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BILL—RENTS AND TENANCIES EMER-
GENCY PROVISIONS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading—Reasoned Amendment.

Debate resumed from the previous day
on the following motion by the Chief Sec-
retary:—

That this Bill be now read a second
time.

to which Hon. H. K. Watson had moved
Aan amendment as follows:—

“That all the words after the word
‘That’ be struck out and the follow-
ing words inserted in lieu:—
“inasmuch as this House is of opinion
that, in order to ensure fair rents and
full justice and equity for both land-
Jords and tenants, the principles,
‘policy and provisions as embodied in
the Principal Act by Act No. 45 of 1953
ought to continue in operation (with
such preecise additional precautionary
and temporary safeguards in sections
13 and 20B of the Principal Act as
‘may be deemed necessary or desirable
to curb those landlords, if any, who
may bhe minded arbitrarily to fermin-
ate existing tenancies for no other
purpose than to thwart tenants ap-
plications to the Court for a deter-
mination of rent, or to otherwise un-
conscionably exploit tenants) and
inasmuch as this Bill seeks to repeal
or cancel most of the principles, policy
and provisions embadied as aforesaid
in the Prinecipal Aet by Act No, 45 of
1953; and inasmuch as this Bill also
seeks wrongfully and unjustly to in-
validate and nullify transactions,
agreements, payments, notices, pro-
ceedings and judegments lawfully made
or taken in good faith under the
Principal Act; and inasmuch as this
Bill, both in its form and substance,
is caleculated to create chaos and seri-
ously to confuse and confound land-
lords and tenants and their legal ad-
visers and the Courts, this House de-
clines to give this Bill a Second Read-
]ng') ”

[COUNCIL.]

HON. C. H. HENNING (South-West—on
amendment) [4.341: During the last three
vears we have had rents and tenancies
legislation before us on six different oec-
casions, and much of what I have heard
during the debates has reminded me of the
old saying, “Believe the best of people and
you may very well be right." The natural
corollary is, '"Believe the worst of people
and you well may be right also.” We have
heard in this Chamber, since I have been
a member, many harsh things said about
landlords and tenants.

I suppose there is a large amount of
truth in those remarks, but that does not
make it easy for individual members, par-
ticularly those not living in the metro-
politan area, to gain an appreciation of
just what the real positon is. We have had
a reasonable outline of what is happen-
ing, but we do not know what is the
middle-road policy of the landlords and
the tenani{s. We all agree that the great
majority of tenants are quite prepared to
accept their obligations as tenants and to
pay a reasonable rental. At the same time,
we agree that the great majority of land-
lords are also fair and reasonable people.
But no matier what either side says,
there are still landlords and tenants who
have to be put under some sort of control.

In most details the Bill is similar to that
which was puit before us in April, but
which was not passed; or rather the
amendments then were rejected by the
Government, the main difference between
the Bills being, of course, the retrospective
clauses, We all agree that some measure
of protection is necessary. What we can-
not agree on is the measure of profection
that is required. I believe that some com-
promise or reasonable alternative can be
found by this House.

The previous Bill was allowed to lapse
because the Government could not get its
own way. In my opinion, where we have
party politics, good government is a com-
promise between the ideologies of the
rvival parties. If the Government were to
he as flexible on this subject as are non-
Government members, we would be able
to reach an understanding on the Bill.
During the debate last night, Mrs, Hutchi-
son, if T remember correctly, made refer-
ence to the fact that if two members, other
than Government members, were to
change their attitude, the Bill could be
put through. That is perfectly correct:
but if fewer than two members in another
place had undergone a change of attitude,
the Bill would not have come t0 us in the
form in which we find it at the present
time.

I believe it is due to the people of Wes-
tern Australia to let them know that at
the moment there are only two, or possibly
three, men standing between the normal
way of life in this State and complete and
utter socialisation; and those people are
in this Chamber. 1 personally am proud
to be in a Chamber in which we may at
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some time or another be able to oppose
socialisation absolutely and completely.
Political football was mentioned by Mr.
Barker. Football is a game, and it takes
more than one person to play it. I think
we all know who is playing it, and who
started the kicking. Let us forget anything
about this being a political matter.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Vote against the
amendment.

Hon. C. H. HENNING: I am speaking
now. The hon. member was kicking the
ball last night.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker:
ing about me.

Hon. C. H. HENNING: I have already
told the hon. member that I am speak-
ing now, and that he was kicking the
ball last night. Government speakers have
placed particular emphasis on the last por-
tion of Mr, Watson's amendment, which
reads, ““That this House declines to give
this Bill a Second reading.” I do not think
any of them referred to the first portion
which to my way of thinking, is definitely
the most important feature of the amend-
ment. The whole of the amendment has
been read several times, but I intend to
read it again. It states—

That inasmuch as this House is of
the opinion that, in order to ensure
fair rents and full justice and equity
for both landlords and tenants, the
principles, policy and provisions as em-
bodied in the Principal Act by Act
No. 45 of 1953 ought to continue in op-
eration with such precise additional
precautionary and temporary safe-
guards in sections 13 and 20B of the
Principal Act as may be deemed neces-
:lsa,rg or desirable to curb those land-
ords.

