every other group in a
community has made mistakes. Medical
science is not infallable-it is not total
in its knowledge of sickness and diseases.
We know the common cold has not
yet been conqiuered by medical science.

We know cancer is a disease about
which medical science knows very little.
Could the member for Wembley, for in-
stance, tell me with assurance that the
taking of fluoride in water could not bring
about a cancerous condition, or could not
make worse an already existing cancerous
condition in a person?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: On the best of
evidence he could answer you.

Mr. HAWKE: I know he could not.
What causes cancer?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The incidence is
no different in communities where the
people have drunk fluoridated water all
their lives.

Mr. HAWKE: What causes it? Of course,
the Minister does not know; and medical
science does not know. As I say, although
we must have great respect for medical
science, we must not blindly accept every-
thing every doctor says about every
health problem.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I quite agree.
Mr. HAWKE: We are making some pro-

gress with the Minister.
Mr. Rjoss Hutchinson: We are nearly on

the same wave length.
My. HAWKE: That is an achievement

of no mean order. In fact, it is one of the
best results I have achieved during my long
term in this Parliament and I am greatly
encouraged.

Mr. Graham: Light is dawvning over
there.

Mr. HAWKE: I would have thought
the member for Wembley, in particular,
and the Minister when he replies, wou!hl
concentrate to a large extent Upon show-
ing the unreliability in this subject of
the several authorities quoted by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the
member for Gascoyne, and other mem-
bers who have quoted scientific and medi-
cal authorities who are strongly opposed
to the fluoridation of water supplies.

I think the Minister has no right what-
soever to ask members of this Parlament
to support this measure unless the Minis-
ter or some other mnember on the Govern-
ment side of the House can show that
the authorities quoted against fluorida-
tion of water supplies are unreliable; and
it would not be enough, in this regard, for
the Minister to say that Professor so-
and-so, or Doctor so-and-so, or Mr.
so-and-so, although an acknowledged
authority in health matters, is also, x(~e
understand, interested in music.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: All of these argu-
mernts have been weighed by biochemists
and authorities and have been found to
be wanting. The last time this Bill
was introduced I told of a number of
authorities quoted by the honourable
member that had been discredited com-
pletely. i
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Mr. HAWKE: I know the Minister's
methods of discrediting people who dis-
agree with him. At times he has tried
to discredit me when I have disagreed
with him, but tonight I find a most ac-
ceptable degree of agreement developing
between us. That is all to the good and
should be encouraged; but it is not suf-
ficient for the Minister to say that Doctor
so-and-so who opposes fluoridation, Pro-
fessor so-and-so who opposes fluoridation,
and Mr. so-and-so who opposes it are dis-
credited.

That is no good. The Minister has to
produce proof as to why they are not to
be accepted-as to why some reasonable
degree of attention is not to be paid to
their views, which are strongly in opposi-
tion to the fluoridation of water supplies.
That is the task which is upon the Minis-
ter 's shoulders, and I would trust he would
do his best to discharge that task suc-
cessfully.

The Minister seems to place some .stress
upon the fact that some Labor people
support the fluoridation of water supplies.
That does not prove anything.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson; I said, "even
some." That is only a minor thing.

Mr. HAWKE: It is also true-and per-
haps more so in regard to numbers-
that some supporters of the Liberal Party
are strongly opposed to fluoridation..

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I suppose they
are.

Mr. HAWKE: The Minister only sup-
poses they are. He is in for a shock. A
new Liberal Party is developing in the
balmy atmosphere of the hills. I think
the member for Darling Range is already
feeling their hot breath on the back of his
neck. Quite a number of those people are
taking the step they are taking because
of the Government's policy of the com-
pulsory fluoridation of public water Sup-
plies. They not only oppose the fluorida-
tion of public water supplies, but they
oppose the arrogant action of the Govern-
ment and its supporters in forcing this
fluoridated water down the throats of every
citizen in the community, irrespective of
whether that person wants to take fluoride
into his or her system or not.

The fluoridation of Public water sup-
plies is going to involve the Government
in the first instance in heavy capital costs.

Mr. Kelly: It has got plenty.
Mr. HAWKE: Yet, at this time we have

the State Treasurer, supported by other
members of his Government, coming along
and loading all sorts of additional taxes
and charges upon the people. One would
think Western Australia was broke at the
present time, Judging by the terrific bur-
den of additional taxes and charges being
put upon the people. One would not think
the Government had hundreds of
thousands of dollars to spare to spend in

a capital way on the installation of this
system in the first place.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: This will Save a
tremendous amount of money so far as
the people are concerned in regard to
dental expenses alone.

Mr. Graham: Guessing again.
Mr. HAWKE: We will agree with that

if the Minister gets any satisfaction from
it: but the fact is the Government, as
such, will have to find the money to meet
this capital expenditure to install the
mechanism necessary to enable the water
supplies to be fluoridated. The Govern-
ment has to find that money; and subse-
quently the Governmnent has to find annu-
ally, from Consolidated Revenue, the
amount of money necessary to purchase
the fluoride and to have it integrated into
the water supplies.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It will save the
people a great amount of money on dental
expenses.

Mr. HAWKE: I think the Minister is
confusing Government expenditure with
cxpenditure of individual citizens.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: They are related,
Mr. HAWKE: Not in the financial sense

in which I am approaching this matter.
The Government has to find the loan
moneys which will have to be expended
in installing the capital equipment re-
quired to fluoridate the public water sup-
Plies. The Government as such will have
to find each year from Consolidated
Revenue the amount of money required
annually to purchase the fluoride and in-
corporate it in the water supplies.

Mr. Bovell: Like lt has to for Other
social services; and this is a social service.

Mr. Graham: Go back to sleep!
Mr. HAWKE: Here we have the Minister

for Lands coming out of one of his reveries
to tell us the Government will have to
find the money for this purpose the same
as it has to find it for other purposes.

Mr. Bovell: For other social services, I
said; and this Is a social service to the
community.

Mr. Jamieson: We will be penalised for
this one, too.

Mr. HAWEKE: We know the Government
will have to find the money for this legis-
lation if it becomes law. I was hoping the
Minister for Lands would make a contri-
bution to this debate which would be help-
ful and perhaps new.

Mr. Kelly: His gems of wisdom!
Mr. HAWKE: All the Minister comes up

with is the Profound declaration that the
Government will have to find the money
for this legislation the same as it does for
other social services.

Mr. Bovell: Because this is a social
service.

Mr. HAWKE: I am pleased the Treasurer
is not here to listen to the interjection of
the Minister.
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Mr. Hovell: It is the responsibility of
the Government to find it.

Mr. HAWKE: The Treasurer would be
overcome to think that such a Profound
declaration could come at this hour of
night from one of his senior Ministers!

Mr. novell: I am making a point, but
you are deliberately trying to be dense.

Mr. HAWKE: The Minister does not have
to try to be dense: it comes naturally to
him.

Mr. Bovell: That is a matter of opinion,
and I do not respect your opinion on this
occasion.

Mr. HAWKE: Every time the Minister
for Lands and I have a difference of
opinion, we usually finish up on a most
friendly basis; and I think we will on this
occasion. However, if it gives the Minister
for Lands any satisfaction, I agree totally
with his profound and fundamental
observation on the point.

Mr. Bovell: We might afterwards have
a drink of this water you are talking
about!

Mr. HAWKE: I think this proposal is
dangerous. I am not a scare-merchant.
but I think there could be a great deal of
danger in the fluoridation of public water
supplies. I would be as anxious as anyone
else to preserve to the greatest degree
possible the teeth of our young people, but
I think we are niot entitled to take action
to bring about a greater preservation of
teeth in our young people which could at
the same time endanger the health and
well-being of a number of other People in
the community.

If the Government could separate the
two propositions, I would be 100 per cent.
with it; but it cannot. The two go
together, and the Government in this
matter is prepared to take a risk which
I am not prepared to take.

A way does exist by which the teeth of
young people can be preserved more than
normally, and that is by the taking of
fluoride tablets. That system is working
now to some extent and it could be en-
couraged and assisted by the Government.
When we take into consideration all the
money the Government proposes to make
available as capital cost for the purchase
of the machinery and so on necessary to
establish this system, and all the money
which will have to be provided for the pur-
chase of the fluoride. I doubt whether It
would cost the Government any more, or
as much, to make available free tablets
to all children in the appropriate age
range.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You are not far
from being right, but it would not be a
public health measure. It does not cover
the situation, and does not-

Mr. HAWKE: The Minister has agreed
that I am nearly right-

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Up to a point, on
cost.

Mr. HAWKE: -which shows that the
Minister and I are getting closer and closer
together.

Mr. Lewis: I can see You supporting the
Bill directly.

Mr. HAWKE: Some local authorities in
Western Australia already make available
fluoride tablets free of charge to the child-
ren in their areas. I am sure other local
authorities could be encouraged to par-
ticipate in a co-operative effort of that
kind; and under that system every child in
Western Australia, within the appropriate
age range, would be able to have fluoride
tablets free. This would meet the point
raised by the member for Narrogin, who
talked about children with imprudent par-
ents. Every child could be catered for.

The Minister might argue that we could
not cater for every child in the appropri-
ate age group. We might miss out a few
here and there, but we could cover the maj-
ority of them, especially through the
schools, the Parents and citizens' associa-
tions, and the individual Parents them-
selves. In that way the whole field would
be fairly substantially covered, and by
doing that we would avoid the risk which
scares me of compelling every citizen in
every water supply district to take this
fluoride Into his or her system through the
consumption of water, either in its natural
form or in tea or in whatever other form
it would be taken into the human system.

I hope the Government will give much
more serious and detailed consideration to
this matter than it appears yet to have
done. If finally It is determined to go ahead,
and is not prepared to listen to reasonable
suggestions, then it seems to me that the
Government Will be failing absolutely in
Its responsibility to the public If it does
not include in this legislation, before It
is approved by both Houses of Parliament,
a Provision that a referendum of the people
shall be taken in each water supply dis-
trict, or in the State, before any compul-
wory fluoridation of public water supply
systems Is imposed upon the people.

MR. JArMESON (Eeeloo) [10.48 p.m.]:
I feel rather diffident about entering into
this debate because I do not like sitting
on the fence on issues. I want to establish
very clearly now that on this issue I am
on the top Of the Pickets. I believe to some
degree that fluoride has a beneficial effect
on the enamel of the teeth. I do not think
this has been disputed by anyone during
the course of the debate. However. I also
believe that no-one has Positively estab-
lished that no Problems are associated with
mass fluoridation.

In the arguments so far submitted, the
zeal of those opposed to the fluoridation of
water supplies has pretty well evenly
matched the rather arrogant attitude of
those who support the move. This arrogant
attitude has been adopted not only by those
in the Chamber who support the proposal,
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but also by those who have spoken on be-
half of the Health Education Council. I
have heard particularly Mr. Carr on this
matter, and he is so convinced in his own
mind that he leaves little scope for argu-
ment. It does the Health Education
Council little good to have an officer
like him, because whenever he par-
ticipates in a discussion, particularly on
TV-and this refers not only to fluorida-
tion, but that is the matter under dis-
cussion at the moment-he has an
unfortunate mannerism which rubs people
up the wrong way. I suggest the arrogant
attitude of those who are supporting this
measure on behalf of the Government is,
indeed, doing just about the same thing.

With regard to the placing of fluoride
in the water supplies, I am net very much
concerned, except that there are other
effects which could occur in the future.
Referring to what is supplied to us by the
Water Supply Department, I will quote
from a speech the Minister delivered on
the 12th September, 1963, wherein he
stated as follows:-

I will obtain a list for the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition; but one
chemical which readily springs to mind
is chlorine.

The Minister is discussing the number of
other chemicals already in the water sup-
ply. To continue-

In addition, there is alum, caustic
soda, copper sulphate, and Probably
half a dozen others, if not considerably
more.

The bore water referred to by the mem-
ber for Gascoyne contains 14 chemicals,
and that bore water is pumped into our
water system. It will be seen that we are
virtually receiving aL chemical soup and not
pure water these days. Whether the addi-
tion of fluoride will cause a reaction I am
not competent to say; and I do not think
anybody in this H-ouse is competent to
say. Therefore we could be doing some-
thing that might appear to be in the best
interests of the community, but In the long
run could prove to be unpalatable.

This matter has caused many arguments
and I have heard arguments in the party
councils also. I1 have seen reports brought
down by experts but they have not been
accepted by the multitude, because it was
felt there was still some doubt. That is
the situation in this House. There have
been many reports from experts and one
is inclined, when not being convinced, to
delay and lean on the opinions of others.
We have seen this happen in the House
tonight.

We have heard quoted letters from doc-
tors. obviously, the persons using those
letters have some doubts in their minds.
They are relying on somebody else's
opinion to bolster their case. Fortunately,
this has occurred on both sides of the
House: on the side of those for, and on
the side of those against. If those people

were thoroughly convinced, they would not
use opinions expressed by other people.
They are entitled, as always, to use facts
and figures to support their Case, but to
use opinions expressed by other people is
evidence of a doubtful situation.

Opinions are opinions, from wherever
they are secured. Sometimes they are
right, anid sometimes they are wrong. Like
legal opinions, one can be given one on
this hand, and one on that hand, and they
can both be right. From that point of view
there are too many escapes in opinions and
we have to agree that the facts are what
we have to go on; and we have not enough
facts at this juncture.

There are several matters which have
concerned me. I have heard debates and
arguments outside Parliament on this issue.
I have heard University students, drawn
from all faculties, argue whether it is a
desirable feature or not. I have heard
people who proposed supporting the mat-
ter, in such circumstances virtually oppos-
ing their own motion because they were
not sure. On study, they were convinced
that there could be doubts. There could
be eff ects on other sections of the body
after excessive build-up of fluoride. With
this thought in their minds, they have
been Prepared to support the matter with
reservations and all sorts of provisos. In
those circumstances, one icannot get a clear
indication.

From what knowledge we can gain, the
Country Party itself is not very sure
within its own ranks. Like some other
parties, it does not have open doors at
conferences. We are ied to believe by Press
reports that that party debated this matter
and it was supported by a very small
majority. Then several days later, it was
reported that the party was having a
second look at the matter and debating
some proviso which should be adopted and
made a policy of the Government with
regard to the fluoridation of public water
supplies.

Here again, there Is a degree of second
thought. I have also heard arguments
about the effect of fluoridated water on
agriculture; that Is, water for irrigation.
It has been argued that on occasions
fluoridated water has caused a f alling off
in the production of milk. Fluoride
obviously causes a hardening of bone
structure, just as it hardens the teeth.
This is obvious. So it will harden bone
structure in other circumstances and
create another Problem so that the cows
will not get sufficient calcium to produce
a full amount of milk. That is the reason
given for the falling off in milk production.
It has also been stated that fluoride has
affected crops. I do not know to what
degree; I am not capable of examining
such a situation.

While I am prepared to go along with
the various kinds of medication we accept
in the community these days-I refer to
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such things as those to which my family
always subscribe-I would not subscribe
to inoculation for the rose bushes, or the
lawn, or the fowls, or whatever else I
have. However, under the terms of this
proposal all those extraneous possesions
which belong around our homes have to
be doused with a dosage of fluoride. They
will receive fluoride the same as the
people using the water for drinking or
cooking. I say that when we are com-
pulsorily medicated on a basis such as
this, we are possibly carrying medication
too far.

It has been stated by interjection, and
by reference from a few who have spoken
in support of the measure on behalf of
the Government, that the very source of
the opposition to fluoridation has been
discredited or mainly discredited. I
hasten to mention the fact that I have
yet to see any discrediting of the attitude
of the French Department of Health. It
has a very clear and unmistakable belief
on this matter. This raises some concern
in my mind because the French, if any-
thing, are less conservative than other
people in medical reforms.

it will be noted that early in history
many reforms in medicine occurred first
in France, In France they were prepared
to take a forward step on such issues.
However, on this matter the majority of
advisers in France obviously say "No."
That raises doubts in my mind and there is
some justification for thinking that, there
could be problems associated with the
fluoridation of water.

]Despite the fact that people, such as the
Minister handling the Bill, are obviously
convinced that those are facts which are
not to be taken into consideration, I would
say they are. In the main, of course, most
of the people in the community would not
care much what they were getting so long
as it looked clean and so long as the house-
wife had clean water for washing. Most
people would not know what was in the
water.

There is a small percentage of people,
such as the Pure Water Committee and
others, who take a vital interest in it but
these numbers are no more than the pro-
tect-the-arch group in the community.
I would say that percentage, in itself, is
a very small percentage, but represents the
people who really care.

The vast majority of the community
only accept their responsibilities of caring
in any way through the attitude of the
member representing them in this Parlia-
ment, Because of this we, as members of
Parliament, have to be rather careful in
what we decide to do.

Once again. I find myself going along the
lines of talking against my usual attitude;
that is, if there is a matter dealing
with a socialising principle, I usually
wholeheartedly support the intention.
Twice this year I have found myself in a

situation where I have been somewhat
opposed to it, although on this occasion
I am fence-sitting-I am not fully opposed
to it.

If a member of the public had gone into
the gallery and did not know the way the
House was divided and had no previous
knowledge, I suggest that if we asked
him which side was the socialist side and
which side was the anti-socialist side, he
would never guess correctly, after listening
to the debate, which side was which.

From the background on this issue, it
is rather amazing that such strong sup-
port can come for a principle; and this is
a principle which some of the people in
the community are objecting to, particui-
larly one who, besides clicking his teeth
at the Minister, gave several rather Nazi
salutes early in the debate. He is convinced
this is an overall communist plot. I would
not go so far as to say that-in fact, I
support the principle. Even the Minister
for Forests indicated it was a mode of
socialised service. No doubt it is a socialised
service because the State will be providing
it and it will be providing it for all the
people. Possibly this could be put forward
on the lines of some form of socialised
improvement-if one likes to call it that-
but I doubt whether, on this occasion, it Is
desirable to bring about such a reform to
compel all people to be associated with it
when the damage it may cause is not fully
known.

There is not much else I wish to say.
I am quite satisfied that the addition of
fluoride to the system has the effect of
harden ing the enamel on the teeth. There
is -no doubt in my mind that this is the
effect, but whether it has any adverse
eff ects on the system, I do not know. I
have not heard any argument that has
convinced me one way or the other. I
have heard a lot of argument but as I
say, I have not heard any argument which
would convince me one way or the other.
Consequently, I am in complete doubt on
this issue. At this stage, I am a very
confirmed fence-sitter but I intend to
support the proposition if it is proposed-
and it will be, I understand-at a later
stage of the debate to have a referendum.
I support this idea because I am a person
who has not made up his mind as to
what should be done in this matter.
There must be many like me and, possibly,
it would be the ideal thing to let the
people decide the issue.

There is one other feature I would like
to mention and that is when I chided him
by asking, "Would this be a penalty on
the part of the Grants Commission to this
State for including this social service", the
Minister said, "No: it is in New South
Wales." However, it is in New South
Wales with a difference; it is not a com-
pulsory measure in So far as it is allowed
to be done by the water boards. It is true
that certain water boards have done it but
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other water boards have not. At the
moment the commission would be hard
pressed to grant it is a general rule in
New South Wales. However, it will be a
general rule here because there will be no
doubt--the legislation will specify that
this will be the case. I do not think this
situation will entirely escape the rigours
of the Grants Commission survey because
it went to the extent of having a look
at Parliamentary salaries, as the Minister
is well aware, on the last occasion it
was in Perth. I suggest that we have to
see that improving our social services
does not further jeopardise our financial
position.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Now that you feel
that way, I cannot see you have any
chance of getting on the Grants Commis-
sion.

Mr. JAMIESON: Perhaps the House will
be tolerant enough to permit me to ex-
press the opinion that I am glad Mr.
Phillips has been replaced as chairman of
the Grants Commission.

From my own observations, and these
are observations strictly on the basis of
what I have seen in this House, the only
party that is really decided on this issue
seems to be the Liberal Party. The
members of that party seem to be
sold on the idea completely. One hears
there is a breakaway group which is not
happy with it, but those who are members
of the Liberal Party-as we know it-seem
to have accepted the proposition that it is
required; and, as such, they seem to have
bound themselves either by the action of
the party or the action of their own con-
sciences. Their action would seem re-
markable otherwise, because this is an issue
on which we have been so over-advised.

Only with one other exception have we
had more advice and that is, of course, on
margarine quotas. As I say, with that
one exception we have never been as over-
advised in any matter as we are on this
one, and it is rather surprising that some
of the members on the opposite side of
the House do not hold divergent views.
No one could tell me that comes about
strictly by chance. There is a line-up
somewhere and it becomes rather obvious
that it is a party line-up and this could
be dangerous on such a matter as this.

We have seen various non-party issues
in this House on liquor, gambling and
such matters, where there has been an ob-
vious divergence of opinion, and members
have voted accordingly. However, on this
occasion, it does not appear to me as if
there is a genuine attempt to vote accord-
ingly on this issue. I reiterate that the
actual views of the Australian Labor
Party in its ccuncils on this subject are
that the Labor Party could not be con-
vinced there was a desirable policy to fol-
low despite the findings of the expert com-
mittee which went into this matter over
a Period of some three years.

That is the general trend of my
thoughts. I cannot further advance them,
nor would I match the dissertations of the
Minister, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and others who have put for-
ward the various cases. None of these
speakers has got past the fact-the funda-
mental fact-that there is no doubt that
fluoride will improve dental enamel, Of
course, under certain circumstances, it
will do other things to teeth. The fact
that the French authorities are opposed to
fluoridation has not been explained. No
doubt the French authorities are opposed
to it because they gave it very deep
consideration before making their deter-
mination.

I am sure fluoridation warrants the
serious consideration of every member of
this House before he makes up his mind
whether he will vote one way or
the other. At this juncture I say I am not
clear on it and I am not prepared to make
a decision, but I am prepared to say that
if the people by majority want to make
a decision, that is their democratic rigaht
and they can exercise it.

MR. EVANS (Kalgoorlie) 11.-10 p.m.]:
At this late stage of the debate, having
heard a great deal of argument advanced
by those who are in favour of fluoridation
of water supplies and argument by those
who are against it, and having been, like
every other member of this House, a
recipient of a voluminous quantity of
literature on this subject, I can honestly
claim to have absorbed large measures
of fluoride both -aurally and optically.
However, that does not mean that I am
a full bottle on the subject, by any means.

At the outset I wish to indicate that
I have 100 per cent. respect for the views
expressed by my colleagues, but on this
occasion I do not share their views, and I
clearly enunciate that I intend to support
this measure.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Congratulations.
Mr. EVANS: I take my stand and justify

it on the grounds I have not been con-
vinced that the dangers that have been
enumerated to the House wll be a natural
result of fluoridation. I have not been
convinced that they will, or may, ever
occur. It is cogent to contend that if
such dangers were real or imminent, ex-
amples close to home would have been
available for citation and for close exam-
ination, because there are areas in Aus-
tralia where People have been drinking-
fluoridated water for some time.

Having made that statement, I am
quite certain that in the event of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition moving
amendmuents in Committee to qualify this
legislation so that it is the will of Parlia-
ment. that the Act will only be proclaimed
if it is endorsed by a majority decision
of the electors of Western Australia, I
will not object to supporting him in Such
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a move. Further, if the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, at the appropriate
stage, moves to include in the Bill -a pro-
vision that, upon a person claiming his
health has adversely suffered as a result
of ingesting fluoride-and the onus upon
such a person is great-such person should
have the right of action against the Crown,
I would support the Deputy Leader in
such a, move.

However, unlike the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition I cannot visualize such a
'claim being made if the Government ac-
cedes to the request for such an amend-
ment to the Bill. I cannot see a claim
such as that being accepted by our courts.
Nevertheless if a claim along these lines
were advanced I am of the opinion it
would be debated in the forum of our law
courts and, with all due respect to our
Parliament, there the subject and the
issues Involved would receive a truer test-
ing than in our Legislature, In this
Chamber a question is decided on num-
bers. It is an old truism that a Govern-
ment can do anything it wishes provided
it has the requisite numbers. It is hoped,
of course, that that axiom will never
be applied to our courts of law.

So if the question arose of whether a
Person's health had suffered adversely as
a result of absorbing fluoride which had
been put into our domestic water supply,
this question and the issues involved would
result in medical evidence being fully
tested, and the conclusion arrived at by
the court of law, so far as the community
in general was concerned, would probably
be accepted more readily than some of the
decisions which emanate from Parlia-
ment when such decisions would appear
to be against the immediate interests of
the community at large.

I do not wish to weary the House, but
I repeat that I will support the measure
with the reservation that I Intend to exer-
cise my right to support a move for a
referendum on the issue, or the right to
support any amendment which will pro-
vide to any person who feels aggrieved be-
cause his health has been adversely
affected as a result of being compelled to
absorb fluoride through our domestic
water supplies, the right of action to ap-
peal to our law courts. I support the
second reading of the Hill.

MR. DUNN (Darling Range) C 11.18
p.m.]: During the debate on the Bill over
the last two evenings much has been said
on a subject which I am certain has
occupied the mind of every member of this
Chamber since a similar Bill was intro-
duced in 1963. In that year I suppose
very few members had any knowledge of
fluoridation.

This subject has been under study since
1902, and I suppose one could spend a
lifetime trying to assimilate and learn all
the facts that have been gleaned on
fluoridation since that time. It has been
truly said by more than one member of

this Chamber that he could not possibly
hold himself up as an authority on flouri-
dation. No-one could expect this, but I
think anyone who is elected as a repre-
sentative of the People in this Chamber
is expected to vote on this subject and
make himself conversant with all the facts
available to him. In this regard I wonder
how many members have approached the
responsible department of the Public Ser-
vice, which is wholeheartedly supporting
and promoting the introduction of fluoride
into our water supply.

For my part, I have endeavoured to
make myself as knowledgeable as possible
on this subject and have used all the
facilities available to me. As a result I
find it difficult to convince myself it is not
my responsibility to vote in favour of this
measure.

To those who arc desirous of getting
as much information as possible on the
subject, I would recommend this book
which consists of some 635 pages and
ivhich is entitled Fluoride Drinking
Waters. it is published by the United
St-ates. Department of Health, Education
and Welfare, and is available to anybody
who wants it at a cost of $3.50. Those
who can digest all the information con-
tained in it, and are prepared to read and
study all the references in it-and these
are voluminous indeed-would have a very
good knowledge of a subject which has
been studied by specialists in their own
particular field, and by specialists who
have given to the world at large their f ind-
ings on the subject.

I would say that for every one specialist
who is against fluoride there would be
thousands of Proponents who are in
favour of Its being added to drinking
waters. Anyone who studies this very
large publication can only conclude that
the argument in favour of the fluoridation
of water supplies is completely convinc-
ing.

One of the biggest problems that I
have found while discussing it with
various people is the concern expressed
for its effect on adults. By and large
the People with whom I have discussed
the matter acknowledge that so far as
children are concerned the measure is
desirable, and that it will have a bene-
ficial effect on the children's teeth; in-
deed this has been said over and over
again by those who have made a com-
plete study of the subject.

They have, however, been concerned
with regard to the eff ect of fluorine on
adults; that there could be some possible
side effects which, in the final analysis,
might result in a higher mrortality rate.
To those who think along these lines,
and for the benefit of members, I would
like to read an excerpt on this particular
aspect from the book to which I have
referred. The excerpt which I wish to
quote is headed "Mortality Statistics" and
reads--
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A comparison of the mortality data
of various populations furnishes an
important index of their general
health. Recently a number of care-
fully controlled studies have obtained
mortality rates for heart disease, can-
ce~r, nephritis, diabetes, extracranial
lesions and cirrhosis of the liver among
communities using essentially fluoride-
free drinking water and those using
water containing fluoride naturally
present or added in controlled
amounts.

In one study the mortality statistics
were analysed for 32 cities whose water
supplies contained more than 0.7
p.p.m. fluoride from natural sources.
Each of these cities was randomly
paired with a neighbouring city con-
taining less than 0.25 p.p.m. fluoride
in its water supply. The total popu-
lation for all cities exceeded 2 million.
The death rates, adjusted for age, sex
and rate, are presented in table 6:
they show no significant differences
related to fluoride in the drinking
water.

In another study, the mortality ex-
perience in five cities was compared
before and after institution of fluori-
dation of the water supplies to 1 p.p.m.
fluoride. The cities were fluoridated
during the period 1945-1949 and the
number of deaths (exclusive of acci-
dents, suicide, and homicides) in
1940 and in 1950 was recorded. These
were compared with the expected
deaths using the U.S. age-race-sex
mortality experience as a standard. A
significant change In the ratio of re-
corded to expected deaths for the two
periods 1940 and 1950 would then
indicate that some variable other than
age, race, sex and declining mortality
for any reason had some influence. As
shown in table '7, there was no signifi-
cant change in the ratio of recorded
to expected deaths between 1940 and
1950.

These statistics thus indicate that
no relationship existed between mor-
tality experience and the presence of
fluoride in drinking waters, whether
naturally present or mechanically
added. These data provide additional
evidence that fluoridation of a water
supply to 1.0 p.p.rn. fluoride presents
no health hazard.

That is typical of the information which is
available in this treatise to those who are
really interested in this subject. There ib
no question on this matter which has not
been fully and completey dealt with in
this book. To those who are really scepti-
cal of their knowledge on the subject, and
who are a little afraid to make a decision,
I would recommend they study this pub-
lication in which they will find the evi-
dence so overwhelming as to make it im-
possible for them to, do anything but sup-
port the measure,

I would also recommend this bock to
those who are convinced that fluoride will
be harmful, because it is my firm hope
that this great Problem of tooth decay
wvill be properly tackled, as it has been
in many other countries of the world. I
hope that we will take up the cliallenge
courageously, and that w-, will use the
knowledge, the evidence, and the experi-
ence gained by the countries which use
fluoride; and that we will eventually bring
about a state of dental health in Western
Australia of which we will all be justly
Proud.

I am sure the measure will assist those
who are unable to obtain the attention,
guidance, and help necessary from their
parents-and I am now speaking, of
Course, of the young children who are
left to their own devices, and who are per-
matted to do what they want and to go3
the~ir own way.

The measure should be given the full
support of the entire community, and I
thoroughly commend it to the H-ouse.
Those who really want to find out the
truth about this subject can only come
to one conclusion if they study this pub-
lication. to which I have referred; that is
that we will be completely guilty if we
do not accept the challenge that has been
thrown out to us. We therefore must
,accept this measure.

MR- HALL (Albany) (11.29 p.m.]: As the
member for Merredin-Yilgarn said, the
measure before us constitutes a complete
Case of regimentation. It appears that we
are to have our water supplies impregnated
with fluoride. I would take your mind back.
Sir, to the occasions when it was necessary
for us to clear out the bacteria from the
Pipeline serving Borthwick's Meat Works.
In that case the entire Pipeline had to be
impregnated with chlorine to remove the
bacteria; so much so that the elderly people
in the Stirling Terrace area of Albany took
considerable objection to their water supply
being impregnated with chlorine, even
though it was to clean out the bacteria
Present in the pfies.

I was asked to visit an elderly lady in
the hospital, and to take along a gallon of
drinking water so that she could rid the
fears In her mind of contamination from
the effects of chlorine. The fear of con-
tamination is psychologically impressed in
the minds of some elderly people.

It cannot be disputed that the sub-
missions of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition have covered the whole sub-
ject, and there is no need for me to re-
iterate any aspect. We have to tackle this
problem in the true sense of the word. We
should not be regimented into accepting
something which we do not want. When
we take into account all the fears--such
as the fears held by the elderly lady in
hospital who wanted a gallon of drinking
water to be taken to her-we will not
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readily advocate fluoridation. The psycho-
logical fears must be deeply impressed on
the minds of such people.

Perhaps the young people will benefit
from fluoridation through preventive den-
tistry, but overall fluoridation of water
supplies will not benefit our lawns or the
health of elderly people. The Minister
for Health views this question in a favour-
able light, but if he were to have regard
for tne circumstances of the aged
people he would realise they also
have to be considered. Although young
people might gain some benefit from the
intake of fluoride tablets. I wonder whether
the Minister has considered the adverse ef-
fects which might result from the imple-
mentation of the legislation.