Let members think over that portion. The
mover and all who support the amend-
ment have those words well in mind.

To my way of thinking the amendment
means one thing, and one thing only—to
give the Government a chance to bring
forward amendments to this Bill; and
that, I helieve, is what we all want. Let
the Government show a spirit of compro-
mise; if it does so, I am certain the
amendment will be defeated. But if it
remains adamant and inflexible in its
ideas, as it has been before, I am certain
that the Bill and the Act will be com-
pletely terminated by the end of the year.
There are many of us, including myself,
who do not want that to happen at this
juncture.

I was most interested in Mr, Heenan’s
remarks. He paid a compliment to Mr.
Watson's knowledge of rent control, and
nobody could deny that he has that know-
ledge. Mr. Heenan elso said that Mr. Wat-
son represents the extreme right, and that
there should be some reasonable course
which would appeal to members. I
thoroughly agree with the latter part of
Mr. Heenan's remarks and I hope that he,

You are speak-
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and the members of his party, are of that
opinion, because if so we will make &
reasonable and presentable measure out of
this Bill.”

I am also prepared to agree that Mr.
Watson's amendment is of the extreme
right—so long as members on the Govern-
ment side will agree that the Bill is of the
extreme left. If they agree with me in that
contention, we will he able to go down the
centre of the road. Mr. Watson gave us
four points upon which he said he was
willlng to work. Although he is not here
now, I feel certain that he is not adamant
about the fact that those are the only
points on which he is willing to compro-
mise.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker:
told us that!

Hon, C. H. HENNING: Mr. Watson has
only one vote., Other members are entitled
to vote, irrespective of whether they be-
long to the same party. His first point
was: ‘“To prevent an increase of rent after
the issuing of a notice to quit, except by
permission of the court.” There is nothing
wrong with that.

Hon, C. W, D. Barker: But it is the
sting in the tail that worries us.

Hon. €. H. HENNING: The second
point was to amend Section 20B and give
the court discretion to suspend eviction
notices up to a period of three months and
preclude any evietion during an applica-
tion. Do not let us forget that that is only
a bhasis. It is something upon which we
can work, but I am sorry that not one
Government member said yes or no to the
proposition. I sincerely hope that when
the Minister for the North-West speaks he
will be able to tell us that the Govern-
ment is prepared to be flexible.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: I am sure it will
be.

Hon. C. H. HENNING: Time alone will
tell. Do not let us forget that non-Gov-
ernment members are not hound by party
decisions; they are not bound by Catcus,
but are free to make their own decisions.

Hon. G. Bennefts: But they vote to-
gether.

Hon. C. H. HENNING: If the hon. mem-
ber likes to look at divislon lists, he
will find that on no occasion have present
Government members deviated from the
policy laid down in Beaufort-st.

Hon. G. Bennetts: No!

Hon. C. H. HENNING: - If they did,
they would be wiped out in the political
sense. I would not have spoken in that
strain, but the hon. member started it,
and he knows that what I say is true.

Hon. G. Bennetts: When your party
was the Governmeni we voted for it on
many ocecasions.

I wish he had
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Hon. C. H. HENNING: When it suited
your policy to do so, as the hon. member
told us on the floor of the House. But
I ask the hon. member whether he has
ever voted against his own Government?

The PRESIDENT: Order!

. Hon. C. H, HENNING: A member’s firsf
Job, in my opinion, is to represent his
electors—he should be interested in no-
thing else but the welfare of his electors
and the welfare of the State as a whole.
He should be answerable to one thing
only--his conscience. I am prepared to
vote on this Bill, answerable onily to
my own conscience, and I am sure that
other members in this Chamber are pre-
pared to vote in the same way. If we
are prepared to do that, we will achieve
something,

I must admit that I do not llke State
control; if possible I prefer State guid-
ance, or the State being left out altogether.
But in this case there is an absolute neces-
gity for a certain measure of State con-
trol. Even in the amendment that I
read a few moments ago—written by Mr.
Watson, who is said to be on the ex-
treme right—there is a realisation of the
necessity for some reasonable measure of
State control. Mr. Heenan completed his
speech—which I thought an excellent
one—by saying, “Let us thresh out the
problem in the bhest possible way.”

The best possible way is by remembering
that we, as a House of Parliament, have
a8 great responsibility to this State and
that certain landlords and tenants should
be put under control. We can do this
if we cast aside party politles and are
Tesponsible to one thing only; namely, our
conscience. If that were done, we could
mete out justice to both sides. In the past,
whenever an amendment has been made
by the non-Government side of the House,
it has been opposed hy the Government.
Now, this amendment gives the Govern-
ment a chance to bring forward some
amendment to the Bill. The initial re-
sponsibility is the Government's, and the
final responsibility is the Government’s,
1 will vote against the amendment if the
Government will show some willingness
to co-operate. That is not 2 great deal
to ask. I merely request that it show
a willingness to co-operate and compro-
‘mise. If the Government ceases to adopt
‘the inflexible attitude it has displayed in
dealing with this legislation, I believe we
'will reach a conclusion.