There is every justification for opposing
the Bill. I have not prepared lengthy
notes to speak on this debate, and we
have heard all the pros and cons of the
matter. On the whole I believe that regi-
mentation of this kind is not good for
the people; it is dictatorial and almost
despotic in character. We should tackle
this question from that point of view. We
need not go through all the points of view
which have been expressd by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. We should view
the overall situation seriously, although
that might be wearisome to some members;
but the course which I intend to take is
very clear. I support the views of the Dep-
uty Leader of the Opposition to the ut-
most, because I believe the legislation
before us is of a dictatorial and despotic
character. It is regimentation of something,
and we should not have to put up with
that. I commend the views of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition to the House.

MR. 1. W. MANN[NG (Wellington)
[11.35 p.m.]: Whilst I have always recog-
nised the value of fluoride as a means of
improving dental health, I have not pre-
viously actively supported the fluoridation
of water supplies, and I respected the
views of those who expressed opposition
to it.

However, the anti-fluoridationists have
directed such a stream of propaganda at
me and about me that I have taken a
second and a much closer look at this
legislation. I am very glad I did.' One
reason is that many of the facts contained
in the propaganda sent to me have turned
out to be false. This propaganda has been
directed at the characters of people well
known to me-the members of the Gov-
ernment-and I know it is not correct.
This has very substantially weakened the
other material which they have directed to
me, and the material immediately becomes
suspect.

My examination of this subject has con-
vinced me that fluoridation is steadily and
surely being accepted by many countries
of the world and most of them have been
mentioned in this debate. I would like to

quote from the Netherlaads News which I
obtained from the parliamentary reading
room. One paragraph under the heading
of "Fluoridation of Water" states-

In a radio interview the Director
General for Public Health welcomed
the plans of the British Royal Society
of Health to hold its international
Congress in the Hague as a break-
through. It is the first time that such
a Congress will be held on the Euro-
pean continent. Dr. Kruisinga said
that fluoridation of drinking water
would be one of the subjects of the
Congress, which is scheduled for Sep-
tember 5 to 9.

He said that in the Netherlands
about 1& million people were receiving
fluoridised water on July 1 this year,
and that the number of Government
approvals of applications from provin-
cial and municipal reticulation works
had increased to the extent that in
the very near future over 6 million
people would receive it. They would
represent about 60 per cent, of the
]Dutch population.

I mention the position in the Nether-
lands, because this is a country which is
in addition to those already mentioned in
the debate on the Bill. it serves to indi-
cate that the acceptance of fluoridation of
public water supplies is becoming very
widespread throughout the world. To turn
our backs on this question at this stage
would be to endeavour to stem the tide of
public opinion.

I regard fluoride as a trace element, and,
like trace elements used in agriculture, if
it is used intelligently it could be very
beneficial. Most members are aware
that much of Western Australia is deficient
in trace elements, and the addition of
small quantities to fertilisers has trans-
formed the land, the crops, and the pas-
tures to which they have been applied.
I believe the addition of fluoride to drink-
ing water could bring about the same
transformation in the teeth of people,
and they would benefit from it.

Like all trace elements, the misuse of
fluoride could cause problems which could
certainly cancel out the benefits to be
gained from its use. But I see no reason
why fluoride could not be efficiently in-
fused into the water schemes at the pre-
scribed rate of one part per million parts
of water.

The member for Swan did say when he
commenced his speech that with the poss-
ible exception of the member for Wembley
we would all be laymen on this question
and we ought to be guided by the experts.
Of course this Government has available
to it highly skilled advice from its depart-
mental officers and it is to those people
we look on this question. Their advice to
the Government is that the fluoridation of
public water supplies would be a forward
step In dental health; and I accept that.
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Fr that reason I propose to support this
legislation.-

The people who are opposed to It-and
I refer mainly to those outside of Parlia-
ment-seem to be divided in their reasons.
A number of my electors have spoken to
me expressing opposition to the compul-
sory fluoridation of water supplies. Some
are Opposed to it because they regard it as
some dreadful poison. Others are opposed
to it because they feel that if a certain
section of the people is to be given fluoride
it should be done by means of tablets.

We have had presented to us many rea-
sons why the fluoridation of water supplies
is the most efficient method; and, again I
say, I accept this. We can have some
sympathy with the point of view of those
People who believe this Is a poison, becau~se
they are regarding it in a manner of mis-
use. However, when we consider this
measure, we must do so on the basis that
the fluoride Is to be infused Into the water
supply at the rate prescribed. I see no
reason why anyone should regard it as a
poison under those circumstances, because
they would not be correct.

As far as the tablets are concerned, I
consulted our family doctor on this ques-
tion and he said he had had a case brought
to him of a child who had had an overdose
of tablets. The child thought it was taking
its fluoride tablets, and took a number of
them. Its parents took it to the doctor for
examination. The doctor did say to mec he
was aware of another instance where this
has happened.

It would seem to me-and members on
both sides of the House have mentioned
this-that there are so many pills these
days for so many purposes, we could get
tangled up with the taking of them; but
the efficient method of putting fluoride
into the water supplies would surely be a
much better way of getting fluoride to the
public. I agree with that.

Most of the water supplies are chlorin-
ated, and surely chlorine is a much more
deadly treatment of the water supplies
than fluoride would be. Yet we know of
no instance where people have died. So
we must accept the fact that this method
is an efficient way of getting fluoride to
the people; and when it is regarded as
a necessary trace element, in that way
it would be nutritious to the people taking
it. inasmuch as it would provide some
parts of the body with nutriment. In that
case it would cease to become something
that we could regard as objectionable if it
were available to everyone by means of the
water supply.

.Therefore, all in all, looking at the
broad picture from a layman's point of
view and accepting the opinions of people
qualified to express them and qualified to
advise the Government; and because of
the wealth of consideration that has been
given to this particular question and this
particular measure before the House, I
cannot see any reason why we should

have doubts about it and I am prepared to
accept it. I support the Bill.

MR. MOIR (Boulder-Eyre) C11.46 P.M.):
The aspect of this debate that has rather
amazed me is the fact that people who are
in favour of this proposal are only con-
cerned with those scientific opinions which
support their case. I know all members of
this Parliament have bad an abundance
of advice by way of scientific opinions and
authoritative papers forwarded to them.
both for and against this proposal.

I am not sufficiently well versed in these
matters to be able to form an opinion and
say this proposal will adversely affect
public health or be helpful to it. I have
read quite a lot of these opinions given by
men with high scientific qualifications, but
as an ordinary member of the public who
has been elected by the public to come into
this House to represent them,* I feel there
must be considerable doubts about the
safety of fluoride. I say this because so
many eminent people have opposed the
use of it and they have indeed warned
against the use of it.

One matter that is of particular concern
to me-and the Minister has given no
indication-is in regard to where the water
supplies are to be treated in relation to
the goldfields. Is the fluoride to be added
in the metropolitan area? I would hope,
Mr. Speaker, that in regard to such a
serious matter the Minister would pay a
little attention to what I am saying. We
know that the goldfields water supply
and a lot of water that goes to other
country areas comes from Mundaring Weir.

Is that water going to be treated in the
metropolitan area: is it going to be treated
somewhere along the pipeline; or is it
going to be treated at Kalgoorlie for the
consumption of the people in Kalgoorlie
and Boulder? I would take it, Mr. Speaker,
from the inattention of the Minister that
he is not very concerned about this aspect.
However, I-and any thinking person must
be-am concerned about it because the
information we have is that it is very
important that temperatures be taken into
consideration when adding the necessary
amount of fluoride to the water supply.

We have a written report from the
International Health and Medical Research
Council, the 38th session, which parti-
cularly stresses the importance of the
amounts of fluoride that have to be added
to the water as they are related to temper-
atures.

I think the Minister will readily agree
that we could have one temperature in the
metropolitan area and a far different one
in Kalgoorlie, Boulder, Merredini, or
Southern Cross. If the amount of fluoride
is judged by the temperature in the metro-
politan area, and the water is then pumped
to these country towns, the temperature
could well be in excess of 100 degrees. The
water takes a considerable time to travel
that pipeline, and if the appropriate
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amount of fluoride were added here for a
temperature of say, 75 degrees, it could
be well in excess of 100 degrees by the
time the water reaches Merredin, Southern
Cross, Kalgoorlie, or Boulder, and it could
reach a dangerous level.

Mr. floss Hutchinson: It would not be
a dangerous level.

Mr. MOIR: It would not?
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: No.
Mr. MOfI: I am going to read an

extract from this report. I take it that
the Minister will acknowledge that this
is a responsible body, and probably one
of the highest medical research authorities
in Australia. Page 21 deals with this
matter and then on page 22 is a relevant
portion. I do not want to read what
appears on page 21 because it would weary
the Rouse. On page 22 is the following:-

From these estimates and assuming
the upper safe level of fluorine intake
from all sources for children of eight
years of age to be 1.5 mg. fluorine per
day (McClure et. al.. 1945) Table 11
has been prepared showing the recom-
mended fluorine concentration related
to the temperature zones (normal
maximum temperature) shown in
maps 1 and 2. Gaps in the data have
been filled by interpolation.

The following is the scale:-
Temperature zone

95-100
90-95
85-90
80-85
75-80
70-75
65-70
60-65
55-60
50-55
45-50

0.4
... ... 0.5

0.6
0.7
0.8

... ... 0.9
1.0
1.1
1.2

... 1.3
1.4

That scale indicates that there Is quite
a variation in the amounts of fluorine
parts per million to be added according
to the temperature at the time. I would
like the Minister to deal with this aspect
when replying to the debate. Fluoride
could be added at what is considered a
safe level according to the temperature in
the metropolitan area-and the water for
the country areas is drawn from the
metropolitan area-and yet when the
water reaches the goldfields it could be of
a much higher temperature. It varies
from 30 to 40 degrees.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: But the differ-
ence in levels would not be significant
enough to get anywhere near a dangerous
point.

Mr. Toms: H-ow do you know?
Mr. MOIR: My information is that the

safety level is very narrow.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is not, it is

very broad.
Mr. MOIR: That is not the informa-

tion I have.

Mr. Tonkin: It is not true either, and
the Minister knows it.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Any amount
around the one part per million is com-
pletely safe, despite any of that stuff you
might read.

Mr. MOIR: I am very sorry that I have
left at home a letter I received from the
aSSisLant professor of chemistry at one of
the universities at Hobart. He was
severely criticising a statement made by
the Minister, and he gave all sorts of
reasons why the Minister was completely
at fault. Therefore I am very chary about
accepting statements the Minister makes
as to what is and what is not safe. I
would say that a person who had attained
the position of assistant professor of
chemistry at a university would know
slightly more about the subject than the
Minister. I will take that a bit further.

I listened with interest today to the
member for Wemably who, we all know, is
a qualified doctor. I was rather surprised
at the statements he made, and also at
the statements made by other speakers
opposite who followed him. They seem
to think that what the member for Wemb-
Icy quoted was absolutely authentic. I
also have had conversations with doctors
highly qualified in other fields. I do not
know whether they are qualified to speak
on fiouride, but they told me frankly that
they did not know whether it was good or
bad.

Therefore I wondered at the speech of
the member for Wemibley, and I say this
with no disrespect for him. I understand
he is a very well qualified man in his
sphere of medicine, but we know per-
fectly well that nowadays doctors special-
ise in different avenues of medicine, and
it is not to be expected that they are
fully conversant with every aspect. When
we know that people who are recognised
in world spheres as big, top scientists dif-
fer in their opinions on this matter, it
makes us sceptical when someone states
authortatively that there is no harm in
this type of medication.

It might surprise members and the pub-
lic to know-and maybe the Minister for
Labour will amend the workers' com-
pensation legislation in this respect-
that in the third schedule of the Workers'
Compensation Act, which deals with com-
pensation for poison and damage to
workers as a result of various chemicals, is
included poison by fluoride.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Some with
chlorine.

Mr. MOIR: A lot of them are set down
in the third schedule of the Workers'
Compensation Act. As a matter of fact.
anthrax is one of the incurable diseases
mentioned together with poison by carbon
and by fluoride. It includes any process in
which fluorine is used. Therefore I am
pleased to know that the people who will
be handling this chemical and putting it
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into our water will, if they become ill and
lose work as a result, be compensated un-
der the Workers' Compensation Act.

However, that does not apply to the
members of the general public if they
become poisoned by drinking the water to
which fluorine has been added. No Act
of Parliament, to my knowledge, exists to
provide for compensation for them.

Even if I were convinced that this pro-
posal would be benieficial to all members
of the community, I would still be opposed
to it because I consider we are cutting
right across a principle-and a very
important principle-which is that people
should be free to determine themselves
whether or not they shall take medication.
This Proposal seems to me to be really
dictatorial. In fact, I cannot find words
strong enough to describe the attitude of
this Government. I did not think I would
live to see the day when any Government
in a democracy would force people to take
any type of medication against their will.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: What about
compulsory unionism?

Mr. MOIR: I was not aware that was
medication.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is compulsion,
and it Is Pretty bad medicine to take on
many occasions.

Mr. MOIR: The Minister is clutching
at straws. I am not against compulsion
in certain things. Indeed, we have com-
pulsion to obey the law; we have to be-
have decently. We cannot assault one
another and we cannot rob one another.
Very properly so. I uphold those laws
and believe in them, but I do not believe
in the Government compelling us to use
fluoride, when I say "Government" I
refer to the 12 men who form the
Cabinet and who decide that in certain
cases certain things may be done and
then regiments the members who sit
behind it into voting for the Govern-
ment. We have had ample evidence of
that here. Once the Government brings
a matter forward it becomes holy, and
every member on that side must sup-
port it.

Mr. Jamieson: They are holy cows!
Mr. MOrE: Yes. It is no good the

Minister trying to cloud the issue by
throwing that sort of thing into the ring.

Mr. Burt:. Do you believe in compulsory
chest X-rays?

Mr. MOIR: Yes, I do. It is rather
interesting that the member for Murchi-
son should mention that matter. I am
one of the people who, with others who
were working in the mining industry, were
required to submit themselves before
starting in that employment-and every
year they were working in that employ-
ment-to an X-ray test. There was a very
good reason for that. it was to ensure that
any person who was working in the mining
industry was free of communicable disease.

Mr. Burt: I anm talking of the popula-
tion generally.

Mr. MOIR: I think any reasonable
person would willingly submit himself to
an X-ray, both for his own good and also
to be secure in the knowledge that he did
not have a disease which he could com-
municate to his fellow workers.

Mr. Hall: Are there any after-effects
attached to X-rays?

Mr. MOIR: I am not so sure about
that; but that again is something on
which a layman cannot express an
opinion.

The SPEAKER: I think it is also out-
side the scope of this Bill.

Mr. MOIR: It may be outside the Bill,
but the matter was raised by interjection.
When I mentioned that the amount of
fluorine which was added to the water
had to be carefully regulated in relation
to temperature, the Minister interjected
and said there was a very wide difference.
I have an extract from the minutes of the
36th session of the National Health and
Medical Council, held on the 4th Decem-
ber, 1053. I will not read the whole of
the extract, but I will read the relevant
portion which is as follows-

(c) The water supply must be amen-
able and subject to strict super-
vision and control by qualified
engineers and chemists.

The point is stressed that there must be
strict supervision and control by qualified
People. To continue-

(d) The amount of fluorine to be
added must be carefully deter-
mined and adjusted to meet cli-
matic and environmental changes.

if that is not important, as the Min-
ister seems to think, why do those people
think it is important? It does not im-
press the Minister.

Mr. May: He does not look impressed.
Mr. MOIR: He is not in the mood to

be impressed. However, that statement
impressed mne because I have to look to
organisations such as the one I have
mentioned for my guidance, the same as
any other member in this Chamber would
do if he were honest.