HON. G. BENNETTS (South-East—on
amendment) [4.511: I appose the amend-
ment because, if it is carried, it will mean
the end of the Bill. I have received a
Ietter from the Kalgoorlie Municipal
Council the subject of which was discussed
at a meeting held by that council in Kal-
goorlie. The letter was written on the 8th
July.

[COUNCIL.)

Hon. N. E, Baxter: Are you not a mem-
ber of that counecil?

Hon. G. BENNETTS: I am not. I resigned
two years ago, after having been a mem-
ber for 18 years. I decided that I could
not do two jobs at once, and I resigned
from the council so as {0 give my full time
to the people who elected me to this House.
'rl‘lilf letter is addressed to me, and reads as

ollows:—

Rents and Tenancies Bill.

At the meeting of my council held
last evening, it was reported that the
proposed legislation to deal with the
ahovementioned subject made pro-
vision for a fair rents court in Perth
and that no provision whatever was
made for the country areas.

Of course, that is not correct. If the Bill
is passed as it was sent to this House, the
country areas will have the right to set
up a fair rents court if they see fit to do
s0. The letter continues—

My council has directed that I write
to all the goldfields parliamentarians
and draw their attention to this mat-
ter with the object of having this
omission rectified.

This was signed by Mr. Edwards, the clerk
of the Kalgoorlie council.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Is that a Labour
or a Liberal council?

Hon. G. BENNETTS: It is one of the
higgest councils outside Perth, and it takes
no part in politics. In that council we
have never discussed anything to do with
politics. I was a Labour member on that
council and I cannot recall our ever hav-
ing discussed political matters. The
council is comprised of the leading busi-
nessmen of Kalgoorlie. It includes a
couple of solicitors, a land and estate
agent, and a number of other men of
similar standing. They are all very
popular and have an all-round knowledge
of the requirements of the State. We find
a body of that calibre writing that no pro-
vision has been made for a fair rents court
for country areas. So it is apparent that in
its view a fair rents court would be the
hest means of dealing with the position.

I heard Mr. Teahan say that during his
election campaign he met a lot of people
who had suffered hardship. I found that,
too. While canvassing, I covered a large
area, with Goldflelds members, and I think
we all agree that in many places we saw
some bad tenants; but we also found some
bad landlords. I must add, however, that
we discovered & number of houses were
overcrowded because some of the people
in them ecould not get other accommoda-
tlon and were living with their families. It
is very bad for young people with families
to live with parents. Some of them had
to put their children into lodging-houses
and hotels. I have no doubt that in the
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last few years there have been more sep-
arations and divorces in this country than
had been known before, and I feel that has
been caused by people being put out of
their homes, along with their families.

Most of these evictions would affect
family units. People who have houses to
let generally say, “We do not want chil-
dren in our homes.” What are we going
to do with children? They are the backbone
of the country, and I do not know what
will happen if we confinue to prevent
them from being accommeodated. We should
wake up and give them all the considera-
tion we can.

Only yesterday I met in Perth a man I
have known for many years. He has sold
a big home and has bought another. He is
going on leave for 12 months. He said to
me, “George, I have sold my house and
bought this small one. I have lots of goods
and chattels stacked on the back verandah
at my daughter's place. I will get £7 to
£8 a week for that house; I have two or
three people clamouring for it, and it would
be a good income. I will put in a bit of
furniture and that will build up the rent.”
That is the sort of thing that is going on;
and that is what the court will have to
deal with.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Did you say he was
a friend of yours?

Hon. G. BENNETTS: He is, but I do not
think even a friend should do that sort of
thing. Mr. Teahan also mentioned the
war period. We all know that when men
and women came hack from the war there
were no materials available for them to
build houses. As a result, they had to stay
with their parents: and when materials
did become available, a 1ot of them had
spent their money and were unable {o find
the necessary deposits for their homes.
We are not all careful in controlling our
expenditure. Three different people have
told me that they agreed to pay the rent
the landlord asked and could not do other-
wise because they had two children, and if
they did not pay the rent they would have
nowhere to go and would be oui in the
street. One of them paid as much as £8
10s. 8 week. 1 met this person three weeks
ago, and I find that he has got out of that
trouble and is now in South Perth.

Hon. A. P. Griffith: What about that
amendment you voted against last session?
That would have prevented these cases
from taking place.

Hon. G. BENNETTS: Last week I had
three cases of increased rent. One of my
relations was in business and was paying
£30 a month for the premises he occupied.
On the amount of business done, he would
not be able to carry on because the rent
has been inecreased from £30 to £60. He
has occupied the premises for many years,
but will have to remove his stock and let
the business gn. I have another iriend
in business who has been occupying his
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premises for 25 years. He started with
a cheap rent, but every now and then a
little has been added.

When the rents legislation went over-
board, he was approached to take a lease,
and the rent was increased about four-
fold. In addition, he had t6 meet expenses
of £1,000 to £1,500 immediately and he is
under an obligation to have the place reno-
vated every year. One can hardly credit
that a landlord would impose such restric-
tions on a tenant. A house in Wembley
is occupied by an old couple and the rent
has been jumped up 150 per cent.

Thus there are cases of hardship, and
that is why the Bill should be discussed
ont the second reading and taken into Com-
mittee. If that be done, we shall be ahle
to ensure that people are fairly treated. I
am of opinion that the establishment of a
fair rents court is the only means of ade-
quately controlling the position.

Many people from the outback are com-
ing to the metropolitan area to live. Last
week on the Goldflelds I saw more houses
available for letting than I have witnessed
since the war. People who were living in
Norseman and similar places on the Gold-
fields are coming down here because of the
discovery of oil. Doubtless a lot of them
will go to Kwinana in the hope of settling
there. '

The Housing Commission is trying to find
homes for the people who are evicted, but
the number of houses required is not being
huiit. The commission has to concentrate
on the metropolitan area and cater for
evictees, A member, in the course of his
speech last night, dealt with war service
homes and said that 18 months elapsed
before a man could get one of those homes.

About a month ago I was in Canberra
and, of course, the needs of the Australian
capital city must be met! Money that
should be available for expenditure in the
States is being spent there. Hundreds of
houses are being built under the direction
of the Minister for the Interior—war ser-
vice homes and Government homes. Con-
sequently it is little wonder that sufficient
money is not available for house-building
here. I believe that in the next 12 months,
the Federal authorities intend to move all
their departments now in New South Wales
to Canberra, and that over a thousand
nomes will be required. That is where the
money will be spent on housing instead
of in the States.

Last night Sir Charles Latham spoke
about the pioneers in the outback areas
and said they did not receive assistance.
Of course they did not! T was one of them.
Nothing was given to me, not child endow-
ment or anything else. Still, I do not want
young people today to put up with what
we had to face. Surely they are éntitled
to receive assistance from the Government,
and It is our responsibility to consider rents
and tenancies by allowing this proposed
legislation to be enacted.
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HON, J. G, HISLOP (Metropolitan—on
amendment) [5.6]: I rather deplore the
situation that has arisen in regard to this
proposed legislation because I believe there
is very little difference of opinion between
the two sides of this House and that each
is just as honest as the other. It is only
a difference of viewpoint that divides one
from the other.

In my opinion, the present sifuation has
arisen from a very laudable attempt on the
part of the present and the preceding
Governments to house the people during
a time of difficulty in a manner and in
accommodation of a standard that has
been attempted in few or in no other parts
of the world. One has only to see the
housing conditions of people in places
like San Francisco, where a great increase
in population has occurred, to realise that
even there the authorities could not face
the problem and accomplish results in the
manner we have attempted to do.

I repeat that it is very laudable on the
part of both Governments that we should
have endeavoured to house our people in
this manner. We have instilled into the
minds of people a desire for better con-
ditions than prevziled in prewar years.
One can see that, in all paris of the State,
both country and metropolitan, people are
looking for a better type of home in which
to live. ‘

1, with other members, feel that the con-
tinuance of State control is something we
must avoid at all costs unless certain as-
pects of it are found to he essential. State
control of housing can have very difficult
consequences. I have been greatly inter-
ested in reading a pamphlet by & man
named Bertrand de Jouvenel which I was
able to obtain from the W.A. Society for
Political Education. To members who may
wish to check up, the address is Box 57,
Midland Junction. ‘

The pamphlet is entitled “No Vacancies.”
One would think on reading it that this
was our example being followed by France,
or vice versa. This housing problem refers
to the City of Paris, and some extraordin-
ary points are outlined. We heard it said
last night—and truly said—that there are
90,000 houses in the metropolitan area. And
yet, reading this document, we find that
there are only some 84,000 buildings for
habitation in Paris. That, I think, em-
phasises what I have sald—that we are
endeavouring, laudably, to house our people
in a condition that few other parts of the
world have attempted.

The beginning of rent restrictions in
Paris, and in France generally, was due to
the same considerations as those which
existed here. After World War 1 Paris
found itself in difficulties in the matter of
accommodation; and it was felt politically
that, in order to stabilise the economy, it
was wiser to peg rents. However, the Gov-
ernment there continued to peg rents,
while everything else such as the cost of

[COUNCIL.]

repairs, taxation, and the cost of living
rose. Reading the following paragraph of
this publication must bring one's mind
closer to home:—

The story starts with World
War One. It then seemed both
humane and reasonable to pre-

serve the interests of the families
while the boys were in the
army or working for victory. So exist-
ing situations were frozen. It was also
reasonable to avoid disturbances at the
end of the war. The veterans’ home-
coming should not be spoiled by evic-
tions and rent increases. Thus prewar
situations were hardened into rights.
The owner lost—"“temporarily,” of
course—the disposition of his property,
and the stipulations of law superseded
agreement between the parties. This
was only for a time,

But by the time the situation was
reviewed in 1922, retail prices had
trebled with rents still at their pre-
war level.