People who are very closely related to
me-one of whom is aL medical man-
believe in fluoride but they believe it
should be given to their children in the
form of tablets. Their children have re-
ceived fluoride in the form of tablets
with the result-it may not be with the
result-that the children have very good
teeth. I say that may not be, because
the mother has very good teeth and she
never had any fluoride. The people I
have mentioned do not believe in this
proposal by the Government. Although
those people believe In fluoride for their
children they think the water supply
should not be the means of giving it to
them. Those people believe that they
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should be in control of the medication
themselves. They believe it is highly
wrong to force other people to take this
fluoride.

I cannot escape the conclusion that the
Government. in its attitude to these pro-
posals, is entirely contemptuous of the
feeling of the ordinary People. The Gov-
ernment knows perfectly well that there
is a large body of opinion strongly opposed
to this measure. During the last election
the Government members did not get up
and tell the people that if they were re-
turned they would bring in a Bill to fluori-
date the water. They did not do that; and
they could not do it because the Country
Party section of the Government was not
in favour of the measure. Since that time,
a change has evidently taken place.

A matter of such great importance
should have been put to the people and,
Indeed, it is not too late now to take that
action to ascertain whether the people
wish to be compulsorily medicated or whe-
ther matters should be left as they are for
every individual to determine for himself.

I view this type of legislation with con-
siderable alarm. I have always been very
proud and satisfied that we live in a
democracy. I have read a good deal about
other countries in the world where there
are dictatorships. This type of measure
is forced on the people in those coun-
tries and they dare not raise their
voices against it. In this country we can
raise our voices against this measure, but
it will still be forced on us whether we
like it or not. I wonder if this is only the
first step and if we will have other things
forced on us very much against our will.
It appears to me that as long as this Gov-
ernment has any power it will completely
disregard the views of the People.

It has become more apparent to me
over the last few years that this Govern-
ment has entirely forgotten that it repre-
sents people. Every member in this House
is sent here to represent the people. We
do not represent departments, and I think
the Government is completely overlooking
that. The Government feels that it
represents itself, or the views of the de-
partments, and that is what it is forcing
on the people of this State. I oppose this
Bill as strongly as I possibly can.

MR. TOMS (Bayswater) [12.9 am.]:
Even at this late stage I am not going to
cast a silent vote on this question. Since
the debaite on this measure commenced
in this House, I have, apart from a short
time I was out this evening on urgent
private business, listened most patiently to
all speakers. I am one who still holds the
opinion I held in 1963 and that is that I
cannot possibly support the measure be-
fore the House.

We have had quotations from all sorts
of experts for and against this particular
measure. I am one of those people, who,
being elected by the people, feel that if

in any way there is any doubt at all,
the Position should remain the same as
it is now. The whole purpose of fluoridat-
Ing the water supplies is so that the teeth
of children up to the age of 12 can be
either held to be good teeth or can be
strengthened in some way.

For the life of me, I cannot see why the
whole of the populace of this particular
State should be subjected to taking into
their systems something which it may be
thought only a minority are objecting to
simply because we want to protect the
teeth of children to the age of 12. In com-
pany with a lot of other members in this
House, I am perhaps not qualified to form
a firm opinion. However, I am a member
of a party which, on this particular ques-
tion, has been wise enough to leave a de-
cision to the sound judgment of its mem-
bers.

In listening to some of the debate, Mr.
Speaker, it has been remarkable to me to
notice the somersaults that have been
turned by some members on the Govern-
ment side and the very weak excuses which
have been raised as a reason for those
somersaults.

Mr. Graham: They have been conser-
vative this time.

Mr. TOMS: I only wish I had had the
opportunity to speak earlier, because many
of the points I was going to raise have al-
ready been raised. As you know, Mr. Speak-
er, I am not one to stand up and unneces-
sarily repeat matters which already have
been discussed. To my mind in a country
where we are supposed to be elected demo-
cratically and where we are supposed to be
governed democratically, for any body of
men, such as this Government, to do such
a thing as this Government now proposes
to do, and that is to introduce mass
medication on the populace of Western
Australia, merely for the purpose of mak-
ing sure that children up to the age of 12
can strengthen their teeth, is far beyond
my comprehension. I could not possibly
support a measure of such magnitude, par-
ticularly when one considers all the ex-
cuses-I will not call them reasons-which
have been given against the use of tablets.

Because there is an alternative to the
distribution of fluoride, I do not think
we should force upon the people this mass
medication. It has been said, of course.
that some authoritative People have stated
there is no possible harm with the im-
plementation of one Part Per million of
fluoride into the water system of this State.
Despite all the high-flown names and the
letters behind the names of some of the
people who have been Quoted as authorities
on fluoridation, I do not think there has
been enough research done to convince me
that this method is fool-Proof. Until such
time as I am convinced of that, I will not
be a party to having it foisted upon the
People.
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I do not think due consideration has
been given to many factors with regard to
this matter and particularly to people who
are somewhat like myself. in the summer-
time I am one who would possibly drink at
least 1 gallon to 1* gallons of water a day.
I perspire very freely and I would take
that quantity at least. As one of the mem-
bers mentioned today, the children would
take a very small amount of water.

I am not convinced and I never will be
on this Particular subject. When we are
dealing with something which is going to be
taken by 800,000 people-and as other
members here remarked tonight, "Whether
they want it or not-I believe we should,
at least, give the people who are going to
be involved in the scheme the opportunity
of saying Yea or Nay to the implementa-
tion of the project.

I think anyone listening to the debate
here would be convinced that members of
the Government side have been made to
toe thc party line. Such a thing goes very
much against my grain because I do not
believe this is a Question which should
have a party flavour.

Mr. Jamieson: Exactly!

Mr. TOMS: Unfortunately, that is what
it has developed into, and the responsibility
is going to be against the shoulders of
the Government for anything which may
happen in the future. I am not saying any-
thing adverse will happen but it may hap-
pen. because there is still a reasonable
doubt. In a court of law where there is
reasonable doubt the person is given the
benefit of the doubt. Unfortunately we have
in this state a body of men who are still
not prepared to reason that way.

I am not going to repeat those things
which have been said by other members--
and I made this comment just a short
time ago-but, so long as I am able,
I will raise my voice against bureau-
cracy: and I believe that is what we arc
reaching here very fast. I will raise my
voice in defence of democracy; and I only
hope the time will not be too far distant
when members in this House will be pre-
Pared to give consideration to the masses
of the people rather than to the benefit
of the few.

MR. DAVIES (Victoria Park) [12.17
a.m.J: Obviously there is very little to
say which has not already been said in
connection with fluoride. One can see by
the state of the House and by the condi-
tion of some of the members that the
debate has grown very wearying. I thought
perhaps the Premier, fresh from his trip
to Canberra where I understand the public
water supply is fluoridated, would have
given us some firsthand knowledge as to
how he found the water there.

Mr. Graham: The Premier was not re-
duced to drinking water whilst in Can-
berra at the iberal Party conference.

(48)

Mr. DAVIES: Perhaps even the Minister
for Works could have given us some advice
on this. I understand there is no truth
in the rumour that he went east to see
the football final; but, indeed, he went to
investigate the water supply in Canberra.

There has been a lot of feeling displayed
on this question of fluoride, and indeed,
everyone is entitled to his own views.
However, I have been more than a little
disappointed by the attitude of the Gov-
ernment in regard to its approach to
this very important question. I do not
mind listening to anyone on any subject
but I do object to being blatantly lobbied
and I have been blatantly lobbied. I
thought at first the lobbying was only a
friendly discussion but later I saw how
naive I was and indeed I felt I was being
used.

The question of fluoride has been before
us since 1963 and it has caused me to
accumulate a tremendous amount of data,
both for and against. Because of the
amount of Information I have collected,
I feel I could quite competently put up
an argument whichever way I chase.

This is where I consider I am not quali-
fied to make up my mind on whether there
are dangers involved in fluoridating public
water supplies. I1 have listened, with a
great deal of interest, to many people who
have spoken on this subject, but some of
them have not had the same effect on me
as they have had on the member for
BeelbD. For example, I hav~e heard Mr.
Carr speaking on several occasions. In-
deed, I was listening to him on the radio
earlier today when he was commenting on
a letter sent out by one of the organisa-
tions opposed to fluoridation. I am afraid
he did not convince me fully, although
what he did say was, in many respects.
very sensible.

On this question the Australian Labor
Party made its position qluite clear in the
many policy speeches that were made dur-
ing the last election when it was said that
the party would take the question to a
referendum if it were returned to office;
and, even if it were returned as the Opposi-
tion, the party promised to press for a
referendum. However, in the circum-
stances, I do not think there is much left
to be done and, indeed, I am quite happy
to adopt this attitude because of the vast,
conflicting evidence I have on my file. I
consider this evidence to have been sup-
plied by reputable authorities, but even
these authorities can prove to be wrong.

I do not think any medical man can
be proved to be 100 Per cent. right all the
time. An example of this was brought
homae to me only last week when my own
sister consulted a specialist and was told
there was no need for her to have an
operation. She decided to consult another
specialist on the Monday and she was
operated on on the Tuesday, and the
second specialist could not understand the
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diagnosis that had been made by the first
one. This has created in MY mind the
conviction that no man is inflallible; and
so, on the question of fluoridation of water
supplies, we should have a clear expression
of public opinion.

The Government's contention is that
there is a substance which can be added
to our drinking water without being harm-
ful to any one person in any shape or
form, but, instead, will guarantee better
teeth for our children. I do not believe
there is any such substance that would be
the equivalent of air or perhaps just plain
water, two constituents of life we cannot
do without. It is fantastic for the Gov-
ernment to make such a claim, but if it
believes what It says it should provide
compensation to any person who is able
to prove his bealth has been adversely
affected by whatever type of fluoride is
Put into our drinking water.

I said before that I considered it was
a rather autocratic approach by the Gov-
ernment, and I feel the members of the
Government have been whipped into line.
On several occasions I1 have spoken to
Government members about fluoride and
I have received the same answer on prac-
tically every occasion. The answer has
been: Surely you are not against fluorida-
tion! This seemed to be the standard
approach. Why I should receive the same
reply from a number of Government mnem-
hers is beyond my comprehension, unless it
is the line of attack that has been decided
upon in the party room, because obviously
this question has been decided In the party
room and we know what the decision of
Government members on this Bill -will be.

I think they are completely disregarding
the minority group which, on this occa-
sion, is a large minority group, and I am
sure the Government Is fully aware that
many citizens, apart altogether from the
members of the Pure Water Association,
have been organising petitions; and al-
though the active members of the group
are very small in number, they already
have obtained more than 4,000 names on
the petition, which names have been
gathered in approximately 20 days. I am
told the petitioners are coming forward
extremely well and that one of the most
surprising reasons that has been given by
People time and again for signing the
Petition is that mothers, as a result of
giving fluoride tablets to their children,
have discovered that whilst some children
are able to take them without adverse
effects, very often there is one child who
is not able to ingest the tablets.

Many People feel that because of the
experience mothers have had with their
own children taking fluoride tablets they
would not like to see fluoride put into pub-
lic water supplies. I understand this peti-
tion will not be available for presentation
to Parliament before the Bill leaves this
Chamber, but I am also given to under-

stand it will be considerably enlarged
when the Government does receive it at
some future date. It is because the peti-
tion is not quite ready that I mention it
at this time.

The main line of attack by the pro-
ponents of fluoridation has been to dis-
credit completely anybody and everyone
who is against fluoridation. This has been
instanced on more than one occasion by
the attitude of Government supporters, the
manner of the Ministers in replying to
questions, and the practice of belittling all
authorities which claim to be against
fluoridation. On one occasion, after lis-
tening to the qualifications of one man, it
was quite absurd to hear stated that he
also liked music. This brought forth quite
a few sniggers from some Government
members of the House, which reminded me
of teenage girls at their first dance, and
I did not think it was funny.

Mr. O'Connor: Didn't you snigger?
Mr. DAVIES; We did not snigger in

concert when it was stated that this man
liked musio. Indeed, I see the Minister
for Industrial Development smiling now.

Mr. Hawke: That is a welcome change!
Mr. DAVIES: The Minister's attitude

surprises me as I know that he too likes
music, because I have seen him, on occa-
sions, at A.B.C. concerts.

Mr. Hawke: He blows his own trumpet
a lot.

Mr. DAVIES: The Government mem-
bers, as It were, used this little addendum
which they added to a perfectly sensible
answer to discredit the person concerned.
I do not like this approach, and yet it
happens time and time again. The con-
tempt with wblch members of Parliament
are treated is disgusting on some occa-
sions, and this is particularly so when the
question of anti-fluoridation is raised. If
this is the attitude of members we can-
not do much about it. I suppose they are
used to being associated with this type of
business and with this type of person and
that is all we can expect from them.

We have been assured from many quar-
ters, including the Goverrnent quarter,
that the addition of fluoride to water sup-
plies is absolutely safe. If the Government
believes what it says, it must back up its
beliefs by inserting a clause in the Bill,
as has been foreshadowed, to provide some
compensation to persons who claim they
have been adversely affected by fluoride.

Mr. O'Connor: Who claim they have been
affected?

Mr. DAVIES: Who claim and subse-
quently prove they have been affected, if
the Minister wishes mnc to dot my i's and
cross my V's.

Mr. O'Connor: To claim is different from
proving,

Mr. DAVIES: I think it is self-
evident. I will now continue to discuss the
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manner in which I propose to support
this argument, and I will be pleased to
answer any interjection during my further
remarks right through to their conclusion.

I will admit there is ample evidence to
support the Government's claim. I can
argue one way or another, but to assist
the Government to support its claim I
propose to quote from a Publication Put
out by the Royal Society of Health which
is headed, Dental Decay: Control by
Fluoridation. This deals with Problems
under various aspects, the first of which
is the dental aspect. The next is the water-
works aspect, and the third is the safety
aspect. It is from the last part, which con-
cerns the safety aspect, that 1 wish
to quote. It states--

Proof of the absolute safety of any
procedure is virtually unobtainable.
Vital statistics can never give a com-
plete answer to questions such as the
safety or otherwise of fluoridation, and
planned trials to test safety measures
are fraught with the difficulty of o'b-
taining adequate controls. Neverthe-
less, the high degree of agreement
which careful scientific investigations
and long-term studies have shown en-
able certain conclusions to be reached
with a considerable degree of confi-
dence.
(I) Fluoride salts are widely distrib-
uted in nature and are consumed in
our daily diet throughout life. (it)
Where fluoride salts in optimal
amounts are naturally Present in local
drinking water supplies they have been
shown to have a marked effect in re-
ducing the incidence of dental decay.
(III) When fluoride salts are added to
drinking water to raise the concentra-
tion to the optimal level of 1 p.p.m.
the effect is similar to that found in
areas where the drinking water na-
turally contains fluoride at this level.
(iv) Independently of the level of
fluoride in their drinking water, or
whether fluoride has been added, all
individuals store fluoride progressively
in their bones until middle age is
reached. There is no evidence to sug-
gest that in old age the ability to elim-
inate fluoride from the body is im-
paired. (v) There is now abundant
evidence from numerous sources col-
lected over many years, testifying to
the essential safety of controlled fluori-
dation as a public health measure.

In view of these conclusions which are
well tabulated-and incidentally the Pam-
phlet is very interesting particularly if
one is pro-fluoride-the Government
should have no hesitation in accepting the
amendment that has been foreshadowed. I
point out that the pamphlet states that
proof of the absolute safety of any Proced-
ure is virtually unobtainable. It is unobtain-
able in this case, so there must be some de-
gree of risk. The pamphlet then goes on in

five Points to show that the proposal is to
all intents and purposes perfectly safe
under controlled conditions.

This gets back to supporting the Govern-
ment's theory and to supporting, I hope,
the amendment proposed. If we decide to
hold a referendum, I think it will be money
well spent, because it will satisfy a great
number of people. I am sure I will be pre-
pared to abide by the majority decision
which the Government believes will be so
overwhelmingly in favour of fluoride.

I think the first possible opportunity
should be taken to conduct such a refer-
endum. This is the policy that we intro-
duced at the last election, and one which
we will continue to support until there is
a firm and established policy as far as the
Australian Labor Party is concerned.

I do not think there is anything further
I can Possibly say on the matter that has
not been very competently dealt with by
the many other speakers. My views are ex-
Pressed In the interests of all concerned,
and I hope the Government will accept the
amendment that has been foreshadowed.

MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta) [12.36 am.]:
It is not my intention to speak at any
great length, but having regard to the
fact that this measure has exercised for
several years. and continues to exercise,
the minds of very many of our people-
and indeed disturbs the minds of many
people-I feel it calls for members to give
expression to their views so that there
will be no mistake in the minds of people
who are directly interested one way or
another.

Three years ago, when a similar meas-
ure was before this Parliament I indi-
cated that from a personal standpoint I
bad no great fears as to the harmful
effects of ingesting quantities of fluoride.
If my thoughts have undergone a change
in the intervening period it would be in
the direction that I am not now as cer-
tain as I was then that this question can
be treated lightly. In other words, I feel
there are some Possibilities of damage and
harm being done to those who have an
intake of fluoride either in limited Quan-
tity or who, because of circumstances, in-
gest amounts greater than are generally
recognised as being safe.

But whatever my personal attitude, I
feel we must have some regard for the
viewpoint of people-even if they be mis-
taken-who are respected citizens, and who
feel strongly on this question and are as
convinced of their point of view as are the
Minister for Works-who was the Minister
for Health on the last occasion-and the
present Minister who occupies a seat in
the other Chamber.

We have either suffered, or enjoyed, a
Plethora of evidence from the point of
view of the Minister, designed to estab-
lish beyond any shadow of a doubt that
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there is no possibility of harm, damage, or
danger to any citizen if this legislation
is given force and effect.

There has likewise been evidence
adduced-and incidentally a far greater
volume of evidence has been adduced-
from persons at least equally qualified
and of world-wide renown, indicating that
caution must be exercised, and that there
are, to say the least, very grave doubts
as to whether the introduction of a
scheme of fluoridation is as harmless as
other people maintain.

Mention has been made of the fact that
the conclusions of the member for Wem-
bley-because he is a qualified medical
practitioner-carry greater weight than
those of others who have studied this
subject; for instance, the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition. But none of us in this
Chamber has made an analysis of the
question, and none of us has undertaken
tests or research. I venture to suggest
that no officer of the Public Health
Department or the dental services has
conducted conclusive tests.

All that we can do is to indulge in
reading, and to take into account the
conclusions that have been arrived at by
other People. I suggest if an opinion has
been expressed by a Person from another
part of the world-somebody with ex-
tremely high qualifications-it makes his
observations no more sound or unsound,
whether they be quoted by the member
for Wembley or by the member for Hal-
catta. Therefore we have to be guided by
the opinions and experience of others.

The Minister for Works in fair debat-
ing style says this legislation has been
Promoted with the blessing of a whole
string of authorities which took into
account the objections which were out-
lined to us by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. I say it is a debating device.
If we are to judge an issue having regard
to a fact such as that, it would be more
true to say that statements have been
made by the proponents of the fluorida-
tion of public water supply and that, in the
full knowledge of their claims, the
Opponents have come to their conclusions.
Therefore I submit that anybody knowing
anything about adjudicating in debate
will realise the Minister cannot score a
single Point on that issue. If anything,
the favour lies in the opposite direction.
Having regard for the eminence of those
who have expressed opinions, no member
of this Chamber can say with absolute
certainty which side of the argument is
right.

Whilst you, Mr. Speaker, or I may have
a Predilection one way or the other, I
suggest it is quite right and proper for us
to hold views as individual citizens: but
I do not think we are entitled to enforce
or to impose this measure upon the public.

As we are aware, very many people in
the community avail themselves of fluoride
Preparations in one form or another. We

of this Parliament cannot be the guardians
of all the children in the State, and we
cannot say that we know better than their
Parents. We cannot say because a number
of parents are remiss and unfair to their
children-

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: We do that in
respect of education.

Mr. GRAHAM: That is correct, but the
Minister knows under the scheme pro-
posed in the Bill some children will miss
out, because not all water supplies will be
fluoridated, and not all children will drink
water from public water supplies. It is
true to say that just as certain parents
are remiss in their concern for the welfare
of their children from a dental aspect.
others are remiss in very many other direc-
tions as well. To know that, one has
only to observe the children and the lack
of concern of some parents in respect of
money which is given to the children and
of the type of food which is purchased
during the lunch period and afterwards.
I regret to say that Much Of the muck
which has an imparing effect on the teeth
of children is sold by school tuckshops
operated by parents and citizens' organisa-
tions. The Minister is aware of that.

It would be far more constructive if the
Government were to give greater atten-
ion to the "pop" and sweets which are
freely available to the children; indeed,
they are induced to purchase these things,
and parents are encouraged to allow their
children to make such purchases, because
the proceeds of the sales go into the funds
of these associations.

Mr. Rushton: That is not general.
Mr. GRAHAM: It is not uncommon.

Perhaps the honourable member and I can
have a personal discussion on this aspect.
I am not seeking to belittle or to criticise
parents and citizens' associations; what I
am doing is to suggest that the Govern-
ment, instead of interfering with what
might he presumed to be the personal and
private life of the home, and instead of
intruding rather than leaving it to parents
to educate and give advice-should dis-
courage what has grown to mammoth
proportions in recent times; that is, the
consumption of aerated waters. The sugar
and the other ingredients in these drinks
have a most detrimental effect on the
teeth of children.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The Health
Education Council tries to do that.

Mr. GRAHAM: To promote the sales of
these drinks the interests concerned spend
huge sums In advertising in the news-
papers, and over the television and radio
by sponsoring programmes, and the rest
of it. The few words which come from a
public Organisation are of no avail against
the avalanche of propaganda and advert-
isement which is thrown at the children
and which creates a temptation to them.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Do you think there
is room for a private member's Bill?
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Mr. GRAHAM: I would say that would
be a lesser invasion of the rights of the in-
dividual than what is proposed in this
legislation. As most thinking people are
aware, in the same way chocolates and
sweets in general have a detrimental effect
on teeth, particularly those of young
children; and, if we take into account the
baby foods, such as arrowroot biscuits, 'we
find they are in the top category of foods
which have a detrimental effect upon the
teeth.

The Government does not touch these
foods, because by doing so it would inter-
fere with the rights of traders, business-
men, and vested interests. In introducing
the Bill it is only interfering with the
rights of the ordfinary and average member
of the public in the thousands, and that
does not seem to matter! But to interfere
with, and to curb the operations of, pri-
vate enterprise is unthinkable to the Gov-
ernment; it does not matter what happens
to the teeth of children, These Private
interests must be left alone!

Mr. Grayden: What about the people
who sell pills? What profits do they
make?

Mr. GRAHAM: I have no idea. This
Government is opposed to any form of
control over profits and overcharging, but
I notice it is very much in favour of peg-
ging the basic wage.

Mr. Grayden: Not on this particular
issue.

Nhr. GRAHAM: I have not heard of
anybody dying because there was some-
thing wrong with their teeth-because of
some small holes Or punctures in the
enamel of their teeth, or because certain
teeth were missing from their upper or
lower dentures. Hut I have, in common
with every other member, heard of People
losing their lives because of cigarette
smoking--smoking tobacco. Why does not
the Government, if it is hell bent in the
direction of looking after the health and
welfare of the people, deal with the more
serious matter first. I am not advocating
this, but if there are to be priorities, surely
the Government should tackle a matter
'which is taking human life, rather than
that which in some cases--unfortunately
too many-is having a detrimental effect
only upon teeth.

of course, if we pass to the question of
alcohol and what it does to health, hap-
piness, homes, morality, and to the finan-
cial structure of homes and in the way
of crime, even to murder--and we know
the position regarding so many who have
become complete victims of the consump-
tion of liquor-then something would be
achieved by the Government if it were
to grapple with this. Again I inter-
polate that I am not advocating this
be done; but if the Government feels the
urge to interfere 'with the rights and
domestic affairs of the people of the corn-

munity, then there are far more important
things--and on a far higher priority-than
that which is dealt with in this Bill.

We do know that tobacco has a very
serious effect, even to the point of death.
We know similarly with regard to alco-
holic liquor; but there are, as I have said,
reservations with regard to fluoride be-
cause of the wealth of talent and the
eminence of those who have been quoted
who are very strongly Opposed to, or who
have the strongest doubts regarding, the
so-called harmless effects of the ingestion
of fluoride.

Of course, I am only a laymnan in this
whole matter, but as other members have
pointed out, the habits of people even in
the same community vary very consider-
ably. In this far-flung State of ours
there are variations of temperature and
variations in the working and sporting
habits of People. Because of this, by
drinking water or taking in fluids, some
members of the public could have XC quan-
tiY of fluoride at the end of 24 hours,
whereas others would have 3X, 4X, or per-
haps lOX quantity.

However, if we relied on the tablet.
surely it would be a simple matter to con-
trol its issue; namely, that I take one
tablet per day and you, Mr. Speaker, take
one tablet a day. That is the quantity
you get and that is the quantity I get.
But in the matter of our drinking water,
sme, I repeat, drink enormous quantities
of fluids and others very little: and ac-
cordingly there is a great disparity in the
case of one as against the case of the
other.

Mr. Rushton: There is .8 in some of
the water supplies and if we took the
tablet it would be added to that.

Mr. GRAHAM: That is an interesting
and pertinent interjection. The Minister
said earlier there was a great margin for
safety in this one part per million and
therefore there was no need for concern.
About all I can do is to submit a little
authoritative evidence which I probably
would have overlooked only for the timely
interjection. This pamphlet has been
prepared with the approval and assis-
tance of the Australian Dental Associa-
tion, New Souh Wales branch, and
amongst other things, it says this--

Fluorine tablets should not be ad-
ministered when the water supply con-
tains more than 0.7 parts per million
fluoride.

Nlow, if somne of the water supplies have
0.8 at the present moment and this Gov-
ernment is going to add to that-

Mr. Rushton: I think You are miscon-
struing it. This all mixes in with the
whole issue.

Mr. GRAHAM: Does not this indicate
that there is some danger attaching to
a point somewhere around about 1.7 parts
per million: because if the water supply
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contains more than 0.7 parts per million,
then these tablets should not be taken?

Mr. Dunn: Don't you believe the engin-
eers can control this?

Mr. GRAHAM: Surely the member for
Darling Range appreciates, firstly, that
some People have an intake of liquid far
greater than others; and, secondly, there
are a whole lot of foodstuffs and drinks--
tea, beer, and the rest of it-that also have
a higher percentage of fluoride than has
water as it comes from the tap.

Mr. Dunn: I am prepared to believe
those people who know.

Mr. GRAHAM: We have again reached
the point where there has been a very
timely interjection. The member for
Darling flange is prepared to believe cer-
tain people because he thinks they know.

Mr. Dunn: Of course I am.
Mr. GRAHAM: Very well; and he is en-

titled to that opinion, but there are others
who choose to believe other authorities
because they think they are correct. I
am, of course, not seeking to derogate from
either of these; but I suggest the member
for Darling Range has no more rhyme
or reason to impose his thoughts and
accordingly his fluoride down my throat
than I have to impose something upon
him and pour something down his throat
which he, after reading his authorities, is
opposed to.

Mr. Dunn: I stated in my address to
the House that I was trying to prove no-
thing, but was accepting responsible
authoritative opinion.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GRAHAM: I accept that short

speech of the member for Darling Range.
I have already indicated my personal view-
point-and it can be checked-three years
ago. I hope I can remember that far
back. However, the member for Darling
Range has read something-quite a lot
perchance-and chooses to agree with a
viewpoint; but there are others equally
sincere who have perhaps undertaken
greater research than he has and they
have read the works of outstanding
authorities and have come to a different
conclusion. Who is right and who is not
right? Frankly, I do not know. It would
appear it is an issue on which many pro-
minent people still have not arrived at a
definite conclusion-a conclusion that
cannot be challenged by somebody equally
eminent. For that reason I think it would
be foolhardiness on our part if we allow
ourselves to foist this on several hundred
thousand people, without being absolutely
sure.

I ask myself what is the overpowering
urgency in connection with this? What
harm is done if we wait a little longer in
order to see whether the experts who dis-
agree at the present moment can perhaps
have some further thoughts on the matter
and see whether there can be almost com-
plete agreement amongst them.

I am aware of very many discoveries over
the Year which were treated originally with
very little respect and the whole weight of
authoritative medical opinion was against
them. Even the person who suggested the
theory of the circulatory system of blood
movement throughout the body-and he
was subsequently found to be correct-was
laughed to scorn by the leading medical
people of the day.

We know the attitude of the medical
Profession towards Sister Kenney; we
know the experience of the Pasteur family:
and so on. There is nothing new and
novel about this. Although the profes-
sional people have had the best intentions
in the world, they have often been proved
wrong. But this is going beyond that. We
are seeking to make this compulsory. This
may be wrong, and on the other hand it
may be perfectly correct. Again I say I
do not know.

I am aware of someone who approached
the member for Maylands because of the
distress that was felt. No disrespect is
intended, but he did not get very far for
obvious reasons. He then went to a Legis-
lative Councillor of the same Political
party, and all that person could offer was
a suggestion that the family buy a rain-
water tank.

Mr. Marshall: of whom are you speak-
ing?

Mr. Tonkin: The honourable member
knows.

Mr. Marshall: I do not know. I am
asking.

Mr. GRAHAM: I do not think I am at
liberty to mention the name of the per-
son, but I suggest that the honourable
member discuss the matter with the Legis-
lative Councillor concerned. After all,
there are only two for the district, and
between them he will find out.

Mr. Marshall: You are quite wrong. No
one came to me.

Mr. GRAHAM: it is easy to make a
denial.

Mr. Marshall: Is it?
Mr. GRAHAM: Obviously it is. Strangely

enough, yesterday afternoon a gentleman
came to me. I will give his name to the
Minister and to anyone else who is in-
terested.

This man is an ex-serviceman with a
certain blood condition and because of it.
for reasons I do not understand, it is imn-
possible for him to have any sodium, as
any element of it in any form has a de-
leterious effect. Because of this he buys
salt at 10s. 6d. for 6 oz. I do not know
what sort it is, but it is certainly not
sodium chloride. He Purchases these tab-
lets through the Repatriation Department
to offset the effects of some of the sodium
which, of course, he finds impossible to
escape entirely.

Naturally this person is horrified at the
prospect of being compelled to drink water
to which has been added fluoride. He is
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prepared to face Up to this problem and
go to the expense of installing a rainwater
tank at his own home, but wherever he
goes during the course of his work or on
visits, if he feels thirsty he will be
compelled to drink the public water. There
will be no escape unless he takes his own
flagon of water with him wherever he
goes. Otherwise be must consume some
of this chemical mixture which has
sodium in it.

Mr. Grayden: Not very much.
Mr. GRAHAM: There is not very much

in a little sprinkling of salt on a boiled
egg, but he dare not have even that much.
This ex-serviceman suffers this disability
and it is costing him money. He does not
go to this trouble for the fun of it. His
disability has been recognised by the
Repatriation Department. He is only ail
ordinary unskilled worker-incidentally he
works for the Water Supply Department-
and yet this sodium affects him so
seriously that he is prepared, in his own
interests, to install a water tank to pro-
tect himself as far as he possibly can.

I say the Government has no right to
make such an attack on people-and there
are others who have certain reactions to
fluoride. Some of them have been men-
tioned already.

It Is true that the medical profession,
try as it may. cannot find all the answers.
It does not even know a great deal about
the common cold, does it? It does not
know much about asthma, cancer, and
so on. There is a whole lot to be learned.
and that is not a criticism.

In the same way the medical profes-
sion does not know everything about
fluoride and its effect on the human
system. The member for Narrogin men-
tioned certain medicos. Those esteemed
gentlemen had read certain publications
that promoted a certain viewpoint and
they were pleased to accept that view-
point, as is their right. However, not one
of them undertook any experiments on his
own account. Therefore I say that the
view of Doctor Mainland, Doctor Jacobs,
and the rest of them, whom I know, as
they come from the old hometown of
Narrogin, is no more authoritative than
my own. None of those gentlemen has
a right to impose his viewpoint on the
public any more than I have in respect
of a matter which is so personal and in
respect of which there is so much conflict
on a world-wide basis.