And so it goes on, taking the story to the
second World War.

This publication depicts how ‘the rents
remained unaltered for a long period,
from 1914 to 1948, and we can see here
exactly what would happen if we were to
grant fixation of rents, while determining
no fixation of any other aspect of living.
In the City of Paris the cost of repairs
increased 140 times and taxation 10 times,
but rents remained frozen, over the period
from 1914 to 1948. The result has been that
nobody there can repair his home, and
instead of an owner having any right to his
house, the man in possession now has
rights which he can sell.

It is pointed out here that if one desires
to obtain ocecupancy of accommodation, the
easiest thing to do is to look systematically
for those people who are likely to pass
from this mortal coil, and then get in
touch with the heir to the property; be-
cause it is said that the illegal method is
the surest, and that is to deal with the
heir and, with his complicity, immediately
carry in to the premises some pieces of
one’s furniture. That sounds familiar.
The pamphlet states that as scon as ane
is in, one is king of the castle.

Buying one’s way into an apartment in
Paris today will cost anywhere from 500
doliars to 1,500 dollars per room. At such
prices, one may also share flats which the
tenants will agree to divide; but in spite
of al} this, if one goes back to first things.
it is found that a dellar per month will pay
the wage-earner’s rent.

Hon. H. Hearn: They need rent inspec-
tors there.

Hon. J. G. HISLOP: The Government of
France does not seem to have built houses

in anything approaching the same
manner as we have built them in
this country, because one reads that
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27 per cent. of the residences in
Paris in 1948 were over 98 years old. Thirty
per cent. were hetween 68 and 98 years
old, 33 per cent. were between 34 and 68
years old, and 10 per cent. were between
12 and 34 years old. Only one per cent,
of the houses were less than 12 years old
in 1948, In other words, there has been
no building of homes at all there between
the cessation of war and the end of 1948,
Repairs to houses in Paris have bhecome
complefely impossible, and this document
concludes with something that is very much
akin to what is happening in our own State
to some extent. I quote—

Hence the strange plans which are
now being considered by the French
Parliament. It is proposed to main-
tain a right of occupation, a right to
retain one’s lodgings, and it is pro-
posed to come to a “fair price-fixing.”
That is, the true service value of every
flat would be fixed according to floor
space, the value of the square meter
being multiplied by a coeflicient
according to the amenities, situation
and so forth. Thus the “fair rent”
would be ascertained. But it would
not be wholly paid by the tenant. He
would benefit by a special subsidy, an
inflationary measure of course, as are
all subsidies. Nor would the greater
part of this fair rent be paid to the
owner. It would be divided in slices.
A slice to correspond with the cost of
upkeep would be paid in to the owner,
but to a blocked account to make sure
it did go for repairs. A much bigger
slice for the reconstitution of the
capital would not go to the owner at
all, but to a National Fund for Build-
ing. Thus the dispossession of the
owners would be finally sanctioned.

This is what long-continued restrictions
would resulf in. And it is exactly the
state we would gei into if we continued
rent controls for the same period, under
the same conditions as have existed in the
past, and still exist to an even greater
degree in the City of Paris.

In my opinion, we must take a long-
term view of these restrictions. We are all
aware that there are good and bad among
both tenants and landlords, and I think
every member in this Chamber would sym-
pathise with the good on either side. I do
not think there is present a single mem-
ber who would not wish to protect the
majority against the few who offend.

I agree to this amendment because we
have tried other methods previously, and
have seen a Bill almost identical with this
brought into this Chamber. We examined
it thoroughly and submitted to the House
what we thought were the necessary
amendments and those which would obvi-
ate the conditions that I have described.
We thought those amendments would be
falr to a&il concerned; but we probably
erred at that time by not realising that
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some of those amendments would go fur-
ther than we anticipated, and that some
restriction was required to prevent the
landiord from evicting his tenant for
simply having gone to a fair rents tribunal
of some sort. We found, however, that
our amendments met with very little com-
promise, and I feel that on this oceasion
there must be some spirit of compromise
if we are to do justice to all concerned.

We have suggested to the Government
a way out of the impasse, and I repeat
that we are simply asking for a spirit
of compromise. I, for one, would be
prepared to say that it is the right of
any individual to ask the court that his
rent be determined on a fair hasis. When
he has gone to the court, I would say to
the owner of the dwelling, “You have lost
your right to obtain an eviction order un-
less you can satisfy the court that there
exists some special reason why you are
entitled to it.” I am sure that every mem-
ber of the House agrees with that prineiple.
I think the right of eviction should be
given where there are special grounds, and
this House could draw up the conditions
for itself and present them to the magis-
trates for their guidance. If it is con-
sidered that the number of evictions that
will occur in the future is too great for
the State to handle I would not be averse,
when given the full facts, to granting a
stay of eviction proceedings.