I suppose an interesting sidelight to
this-and I must incorporate this in my
speech before I conclude-is that the low-
est bid in regard to this sodium silica
fluoride comes from what is referred to
invariably in the Press and by Liberal
Party speakers as Communist China. That
is apparently where it is going to come
from, because it is the best offer up to
date. However, members will be interested
to know that, apparently because of some

slight political embarrassment, Yesterday,
in reply to a question, it was referred to
as China, without the usual adjective
applied for political purposes.

Mr. Hawke: I still think it will come
from lcwlnana.

Mr. Court: Before you conclude, do I
take it from your remarks that if this
Bill Is passed by this Parliament, at the
next election it will be your policy to
undertake to repeal it?

Mr. GRAHAM: I am not in a position.
and neither do I pretend that I will be in
the position 18 months ahead, to give an
undertaking-and I doubt very much
whether the Leader of the Opposition
would be prepared to give an undertaking
of that nature. All I know about state-
ments in connection with this is that this
Government was peculiarly silent on the
issue during the last State elections. It
did not have a policy at all that was
proclaimed to the people. On the con-
trary, the Premier in correspondence. I
think to one of his constituents, indicated
that he would not, if his party were re-
turned, be responsible for a piece of legis-
lation along these lines.

Mr. Court: At many meetings we were
asked this question straight out. I well re-
member one such meeting with the now
Minister for Labour which they attended
in force on this particular issue. We made
no bones about ft.

Mr. Tonkin: What answer did you give?
Mr. Court: That we believed in the fluor-

idation of public water supplies.
Mr. Tonkin: You did not say you would

introduce legislation to fluoridate the pub-
lic water supplies.

Mr. Court: We did.
Mr. Tonkin: No, you didn't.
Mr., Court: At that time the country

Party was not in agreement with it.
Mr. Tonkin: So why say you did say it?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GRAHAM: After this interesting in-

terlude surely we are entitled to conclude
that the Government was not in a position
to give an undertaking either way because
it did not know or was unaware, or was
afraid, of the attitude of the Country
Party.

Mr. Court: The Country Party has clani-
fled its attitude.

Mr. GRAHAM: Therefore the public has
had no say in connection with this, and we
get back to the point raised by the member
for Victoria Park. Because a few gentle-
men and ladies of the Country Party got
together at a conference and, by a narrow
majority decided to do a back flip on a
certain issue, the public can go hang. The
important thing is that the Government
is, in both Houses of Parliament, now as-
sured of a majority to pass this piece of
legislation. That is all that counts.
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Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Your party did
a bit of a back flip, you know.

Mr. Dunn: Do you deny that The West-
ern Sun, Published three or four years
ago, said your party would support
the fluoridation of water?

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Balcatta.

Mr. GRAHAM: I have no recollection of
that and I would very much doubt
that such appeared, because three years
ago-and before three years ago-we were
obliged, because of a conference decision,
not to impose fluoridation upon the public
without the public first of all indicating
that it wanted such a measure. We are
being consistent in that attitude this even-
ing. Irrespective of whether we oppose or
Support or are neutral in our approach to
this matter we still say that we-or the
majority of 80 members of this Parliament
-have not the mandate or the authority
to impose fluoridation on the public. In-
deed, if one cares to analyse the Govern-
ment, it has something on the negative side
and therefore has no authority whatso-
ever to impose this form of tampering with
Public water supplies.

Mr. Hawke: The Country Party policy at
the last election was opposed to the fluor-
idation of public water supplies.

Mr. GRAHAM: That is a very appropri-
ate interjection which, of course, indicates
that we are all aware of what the Leader
of the Opposition said. I thank him for re-
minding us that it would appear that mem-
bers of the Country Party have double-
crossed the Public. Eighteen months ago
the Country Party went to the electors on
a polity of no fluoridation without the
consent of the people. However, now the
will of the People amounts to nothing.

Mr. Grayden: Is it not a party issue with-
in the Labor Party?

Mr. GRAHAM: No; but it obviously is
on the Government side of the House
where, as I said earlier, all the members
seem to be supporting the measure.
* Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is the ease

on that side.
Mr. GRAHAM: No; the member for

Kalgoorlie has intimated his attitude in
no uncertain fashion.

Mr. Hawke: Only one member said he
would support a referendum.

Mr. GRAHAM: Every member of the
Country Party is obliged to do that.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Craig: Obliged to do what?
Mr. GRAHAM: Support a referendum,

because that was the policy of the Country
Party at the last election. You have
changed that policy now, but the public
has not.

Mr. Jamieson: According to a ruling, the
Country Party is obliged to do it.

Mr. GRAHIAM: I feel there is so much
doubt and confusion regarding the whole

matter that we are not entitled to embark
on a personal course; or, because of loyalty
to a particular party, to foist this measure
upon the public.

A member: Hear, hear!
Mr. GRAHAM: I put myself in the role

of an adjudicator because I have already
indicated my personal attitude. I readily
confess that my two young children get
their dose of one fluoride tablet per day.
seven days a week. But that is a decision
made in the Graham home for the Graham
children; it is not made in the Cabinet
room or the Liberal Party caucus. They
are our children and we make the decision
and we are assured that the children get
the quantity of fluoride that has been
recommended. They get no more and they
get no less. However, under this scheme
goodness knows what quantity the children
will receive. So I say my position is
perfectly clear and plain in connection
with the whole matter.

The SPEAKER: You have another five
minutes.

Mr. GRAHAM: flat will be ample, Mr.
Speaker. if one endeavours to adopt that
delicate pose outlined by the member for
Beeloo, of sitting on the pickets, I would
say that of the evidence submitted to us, as
members of this Assembly, the speech
which was most documented and which
quoted the greatest number of authorities,
point by point, was that delivered by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

Members: Hear, hear!
Mr. GRAHAM: Those opinions did not

come from cranks or laymen. They were
opinions from high-ranking officials; pro-
fessional and technical men. Therefore,
any doubts at all-as the member for
Maylands stated-should be given to the
status quo. Where there is doubt, a person
is found not guilty, and no action is taken
against him and, in this instance, because
the case has not been sufficiently proven
that the introduction of fluoride into our
water supplies can be guaranteed to be
completely harmless to the people, I sug-
gest this legislation should not be before
US.

The Government should hasten slowly:
it should wait until it is absolutely positive
and until fluoridation has been proved
world-wide, and by our own experiments
and observations, before it Proceeds any
further.

However, if the Government feels that
the dental health of the citizens of West-
ern Australia is so perilous that urgent and
early action must be taken, then it can
proceed in a constructive manner. I am
certain no parents would object if this
Government took some steps to see that
there was less inducement for the kiddies
to eat ice cream and sweets, and drink
aerated water in great quantities.

The Government has no mandate, and it
has no right, morally or on any other
basis, to Proceed with this legislation; and,
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if this legislation is to be passed by this
Parliament with a majority in both
Houses, and is to see the light of day, it
will only be because of the action of this
Government in the party rooms in deciding
that there should be a united stand. In
other words, conscription for Vietnam in
the Federal sphere and conscription for
fluoridation in the State sphere. In
neither case, do I think the Government
has anything of which to be proud.

MRt. GRAYDEN (South Perth) 11.18
a.m.J: I certainly did not intend to speak
to this debate; however, in view of the fact
that it is 1.15 a.m., I am now going to do
SO.

I was surprised at some of the state-
ments made by the member for Balcatta.
He said that he bad regularly given his
children fluoride tablets. I find this
rather hard to believe because although I
do not know the ages of his children, one
could well be 18 months old.

Mr. Graham: No; you flatter me.
Mr. GRAYDEN: The member for Bal-

catta may not be quite as capable as I
thought he was. However, if it were not
the member for Baloatta, it could be some
other individual who could have a child of
six months, 12 months or LB months. That
child could be receiving a fluoride tablet.
The same family could have a child 16
years old, and that child could also receive
one tablet per day.

How, in these circumstances, could the
honourable member say-as he did-that
the children were receiving a scientific
dose. That is absolute rubbish.. The child
of six months who is getting a fluoride
tablet could possibly weigh 141lb. or 28
lb. or whatever a child of that age might
weigh.

Mr. Graham: If anybody knows, you
should; you have a dozen of them.

Mr. GRAYDEN: On the other hand, a
boy of 16 would weigh several stone, so
to say that a tablet represents a scientific
dose is absolute rubbish. It is much more
scientific to place the fluoride in the water
suppies, because by so doing the people
obtain a dose of fluoride in accordance
with the amount required.

Another Point I wish to raise is that
some time ago the Opposition stressed
the fact that this was a capitalistic move,
We have not heard this expressed much
during the debate, but in the past it has
been mentioned many times that to en-
hance the profits of those firms which
manufacture alumina, the fluoridation of
water supplies was advocated. It was
alleged that fluoride was the by-product
of an alumina factory. In consequence
of questions asked in the House during
the last few days we have learned that
the firms that manufacture alumina have
long since ceased to produce fluoride as
a by-product in the process of manufac-
turing alumina, and now, if we wish to

obtain fluoride from such a firm we would
have to induce it to install a special plant
to manufacture it.

It is not extraordinarily diffiult to
imagine that the position is quite the re-
verse. It could well be alleged that
some of the large overseas chemical
factories are behind the .opposition
te the fluoridation of water supplies that
is taking place. In regard to those firms
that manufacture fluoride in large quan-
tities, this could be a fact. Surely the
manufacture of fluoride tablets is much
more profitable than manufacturing a
by-product of alumina to be used to
fluoridate our water supplies. Compared
with the manufacture of fluoride tablets,
the extraction of fluoride as a by-product
from the manufacture of alumina for in-
sertion in our water supplies is, financially,
but a drop in the ocean, as it were.

It could well be alleged that if there
are any forces working against the fluori-
dation of water supplies, they could be the
great chemical companies of the world.
This is not an assertion that should be
glossed over lightly. It could be a fact,
A tremendous amount of money has been
spent on literature against fluoridation of
water supplies. There is niot one' member
of this House who has not been inun-
dated with pamphlets on the subject of
anti-fluoridation, and one asks oneself,

'Were does this money come from?"
There are many of us who have not

much respect for the large overseas
chemical companies, and I would think
that if I were the manager of a large
chemical company and I was utterly un-
scrupulous, I would soon come to the con-
clusion that the manufacture of fluoride
tablets was a very profitable undertaking
and so I would go out of my way to dis-
cover those who were receptive to the
suggestion I would put forward and I
would supply them with propaganda and
leave the rest to them. In such circum-
stances I can imagine what those people
would do. They would do precisely what
the people who are opposing fluoridation
are doing today. That is the situation to
my mind. The same circumstances exist
in many other spheres, but I will not
mention them.

I used to be bitterly opposed to fluorida-
tion. I think I was the only -member
on this side of the Rouse who was
conscientiously opposed to it, because at
that time I hated the thought of what I
considered to be compulsory medication.
I have always had a horror of tablets in
any form. I have always avoided doctors
as much as Possible. Not that I lack con-
fidence ine doctors; on the contrary, I have
the greatest confidence in them, but it
behoves everybody to keep as far away
from them as possible.

Mr. Hawke. All the time.
Mr. GRAYDEN; As I was so bitterly

opposed to fluoridation and as I bad
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openly expressed my thoughts on the sub -
ject, the Minister for Health at that time.
who is now the Minister for Works,
invited me, together with the member for
Darling Range, to make a visit to the
Department of Public Health with a view
to ironing out the differences between
myself and the officers of that depart-
ment. When I eventually paid a visit to
the department I was extremely sceptical,
but to my astonishment the departmental
officers were able to produce all the in-
formation necessary completely to satisfy
me that I was wrong in regard to the
fluoridation of water supplies.

What really impressed me was the fact
that fluoride was a natural constituent of
the waters of some parts of Western Aus-
tralia. I thought that if that were so. and
people had been consuming this water all
their lives, where was the flaw in putting
fluoride into our water supplies? That was
the question I wanted answered. I wanted
to know if there was any difference be -
tween the fluoride in the water in which
fluoride was a natural constituent and the
fluoride which is artificially added. I visited
the department principally to ascertain
the answer to that question.

The departmental officers produced
references which completely satisfied me
on that Point, which I think is a funda-
mental one. If one lives in a place such as
Cue where fluoride is a natural constituent
of the water, one enjoys all the benefits
that are gained from the ingestion of
fluoride. But if one lives in Perth where
the water is deficient in fluoride, one is
just unfortunate. We cannot move the
whole City of Perth to Cue to obtain the
benefits of fluoride, but we can rectify the
deficiency of fluoride in Perth water
supplies.

Earlier in the debate the member for
Wellington made a comparison between
trace elements placed in the ground for
the production of better stock or grain.
and the addition of fluoride to drinking
water. One can point to Esperance and
many other country districts where the
addition of trace elements to the soil has
achieved tremendous results in agricul-
tural production. I will cite to the House
an ilustration of how stock are affected
when trace elements are lacking in the
soil. I used to visit a place called Green
Heads, which is north of Jurien Bay, to
engage in fishing and, on passing through
a pastoral property adjacent to the beach,
we used to be amazed to see Hereford
cattle that were just skin and bone. On
making inquiries concerning their condi-
tion we learned that they suffered from
a cobalt deficiency. The cattle were able
to reproduce themselves, but because of
this deficiency, they were just skin and
bone. However, when cobalt was added
to their drinking water the cattle thrived;
if that was possible.

Mr. Hawke: I think the member for
South Perth and I1 should take some of
this cobalt.

Mr. ORAYDEN: Here was a trace ele-
ment which was lacking in the water, and
which made all the difference in the
world to those particular cattle. Surely
we should regard fluoride as a trace ele-
ment which is lacking in the water supply
that is made available to the citizens of
Perth! We have already had an illustra-
tion of this.

I1 think it was the member for Sunbury
who said that during the summertime 40
Per cent,' of the water used in Perth was
derived from a bore in King's Park in
which the percentage of fluoride was in
excess of one part per million.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It was .8.
Mr. GRAYDEN: That is pretty close.

Here we have a bore in King's Park which
augments the water supply in Perth in
the summer months and which contains
0.8 parts per million of fluoride.

In other words, the people of Perth
have been drinking fluoridated water for
many Years. Those who drink tea drink
fluoride. The few who drink beer drink
fluoride.

Mr. Jamieson: Which few is this?
Mr. GRAYDEN: The significant point

is that in Western Australia there are
many places where fluoride is natural to
the water supply to a far greater extent
than one part per million which is pro-
Posed in this measure. In any part of
the State where fluoride occurs naturally
we find that the children's teeth are in-
finitely better than they are elsewhere in
the State where perhaps fluoride does not
occur naturally. We also know that people
have lived all their lives in certain places
where there is fluoride Present, and have
lived to the age of 80 or 85 years or more,
So fluoride obviously does not affect the
age to which an individual lives: nor has it
anything to do with any ailments that
one might suff er.

There are people who have lived in Cue
from the time they were born till they
were 85 Years of age, and their health
has been equal to if not better than the
health of anybody else in the State.
Quite apart from this they have excellent
teeth.

I have heard a lot about Mexico where
there is supposed to be several parts of
fluoride Per million gallons in the water
supply. That being so, I thought I would
hear of People who were maimed and
crippled as a consequence, and who might
suffer from all sorts of side effects. instead
of that, I find from the search I made
through the most extensive library of the
Public Health Department that there was
not one single side effect anywhere.

I did find, however, that there was a
slight difference between the People of
Mexico and those who lived in Parts of
the United States where fluoride was not
natural in the water supply. As a con-
sequence of the presence of fluoride there
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was a slight thickening of the bone struc-
ture, and there were far fewer breakages
of limbs there than in the surrounding
countries. That was the only difference,
and it was particularly noticeable in those
who were aged.

We all know that in our own community
when an aged person falls and breaks a
limb he very often develops pneumonia
and perhaps dies. In Mexico there are
fewer limbs broken among the aged
People, which, to my mind, is most signi-
ficant. As I have said, the only difference
among the people of this country was a
slight thickening of the skeletal structure
which was considered to be an excellent
thing.

There must surely be something wrong
if we in Western Australia are going to
quibble about drinking water containing
one part of fluoride per million parts of
water in our water supplies-particularly
when some people in this State are already
drinking far more than that because of
the natural presence of fluoride in the
water supply-when the water supply
contains several parts of fluoride Per
million gallons of water.