The blanket clause as it exists, how-
ever, would only lead to further dis-
abilities; and I am certain that, if a spirit
of compromise were shown, those two
points could be determined and such a de-
cision would form the basis for a satis-
factory measure. I am certain that com-
promise could be reached if the Chief
Secretary and some of those vitally inter-
ested could have a chat outside the Cham-
ber, where politics could he completely
dropped to allow a free discussion without
personal commitments of any sort.

T believe that this is the moment when the
Chief Secretary has the chance of his life
to show that he can rise above party
politics. We have seen what a big man
he can be when he likes; and, if he so
desired, he could eventually come to this
Chamber with a Bill that everyone could
accept. There is an air of compromise
existing on our side. Let us feel that there
is the same air of compromise on both
sides. If that attitude were adopted, this
legislation would soon ke in a form
which we in this House could consider to
be fair to all those concerned with rents
angd tenancies.

HON., L. A. LOGAN (Midland—on
amendment) (5.22]: It would appear
that, to all those who have spoken against
the amendment, it contains only about 10
words, because most of them have referred
only to the last 10 words which are—

« « « . this Houcs declines to give this
Bill a Second Reading,
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They have forgotten to read the first part
of the amendment which reads—

....... inasmuch as this House is of
opinion that, in order to ensure fair
rents and full justice and equity for
both landlords and tenants, the princi-
ples, policy and provisions as embodied
in the Prineipal Act by Act No. 45 of
1953 ought to continue in operation.

What is wrong with that? It reads, “The
Bill ought to continue in operation.”

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: The Bill or the
Act?

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: The Act cught to
continue in operation, subject to certain
conditions. In effect, it then reads “if any
of these conditions are not agreed upon,”
and so on. Then we come to the last 10
words of the amendment which read, “This
House declines to give this Bill a Second
Reading.” I notice that every member who
has spoken has referred to the Bill as well
as the amendment, and therefore it must
be relevant.

Hon. E. M. Davies:
that it was.

Hon- L. A. LOGAN: The Chief Secre-
tary, in his attempt to prove that it was a
direct negative, also forgot to mention the
first part of the amendment and refer-
red only to the last pertion. One cannot
refer to one part without the other, or even
disregard the middle of it. I suggest that
before members say that this is an attempt
to kill the Bill—which phraseology has
been used in practically every speech—they
should have another look at the amend-
ment. 'They will then find that it is a
compromise, or an offer to the Govern-
ment to make adjusiments to the Bill,
which will be amenable to some of the
members in this House and, as a result, the
Bil} will receive full consideration.

Hon. E. M. Davies: Is not that usually
done in the Committee stage?

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: We have tried in
the past to make the necessary amend-
ments in Committee; bui with what re-
sult?

Hon. C. W. D. BarKker: Are you voting
for or against the amendment?

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: The hon. member
will find out what I will do in due course.
It would appear from all the speeches
made by Labour members that their only
concern is for the tenant.

Hon. G. Bennetts: I am for both.
Hon. H. Hearn: A bit biased, though.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: As far as those
members are concerned, the landlord has
not very much say in the proceedings.
Surely the owner has some entitlement
to his own property!

Hon, N. E. Baxter: He has every entitle-
ment.

‘The President ruled

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Last night we had
quite a few platitudes thrown across the
floor of the House at us; and several
members, myself included, were accused,
by implication, of having no value for
human rights, or human thoughts of any
kind; and of having placed monetary
values before humanitarian values.

Apparently the hon. member who made
that remark believes that since she has
entered this House she has been able to
attract all the virtues, and that the rest
of the members are devoid of any. May
I assure the hon. member and other mem-
bers, too, that T can sleep soundly at night
without any shame as far as this subject
is concerned, and that I have more
humanitarian principles than has the hon.
member. It so happens that I am a land-
lord, and have had a tenant in my house
since 1949—

"Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: I bet you did not
eviet him.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: —for which I have
charged him £1 per week.

Hon. FP. R. H. Lavery: I het you did not
evict him!

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. L, A, LOGAN: Under the formula,
I could probably have charged him 28s. 5d.
per week, but that would have been the
maximum.

Hon. H. K. Watson:
house?

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Yes. It might be
said in this ecase, as many members have
already said, “You have the right to go
to the court.”

The Minister for the North-West: Where
is the house?

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: At Geraldton. Why
should I, who hought that house with my
own mohey, for which I worked extremely
hard, go to the court? It is my property,
and I am running it.

Hon. E. M. Davies: Why force the wage-
earner to go to the court?

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Why should I have
to go to the court and ask a magistrate
what I am entitled to charge? Surely that
is my own business and I am quite capable
of looking after itt I concede that the
tenant has a right, if he is dissatisfied with
the rent I charge, to go to the court and
obtain a stay of proceedings, so that I
cannot increase the rent before his case
is proceeded with.