As members know, I have 10 children,
and I can assure the House that if there
was the slightest danger in fluoride it
would be the last thing I would expect
them to drink. I had the agonizing ex-
perience recently of taking some of my
younger children to the dentist and sitting
in the dentist's waiting room while they
manfully went and had their teeth drilled.
One of them who is three years old had
a tooth extracted, and as children do he
placed it in a glass filled with water in
the hope that he might receive a couple
of shillings from the fairies. I am getting
a bit tired of this, though I assure the
House that it is not because of the money,
because I would be glad to spend any
amount that is necessary to preserve their
teeth.

My wife endeavours to give the children
fluoride; but I have some very pleasant
neighbours who are consistently giving
them either biscuits or sweets. We all know
that the main cause of tooth decay is the
eating of sweets and biscuits, which con-
tain sugar. In a society such as ours one
cannot escape the fact that children will
eat sugar and not clean their teeth after-
wards. If they did, fluoride would not be
necessary. in those circumstances should
we not do something, if it is within our
power, to cut dental decay by 50 or 60
per cent.? If we can do that without
harm to people, then it behoves us to
support the measure.

A lot has been said at various times in
the past about compulsory medication.
The argument has been raised that this
is a Liberal-Country Party Government-
one which is opposed to socialism or any-
thing of that kind-yet it seeks to intro-
duce compulsory fluoridation of water
supplies, while it is opposed to the nation-

alisation of banks. Anyone who gives this
matter a moment's thought will come up
with the answer that fluoridation of water
supplies is not comparable with the
nationalisation of banks.

No-one proposes that people in the Perth
or any other district in Western Australia
must drink fluoridated water, and if
that were the case I would vote against
the measure. Such a Proposition would
be intolerable to members on this or the
opposite side of the House. Who would
take it on himself to suggest that people
should be compelled to drink fluoridated
water?

The greater bulk of the water from the
Mundaring Weir and other reservoirs is
used for watering lawns, washing clothes,
flushing toilets, and washing dishes. The
amount that is drunk is absolutely negli-
gible. Many people in the community are
opposed to fluoridation and I respect their
views for reasons which I shall give in a
short while. If this section of the com-

munty does not want to drink fluoridated
water, it is not very costly to install a
rainwater tank.

Mr. Hawke: Will the Government give
a subsidy for that purpose?

Mr. GRAYDEN: What happened
when Western Australia was colonised?
The people depended on rainwater tanks.
Today in almost every building in this
State guttering is installed to channel the
water from the 'roof. People who are
op posed to fluoridation could install water
tanks of 1.000 gallons, 500 gallons, or even
200 gallons capacity; and if they cannot
afford that they can use a 44-gallon drum.
If anyone cannot meet the cost of instal-
ling a new rainwater tank he has only to
go through the advertisements in The
West AUStralian of any Saturday to find
secondhand rainwater tanks being offered
for about £5. I daresay the money that
will be saved by conserving the rainwater
in a tank will in due course pay for the
cost of the tank. It is a good business
Proposition to install such a tank.

Mr. Tonkin: I think you are battling
for B.H.P.

Mr. ORAYDEN: I am not. I am all for
assisting people who experience difficulty
in meeting their excessive water charges.
Under this Bill we are given the opportun-
ity to do something which will obviate a
great deal of pain among the children of
the State. If we are able to achieve that
objective then the measure is worth while.

Let us consider what is worth while to
be done for the people. Certainly the
pleasures which people experience are of
tremendous importance, and we should go
out of our way to enable them to experi-
ence pleasure; but eqjually important is
the prevention of pain. What is the good
of providing pleasure on the one hand,
and on the other hand, doing nothing to
lessen pain among the children? Thous-
ands of the children in future will benefit
from this legislation. The pain which
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children now have to bear when they visit
the dentist, in having teeth extracted or
drilled, will be lessened in the future.

Mr. Jamieson: The dental faculty might
have to close shop.

Mr. -GRAYDEN: The benefits outweigh
by far the disadvantages which might
arise along the line. The member for Bal-
catta spoke of compulsory fluoridation,
and about people being compelled to drink
fluoridated water. It is not a fact, and
people do not have to drink this water.
He referred to the case of a person who
drank rainwater when he was home, and
said that when that person went out for
the day and drank a glass of water some-
where else it would be fluoridated water.
He was referring to a fully-grown man
who drank rainwater in his home, and
who occasionally drank fluoridated water
when he was out. He complained about
that! Yet in the next breath he said he
was providing his own children with
fluoride tablets. Re is prepared to supply
his children with fluoride tablets which
contain a greater concentration of
fluoride than fluoridated water-greater
than one part per million.

Mr. Tonkin: How do you get that idea?
Mr. GRAYDEN: That is the position.
Mr. Tonkin: It is not the position at all.
Mr. GRAYDEN: The honourable mem-

ber says that is not the position, anid I
am rather curious to find out how he
arrives at that conclusion.

Mr. Tonkin: Because it is in the
Pamphlet.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is prepared to give a
fluoride tablet to a child which weighs 20
pounds, and to another child of 16 years
of age weighing 14 stone he is still pre-
pared to give the samne dose of one tablet.

Mr. Hawke: The member for Mt. Mar-
shall is not here!

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition says that is a scientific
dose for a child of 20 pounds, and also a
scientific dose for a boy of 14 stone. The
difference between the effect on a child
of 20 pounds and one of 14 stone is far
greater than the difference between the
effect on an individual who drinks a
gallon of fluoridated water a day and one
who drinks half a gallon a day. If the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition were to
consider this aspect be would find that
what I have just said is correct.

SThe member for Balcatta was worried
about a grown man drinking rainwater
while he was at home, and occasionally
drinking a glass of fluoridated water when
he was out; yet I do not imagine he would
object to one of his constituents going
into a hotel and drinking pints of beer
which, of course, contains fluoride in ex-
cess of one Part Per million,

Mr, Jamieson: That is not sodium
fluoride.

Mr. GRAYDEN: To get back to the
point I wanted to clarify, when I
approached the Department of Public
Health my main object was to ascertain
whether the fluoride which is naturally
Present in water is different to the fluor-
ide which is added to water supplies. The
officers of the department produced refer-
ence after reference to indicate there is
no difference. This was the point that
satisfied me. In those circumstances, I
think we are going to do a tremendous
injustice to the children of this State if
'we sit here and blithely vote against a
measure of this kind.

We have the experience of what has
happened in the Eastern States. We
know that at Yass the people have had
fluoride in their water supply for 10
years. There has never been one complaint,
and there have never been any side-
effects. Is there anyone in this Chamber
who would deny that the teeth of the
children of Yass are the best in New South
Wales? Here in Australia we have a com-
munity that says, "We are going to be far
in advance of the tinaes"-in fact, 10 years
ahead of Western Australia. Ten years ago
at Yass, the authorities were possessed of
some forethought and put fluoride into
their water supply, and in that 10 years
they have reached this Position: The
children at Yass have, the best teeth in
New South Wales: there has not been a
single side-effect; and there have been no
complaints.

I-ow in these circumstances can we
Oppose this Bill? I suggest this: We
should adjourn this Parliament and hold
it in the town of Cue. We would take
the Speaker's Chair and enthrone you, Sir,
so that you can ably maintain the neces-
sary decorum. You are probably more
capable of doing that than any other
Speaker has done.

We would debate this issue and have on
the outskirts lots of little aborigine and
other children. They would be listening to
the Opposition members and would say,
"Why did not that happen to me?" We
might arouse some sort of distress as they
might think that all the things told them
by the medical officers who have visited
the district were false.

These children would go home and peer
into each other's miouths and say, "I want
to see if there is any mottling". They would
look for an arm dropping off; or some
other side-effect. They would think it
ridiculous. On the other side of the gather-
ing would be the aged people who would
be in their 80s and 90s. Obviously they
would wonder whether they were a group
apart because they had been drinking
fluoridated water ever since they were
born.

It would make a mockery of the whole
debate if we were to go to Cue where
fluoride is naturally in the water supply
and where the local inhabitants have been
drinking this water ever since they were
born.
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I mentioned earlier that I have the
greatest respect for those who oppose
fluoridation. I have the greatest respect
for anybody who opposes this sort of thing.
In the forefront of this group are those
who go out of their way to study
diet: and they abstain from smoking,
drinking alcohol, and things of that kind.
I think that is a section of the public for
whom we should have the greatest respect.

On this Particular issue their reaction is
one that all of us should originally have
had. If we did not have that sort of re-
action, then there is something wrong
with us. It would indicate the human race
has not long to survive if we said lightly
that we would have mass medication and
let the majority of doctors say at will, "We
will inject you with this, or vaccinate you
with something else." If we reach that
stage, the human race will not have long
to survive. So we have to be ever cautious:
and we can thank this particular
section that has thoughts which
are probably slightly different from the
majority of members here. Let us hope
we always have a, section like that in the
community. If we do not, then God help
this community. I make this point,
because I have a lot of respect for them.

Exhaustive research into fluoridatlon
has been going on for 30 years and, in
those circumstances, we cannot take any
notice of this minority on this one
occasion, but I would go so far as to say
that this need not be the position on 4other
occasions.

MR. 1SICKERTON (Pilbara) 11.57 a.m.]:
I cannot bring myself to apologise for
keeping people out of bed at two in the
morning. I have a pet theory that if any-
one keeps me up until midnight, then
it is my privilege to prolong it a little alter
that.

This is a matter, as many previous
speakers have said, which is one that is
extremely difficult for the average layman
to decide upon. I understand that we have
no experts in this Chamber as far as this
subject is concerned. I concede the Mini-
ster has his advisers, but he has themi
on other matters which he brings before
this Chamber and I do not know whether
we have always agreed with him or his
experts on those other matters.

However, I am one who supports fluori-
dation of water supplies. I do so, I readily
admit, from a limited knowledge, but I
have made up my mind from what I have
read on the matter and from the remarks
of other members. I feel the good that
can come from it outweighs the risks that
are taken.

H-owever, I respect the views of those
who oppose the matter; and I find myself
a little disappointed, if I may say so, at
the arrogance of the speakers on the Gov-
ernment side in this connection, even
though I am in accord with the fluoridla-
tion of water supplies. I have heard criti-

cism of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and the case he put before this
House: and, whilst I do not agree with
him, I would say quite truthfully that I
really felt the case put before the House
by him proved to me that he at least, in
his own mind, knows what he is voting
for, even though he is opposed to the
measure. It Is possible that he would be
one of the few who has done sufficient
research on this matter to really convince
himself that what he is doing is 100 per
cent. correct.

Therefore I thought it was rather un-
kind of the member for Wemubley to make
some of the remarks he made in connec-
tion with the case submitted by the De-
puty Leader of the Opposition. He en-
deavoured to belittle that case without,
in my opinion, submitting a strong argu-
ment against the points the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition raised.

I find myself, as a member of this
House, with the privilege of having a vote
as to whether or not the public water
Supplies should be fluoridated. This is an
extremely important matter and not one
of us, whether we vote for or against it,
knows whether time will prove that we
have done the right thing. We can only
consult our own consciences on the little
knowledge we have at our disposal and
decide what is, in our opinion, in the best
interests of our constituents and of
Western Australia. This, I believe, I amn
doing, but I do not say I am right.

In view of the fact that this is such
an important matter, although I have the
privilege-or perhaps it might not be a
privilege-of voting on this issue, I cer-
tainly would not vote to deny the rest
of the people of this State an opportunity
of casting their vote on an issue of this
nature. Therefore it is my Intention to
vote for the amendment of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, advocating a
referendum.

I would vote for that amendment fully
conscious of the fact that I am not one
generally to advocate referendums. Per-
sonally I believe that a Government is
elected to govern and that it should go
about the job of governing, and that pro-
bably only rare occasions would arise
when a referendum was essential. I
believe that this is one of those rare
occasions.

Referendums are influenced a lot by the
particular party which has the greatest
amount of money to spend on the cam-
paign. That is one reason I1 do not believe
they are always accurate. Another is that
if one argues against a particular thing
and says it is harmful, and truly believes
It is harmful, and then advocates a refer-
endum, one must realise that should that
referendum be carried and the majority
of people vote for, in this case, fluorida-
tion, then, Of course, that does not Over-
,come the damage, if damage is to result
from fluoridation.
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If a referendum is held and results in
a vote against fluoridation, then the wor-
ries of those who are opposed to fluorida-
tion are overcome: but assuming the
referendum had the opposite result, then
nothing is overcome. However, in this
case, as a type of mass medication is
involved-and a compulsory one-the peo-
pie of this State should have the right to
decide whether or not they want it; and
I think that is only fair under the cir-
cumstances because the Government
would otherwise be establishing a Prece-
dent in introducing this legislation, re-
gardless of the arguments put forward to
the contrary.

However, regardless of my earlier
remarks. I am conscious of the hour of
the morning. I believe that fluoridation
would benefit the community, but I think
it desirable, in a matter of this nature,
that a referendum of the People should
be allowed.

MR. RHATIGAN (Kimberley) (2.5 am.):
Whilst I realise that it is 2.5 atm., if the
Government is determined to force this
upon us, I make no apologies for delaying
the House another few minutes. I, like
many other members, would much prefer
to be in bed at this early hour of the
morning instead of speaking on a subject
about which I know nothing. I can only
be guided by those who profess to know
all about fluoridation; but a conflict of
opinion does exist. One group of experts
are opposed to another group of experts.
so who is right? I do not know and I do
not think any other member here knows.
I do not think the Minister who intro-
duced the Bill knows.

This is a measure which should not be
forced through the House at this early
hour of the morning. The debate should
be adjourned to allow further discussion.
Let us take time over it. Is there any
urgency? I understand from questions
asked of the Minister last week or the week
before that even if this Bill passes, 18
months will elapse before It will take
effect: so why the urgency? Why
should this Bill be passed tonight? This
Bill will affect the lives of many people.

It is all very well to quote expert opin-
ions. The Minister told us that the legis-
lation will benefit children up to the age
of 12 years. However, after all is said
and done we do Dot know enough about
this matter. I listened very attentively
to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
during his 21 hour speech, if I remember
correctly. He has done a lot of research
on this matter and surely his opinion
should be considered as well as the opin-
ion of the Minister, which the Minister
insists on forcing down our necks. This
is something that will affect the whole of
Western Australia, not just the Govern-
ment benches. I have been amazed from
my experience in this House to realise how
regimented are members opposite. In
ether words they are spineless. They have

not the courage of theft convIctions to
express their opinion. No, they are regi-
mented.

As other members who have had any
experience with natives will know, natives
have the best teeth of any individuals. I
have been told by a prominent dentist
who has attended these natives in the
north that this is because they do not
eat food with sugar in it. Actually they
do now, but they did not in the past. They
chewed things like kangaroo pieces and
goannas. and it was this exercise of their
Jaws which gave them the good teeth they
have to this day. I am speaking of those
natives who were children about 15 years
ago. They did not eat stews and sweets
and that type of thing. That is the
answer.

There is a lot we do not know about the
subject, but here the Government is forc-
ing it down our necks at 2.10 in the morn-
ing. What is the urgency if it will not
be put into effect for another 18 months
if it is passed, as, indeed we know it will
be, because the Government benches are
regimented? We on this side are not
regimented.

Mr. Court: Not much!
Mr. RHATIGAN: Look here, until I

heard some of the speeches I was inclined
to support fluoridation! We are not regi-
mented at all on this Bil, I can assure the
Minister of that when he says, "Not much."
Why is there such a hurry for this Bill to
go through?

Mr. Craig: We want to go home to bed.
Mr. RHAnTGAN: Yes, so do 1. However,

cannot we postpone this Bill for another
12 months to allow some research?

Mr. Ross Hutchin son: The situation
would not be any different.

Mr. RHATIGAN: It would be no differ-
ent because the Government has made
up its mind. That is why the situation
will not be any different. The situation
was no different in 1963 but on that occa-
sion the majority did not vote in favour
of the Bill. That is why it is here again
now and we are debating it in the early
hours of the morning. All the Ministers
have to work tomorrow and Yet they are
determined to keep us here debating this
legislation. Is there any dire necessity for
this legislation to go through immediately?
According to replies to Questions which
were asked of the Minister, fluoridation
will not come into effect for another 18
months.