Hon. G. Bennetts: You are one of the
good landlords, though.,

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: Do not forget that
I was accused last night of not having
any humanitarian principles. If any fur-
ther proof of my humanitarian principles
is needed-—

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: The hon. mem-
ber might not have meant you.

For the whole
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Hon. L. A. LOGAN: No one was missed;
everyone was included.

Hon. H. K, Watson: Everyone except
the landlord who made the accusation.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I had sanother
tenant, and 1 eventually sold him the
house, plus an acre of land, for £500. He
could not afford to pay more. The land
itself is now worth £600, so I think I am
quite justified in the attitude I am taking.
Now let us turn to some of the untruths
which have heen uttered in the course of
the debate on this Bill. The Chief Sec-
retary, in his remarkable Folies Bergere
turn on Tuesday night—

The Minister for the North-West:
has not spoken on the amendment.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I am coming to
that. On Tuesday night, when he was
actually speaking on the amendment, but
should have been speaking on the dis-
agreement with the President’s ruling—

_ The Chief Secretary: I worked it all
in.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: The statement he
made was also made by Mr. Barker while
giving us his very boisterous contribution,

Hon. H. Hearn: In a pleading tone.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: The statement was
to the effect that members of this House
had never refused to pass legislation sub-
mitied by the McLarty-Watts Government,
but that since the coming into power of the
Labour Government we have refused to
pass legislation. We are now dealing with
rents and tenancies. By referring to the
1950 “Hansard” reports, it will be seen
that a debate tgok place on the Increase
of Rents (War Restrictions) Act, and the
second reading of the Bill was refused
by this House. Parliament was prorogued,
and the Government of the day brought in
another Bill which was more to the liking
of the members of this House. So why
did the Chief Secretary and Mr. Barker
make those statements, knowing perfectly
well that they were not correct?

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Just trying to mislead
the public!

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: Surely we did not
expect the Chief Secretary to make un-
truthful statements in the House! We
have plenty of respect for him: but if he
continues to make untruthful statements
and carries on in that manner, he will
lose that respect.

Only the other day the Minister for
Housing said that the non-Labour mem-
bers of this Chamber were responsible for
rejecting the amending Bill introduced in
April last, that would have allowed some
redress for tenants up to the end of
August. He said that when, in fact, the
Governiment refused to accept the amend-
ment in the other Houss, But he claimed
that this House would not accept the

He
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amendment. I shall quote what the Chief
Secretary said when the Bill was intro-
duced into this House—

I prefer Mr. Simpson’s amendment
to that suggested by Mr. Watson. But
I am in the unhappy position of op-
posing Mr. Simpson's amendment and
later having to oppose the other.

Hon. E. M. Davies:: Why did you not
carry it? You had 20 supporters on the
floor of the House.

Hon, L. A. LOGAN: Had the Chief
Secretary agreed to the amendment, the
Bill would have been passed by this House.
Had the Minister for Housing agreed to
the amendment in another place, it would
have received concurrence in this House,
Why should we now gef the blame?

The Chief Secretary: Because you had
?. voting strength of 20 to nine in your
avour.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Because members
opposite did not put the question to a
vote, and the Chief Secretary opposed the
amendment. Members opposite know this
as well as I do. I have quoted the Chief
Secretary's own words.

Hon. E. M. Davies:
cail for a division?

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Why should I? It
was not even suggested

Hon. E. M. Davies: You thought so
much about it that you did not ask for
a division.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN:
amendment.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I object to blame
being cast on members of this House
which cannot be justified. It is about
time the public knew the true position.
Members opposing this amendment have
put up the cry that they want more time.
When we offered to give them time they
did not want it.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: You are not
going to be of much help this time, by
the sound of it.

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: If the hon. member
looks at the result of my voting last time,
he will find that I was not helpful then,
either. It has been suggested that every-
body is entitled to a standard house as a
birthright. While I appreciate that, I think
we should work first to justify that stan-
dard. It would appear to me that we are
trying to set too high a standard, one
which we c¢annot afford to pay for, and
what is more, are not prepared to pay
for. The Chief Secretary objected to the
evictee homes. I do not know anything
about them.

The Chief Secretary: If you had seen
them you would cbject.

Why did vou not

It was not my
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Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I am going to say
this: I have seen some in the course of
erection. I have also seen many of those
in which women "and children of this
country were reared. Some of those
families wouild be only too happy to have
evictee houses in place of the ones they
were reared in.

The Chief Secretary: They would not
be able to rear any families in the evictee
homes.

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: They reared their
families under much worse conditions. Had
the people of this State waited until such
time as they could get standard houses,
this country would not have been in the
position it is in today. Surely we are not
going to sit down and wait for someone
to give us a standard house before we
decide to do anything!

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: Is that an argu-
ment for the State to go on bulldmg
under-standar@ homes?