The logical thing to do is to let the
people decide what they want. Why push
the fluoride down their necks if they do
not want it? Let us not have this dicta-
torial attitude of the Government. I can-
not be kicked out of this Chamber by say-
ing what was said by the old chap from
the gallery the other night. He said "Heil
Hitler" and I am inclined to agree with
him. I do not know him. I was told who
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he was and I do not agree with his atti-
tude, but I think he was inclined to be
right.

The Government is trying to force some-
thing down the People's necks. As far as
the north is concerned, there is a lot of
fluoride in the bores and in the wells. How
will that fluoride be regulated?

The answer to this problem is to let
the people of Western Australia decide
whether or not they want fluoride, Why
should the health authorities or the Minis-
ter say that the people shall have fluoride
whether they want it or not? That is not
right in my humble opinion and I will
vote against the measure.

N=. ROSS HUTCHZNSON (Cottesloe-
Minister for Works) [2.13 a.mJ3: I have
changed my mind on a number of occa-
sions during the course of this debate as
to what procedure I should adopt when
replying. I have come to the conclusion
that I should not spend a great deal of
time replying as so much has been said
in the Presentation of the case for each
side. Also, a great deal was said on a pre-
vious occasion, some three years ago, when
representations were made for and against
fluoridation. Most members in the House
now appreciate perhaps even more than
before, that there is an abundance of lit-
erature on the subject, for and against,
and the responsibility of each member is to
adjudicate for himself as to where the
quality and weight of evidence lies. I have
made up my mind and the Government
has made up its mind and has taken this
action.

Mr. Hawke: When you say that, you
mean the members of the Liberal Party?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: That is a
fair question. I cannot speak for all the
members of the Liberal Party but we hope
that they will all support the Bill. If the
Leader of the Opposition casts his mind
back three years he will recall that it was
two members of the Government party
who were responsible for defeating the Bill.

Mr. Hawke: That was in another place
Mr. Ross HUTCHfISON: That is per-

fectly true; it was in another place. Un-
fortunately, the legislation was defeated
because of that. At that time, the Oppo-
sition voted as a party and I am very happy
indeed that on this occasion it has been
published that there is no strict adherence
to a party vote.

personally, if I am not presuming, I1
would like to say that I appreciate the
courage and the foresight of those mem-
bers of the Labor Party who have
indicated their approval of the legis-
lation. I also offer some degree of sympathy
to the member for Beelco because I think
he very genuinely-despite the fact that
he said he was sitting on the fence-was
concerned about the attitude of the De-
partment of Health in France. That De-

partment of Health is adopting a somewhat
similar attitude to that of the member for
Beelco.

By and large, and speaking generally, I
think the State appreciates that over the
seven years of the reign of this Govern-
ment we have faced our responsibilities
with a goad deal of courage, The case of
fluoridation is a controversial subject and
is one which could well have been left
alone as being too thorny a problem to
tackle. However, as in many of the Prob-
lems we have tackled, this is felt not to
be the way and there have been very
many debates within cur party room on
various aspects. There have been close
consultations with experts and close study
of literature connected with the exam-
ination of this problem and that Problem
within the major problem. It appears,
from the debate that has taken Place
over the last two days, that the members
of the Government party are pretty solidly
behind this proposition.

The prime purpose of the legislation, I
hardly need to say, is to adjust the level
of fluoride in our water supplies. There
is already a quantity of fluoride in our
water and this has been known for a
long time. Perhaps it was not as well
known as it is now that some bores carry
a content of .8 parts fluoride per million
parts of water, and the amount of fluoride
which we hope to have placed in the
water for the benefit of the people is one
part of fluoride per million parts of water.

I do not want to stretch out any argu-
ments, but it can be said that at the
Present time those children who get in
their water in the summertime, say, .3
parts of fluoride, and who also have
fluoride tablets, are getting more than
the regulation dose. I think this can be
accepted, and I would think that when
fluoridation Is in full swing-if this Bill
becomes law-there would not be this large
variation in the intake of fluoride by peo-
ple who drink water from public water
supplies.

So it is an adjustment of what has been
termed a trace element-that is not a bad
name-to a point where considerable
benefits can be conferred upon the people.

Initially the benefits of fluoridation will
be conferred on the children, but these
benefits, most assuredly, will flowv to adult
life, because children eventually become
adults. It Is true that an adult with a
large number of teeth in his head at the
age of 45 or 50 must expect some dental
decay, but there will be teeth in his head
which probably would not have been there
if he had not been drinking fluoridated
water.

in making a few brief points on the
case for fluoridation, I am not going to
use my own words, but the words of a
member of the Privy Council. These
were the words that were used by Lord
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Upjohn who, on this occasion, was the
chairman of the Judicial committee when
the legal right to add fluoride to a town's
water was determined in the Privy Council.
I will read only the relevant partsa to the
House. There were some quotations con-
cerning New Zealand which are not per-
tinent in this instance, and then Lord
Upjohn is reported as having said-

I was satisfied on the evidence that
(1) there is a high incidence of dental
caries in New Zealand generally; (2)
there was almost a complete absence
or at least a high deficiency in the
fluoride content of the natural arte-
sian well water supply of Lower Hutt;
(3) the absorption of fluoride had a
substantial effect of reducing the
Incidence of dental caries especially
in young children; (4) there are no
deleterious or toxic effects on the
human body from the absorption of
fluoride, mare emphatically in the
minute proportion of one part to a
million: (5) any surplus fluoride taken
into the body is excreted without
harmful results; and (6) tablets or
other vehicles for the taking of fluor-
ide are unsatisfactory in that the re-
quired. regularity with children would
not be achieved, and natural water
is the only really satisfactory vehicle.

Mr. Evans: What is the name of that
publication?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: This is the
finding of the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council which, on the 20th Septem-
ber, 1963, by a majority decision, dis-
missed the appeal against the legal right
to add fluoride to a New Zealand town's
water supply.

Mr. Evans: Is there any citation for
the name of the case?

Mr. RO0S5 HUTCHINSON: The name
of the case appears on the top of the
pamphlet. It is an extract from a book
entitled The Medical Officer. In other
words, fluoridation of water supplies is
efficient and safe; and it is not only an
economical means to achieve the efficiency
spoken of,' but it is economical to the
people on whom the benefits of fluorida-
tion are conferred.

I just, want to say that the debate was
a notable one in many respects. Some little
heat was engendered at times, and there
was some drama perhaps and not a little
humour, but the only part of the debate
I did not like was the tendency of some
speakers--perhaps one in particular-to
play unnecessarily on the fears of the
people. To mry mind the pattern set by
the anti-fluoridationists is deplorable. I
amn of the opinion that the benefits of
fluoridation have been slow In coming in
many parts of the world because of this,
but I do not want to pursue that line of
thought at this juncture.

Mr. May: Perhaps not, but it is per-
fectly true.

Mr. ROSS HUTTCHINSON: The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition mentioned cases
of children in the Princess Margaret Hos-
pital who were allergic to fluoride. I
would certainly like the doubt that he has
raised cleared up, no matter in what form
it has been raised. In reply to the com-
ments made by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition on this mnatter I have here a
letter from the Medical Director of the
Princess Margaret Hospital and Professor
I. C. Lewis of the Department of Child
Health and, among other things in this
letter, it is stated-

There have been no children ad-
mitted with fluoride sensitivity to
Princess Margaret Hospital. Three
years ago, three parents approached
the hospital claiming that their chil-
dren were sensitive. Two refused to
bring their children for testing, one
claiming her two boys were "sensitive
to everything." The one child who
was brought to the hospital was said
to be sensitive to fluoridated tooth-
paste but proved, after testing, to have
no sensitivity to fluoride. In recent
weeks the Dental Health Education
Officer sent the hospital the name of
a woman who claimed that her child
was -sensitive to fluoride tablets, but
this woman has not replied to a letter
asking would she like to have sensi-
tivity tests carried out. We should
therefore like to repeat that there are
no children in Princess Margaret Hos-
pital who are allergic to fluoride, and
never have been.

I do not want to say much more about
that incident except to quote the informa-
tion that has been supplied by those two
medical gentlemen. One may draw what-
ever conclusions one wishes, but it is re-
markable that this happening occurred
three years ago, and then was raised
again only the other day when the legis-
lation was before Parliament.

There is Yet another matter which must
be mentioned and that has to deal with
Professor Hugo Theorell of Sweden. The
Dleputy Leader of the Opposition almost
used this double Nobel Prize winner as a
trumnp card in his case.

Mr. Tonkin: Don't You think he is an
outstanding scientist?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I do, indeed.
Mr. Tonkin: He is opposed to fluorida-

tion.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I think it

would have been wiser for the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition not to have re-
peated that.

Mr. Tonkin'. No, it would not: the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition knows
what he is talking about.

Mr. ROSS HUTTCHINSON: The honour-
able member also said that Sir Robert
Menzies, in describing the change of heart
that Professor Theorell had had, was

im



[Wednesday, 12 October, 1956., 38

speaking untruths, or words to that effect.
Sir Robert Menzies was not speaking un-
truths, because it is perfectly true that
Professor Theorell has changed his mind
on this matter.

Mr. Tonkin: What is the proof?
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: That is

what I am trying to bring forward. There
is a translation here from a Swedish
paper.

Mr. Tonkin: Yes, I thought so! What
paper, and what date?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Ilam just try-
ing to tell the honourable member. This is
an extract from the Journal of the Swed-
ish Federation of Dental Surgeons dated
the 15th April, 1962, page 218. The head-
ing is, "Professor Theorell supports the
Norrkbping Experiment." Let me briefly
reintroduce the subject. In 1958 Pro-
fessor Theorell did indicate he was not
satisfied with the fact that the fluorida-
tion of water supplies was safe. I have
here a copy of the type script, but I
also have it in another form, printed in
the British Dental Journal, and It mnight.
be easier if I read it from here. This
was Published on the 21st August, 1952,
and states--

Professor Theorell Supports the
Norrkdping Experiment

The first number of Tandvarnsnytt,
the organ of the Dental Service, for
1952, which has just appeared, con-
tains an interview with Professor
Hugo Theorell on the fluoridation
experiment in Norrkbping. In 1958
Professor Theorell opposed the Mvedi-
Cal Board's proposal that the comn-
munes should be allowed to add
fluoride to their drinking water.

In this journal he says-
I have just drawn up another re-

port, with Professor Jan Waldenstromn
and Professor U. S. Von Euler, recom-
mending that the Norrkdping experi-
ments be continued. On being asked
if this meant a complete reversal of
his previous opinion he replied-

and this is the interesting part-
No, if you read my 1958 report you

will see that at that; time I simply
did not consider the time to be ripe
for any general permission for the
fluoridation of water supplies, and
advised experiments along other lines.
But now, since the Norrkbping experi-
ments have shown such good results
as a 50 per cent, reduction in caries,
I consider that it would be wrong to
stop the experiments. Quite obviously
they must go on.

I stated in my 1958 report that there
was a risk involved in increasing the
fluoride content of certain organs of
the body and that as fluoride is an
enzyme poison, the prolonged addition
of fluoride to drinking water might
have medical consequences. The

Norrkbping experiments, however,
have not supported this theory. That
is something we did not know four
years ago. We know now that it Is
not dangerous.

Moreover, since it has not been
made public in Norrki~ping in which
part of the town the extra fluoride has
been added to the water, there is no
possibility of individuals letting their
imagination run away with them.
That was another Point on which I
expressed fears in my report.

Altogether I would say that time has
worked in favour of the continuation
of the Norrkbping experiments. I flow
await their final results with great
interest.

Mr. Hawke: That is fair enough.
Mr. Tonkin: He still declared in 1953

that he was opposed to it.
Mr.' ROSS HUTCHINSON: That is not

true.
Mr. Tonkin: Is not it? I have it here.
Mr. Hawke: He is in favour of a con-

tinuation of the experiments.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: He says it

is not dangerous. Smrely I do not have
to read it out again.

Mr. Hawke: Have the experiments been
completed?

Mpr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: They were
completed up to that point of time. I
tried to intimate as coolly and as logically
as I could earlier that one of the reasons
why the benefits of fluoridation are not
conferred on various populations is be-
cause of the scare tactics used by the
anti-fluoridationists. I say that much
more coolly and logically than the anti-
fluoridationists argue; much more coolly
than the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
who spoke about people being killed by this
method.

Mr. Tonkin: I was not aware that I
introduced any heat into what* I said.

Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: I would like
to quote from another document from
Professor Hugo Theorell. It is dated the
20th July, 1962, and is in reply to a letter
from Professor Noel D2. Martin, University
of Sydney, Faculty of Dentistry, Dental
Hospital, Chalmers Street, Sydney. It
reads as follows-

Re your letter of July 4, 1962.
The number of letters with ques-

tions on the fluoridation problem ar-
riving here every day is too large to
allow me to answer them individually.
I must therefore confine myself to the
following standardised statement,

I have almost done the same thing in my
reply to similar letters. The letter Con-
tinues--

As fluorine is an enzyme poison and
as in 1958 too little was known of
human reactions to it I found it safer
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at that time to advise against a gen-
eral fluoridation of tap water. Since
then we have gained more practical
knowledge from the experiments in
Norrkdping and as these have given
no negative results, but on the other
hand the caries frequency has gone
down by 50 per cent. among the school
children getting fluoridated water, I
think it well worth while to continue
the Norrkdping experiment for an-
other period of time.

Yours sincerely,
Hugo Theorell.

Mr. Tonkin: I would not object to that,
if an experiment were in progress. It is
most desirable in order that finality might
be obtained.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I can see
that both the honourable gentlemen oppo-
site would like to read their own interpre-
tation into this and, of course, they are
entitled to do so.

Mr. Tonk in: I do not think you are
entitled to read into it that he is now in
favour of fluoridation.

Mr. ROSS HUlTCINSON: There are so
many things he says about it not being
dangerous; that it should continue; and
that it is giving benefit to people.

Mr. Tonkin: It is strange that in 1963
he said he was Opposed to fluoridation.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The very
least I claim after having given the House
the benefit of this is that it is substantially
different from the story conveyed by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition when he
spoke during the second reading debate.

Mr. Tonkin: I do not agree.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: In conclu-

sion I would like to say that we again have
an opportunity to implement a health
reform of quite considerable magnitude.
Whether it is in the right priority or not.
as was suggested by some member, it is
a health reform of great quality and is a
very worth-while step to take. On this
occasion I hope we do not allow the Bill
to lapse or to be lost.

In respect of our being accused of giving
poison to people, I might say-as has been
said by other members on this side of
the House-that we could well accuse
those who fanatically oppose this health
reform of being people who are denying
good dental health to the people of our
State.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. W.

A. Manning) in the Chair; Mr. Ross
Hutchinson (Minister for Works) in
charge of the Bill.

Clause 1 put and passed.
Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit
again, on motion by Mr. I. W. Manning.

BILLS (3): RECEIPT AND FIRST
READING

1. Optical Dispensers Hill.
2. Optometrists Act Amendment Bill.
3. Medical Act Amendment Bill.

Bills received from the Council; and,
on motions by Mr. Ross Hutchin-
son (Minister for Works), read a
first time.

EDUCATION ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Hill returned from the Council without
amendment.
House adjourned at 2.44 a.m. (Thursday)
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The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C.
Diver) took the Chair at 2.30 P.m., and
read prayers.

QUESTIONS (2): ON NOTICE
OVERSEAS AND INTERSTATE

TRADE
Particulars

1.The Hon. H. K. WATSON asked the
Minister for Mines:
(1) In respect of Australia's overseas

trade during the year ended the
30th June, 1966, what were-
(a) the amount of Western Aus-

tralia's excess of exports over
imports; and

(b) the net collective result of all
the Australian States and
Territories, other than West-
emn Australia?

(2) In respect of Western Australia's
interstate trade during the year
ended the 30th June, 1966, what
were-
(a) the total amount of imports;
(b) the total amount of exports?