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I believe that, at
the time, 2 number of evictees were in the
course of process through the Court, and
something quick and lively was needed. I
understand those houses filled the bill
Somebody else will probably give the hon.
member more information about that than
I can. T have already said that I do not
know very much about the evictee homes.
I know a lot more about what the pioneers
of Australia went through, and yet reared
families. It appears to be the object of
this Bill to bring back into the Act or
under control, pretty well every house and
flat in Western Austrglia.

Hon. H. Hearn: Except those that are
Government-owned, of course!

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Those, of course,
are precluded!

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery:
monwealth-controlled.

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: It appears to me
that the Government, in bringing this Bill
forward in the present form, is taking a
retrograde step. Having reached a certain
stage in decontrol, why is it necessary
in 1954 to go back to 1950 standards?

Heon. E. M. Davies: Because of 1,000
evictees.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Surely the housing
position is no worse today than it was in
1950?

Hon. E. M. Davies: You do not know
very much about the subject.

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: Will the hon, mem-
ber tell me if the housing position today
is any worse than it was in 19507

Hon. E. M. Davies: Definitely!

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Last night Mr.
Lavery gave us a list of names of evictees
and housing conditions; vet he mentioned
only one in his own province. Whether he
is worried about mentioning the other

They are Com-

[COUNCIL.}

cases In his own province and about any
reaction from his side of the House, I do
not know.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: There were 46
places I could have mentioned.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Yet the hon. mem-
ber mentioned only one instance in his
own province. I also heard the remark
made last night that the State Housing
Commission built 3,555 homes last vear.
That is a very good record; it is excellent.
I know that members will agree, if they are
fair to all sides, that those homes were
built on a very sound foundation laid by
the previous Government. That works out
at 65 per week. Am I correct?

Hon. E. M. Davies: Were you talking
about the Wise Government?

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I am talking about
the number of homes the Government
claims to have built in the last 12 months
—65 per week. The Chief Secretary told
us the other night that there were 1,300
eviction orders. Nobody in this House is
going to say that there will therefore be
1,300 people on the streets. There must be
some interchange of tenants from place
to place. In endeavouring to arrive at
some kind of figure, I calculate that there
would be a maximum of 300 people minus
a house.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: I could show you
that number in one part of Fremantle
alone,

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: A great many ten-
ants must go from one place to another;
it ecannot be otherwise. I have said
that there may be 300 people wanting a
home. If members like to include a few
more that may be seeking accommodation
in the next month, I am prepared to raise
the figure to 400. If the Governmment is
building 65 houses per week, then, in six
weeks, all those people will be accommo-
dated. We have already intimated that
we would be prepared to extend the pro-
vision regarding evictions for a period of
three months. If Labour members are
worried about some people obtaining homes
when others have been waiting for a long
time, it could be provided that those
evicted now should be placed in transi-
tional! camps and those in camps trans-
ferred to houses.

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: Would you not
think that was being done?

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: The figures I have
seen in regard to evictions were 16 for
one week in Perth, and 18 in Fremantle.
That is a total of 34. With 65 houses
being built each week, there would still be
30 available after the 34 people to whom
I have referred had been accommodated.
Is that arithmetic right?

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: I think it is well
out of balance.
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The PRESIDENT: Order! If the hon.
member will continually interject, I shall
have to take action. Mr. Logan may pro-
ceed,

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I probably called
for that myself, Mr. President. I apologise.

Hon, F. R. H. Lavery: Of course you
called for it!

Hon. L. A, LOGAN: With the necessity
to house the 300 or 400 evictees to whom
I have referred, other people on the Hous-
ing Commission's list—some of whom have
been waiting for homes for three or four
years—will be set back something like six
or seven weeks. However, 1 do not think
they will be very much put out at having
to wait that little time longer, after hav-
ing been unable to procure a home for
three or four years, I therefore do not
see any great need to pget hot under the
collar and worried about what the position
will be.

What is more, amongst the evictees are
some who have been evicted by the Hous-
ing Commission itself. Who will accept
responsibility for them? The Government
is wanting individuals to take a responsi-
bility which should not be placed upon
them. The same applies to old-age pen-
sioners. It would appear from remarks
made by some members that the people
who have old-age pensioners as tenants
should carry the whole burden. I con-
tend it is the Government's job to look
after them. If an economic rent is too
much for a pensioner to pay, he could
be given a subsidy such as is made avail-
able to tenants of the Austrian prefabri-
cated homes whose rents were decreased hy
10s. per week. If that were done, the
responsibility would be placed on the right
people.

The Bill propeses {0 set up a fair rents
court. I think that Mr. Baxter explained
the position very well last night when he
proved that the set-up of the proposed
court would be exactly the same as that
of the local court foday. I understand
that the Government’s idea would be that
applications would be rushed through the
court much more quickly than i{s the case
today. Let me remind members, however,
that tenants are sparring for time. The
longer the delay in the hearing of applica-
tions in the court, the longer the time
tenants have to find homes for them-
selves. So that breaks down one argu-
ment for the establishment of the court.

The proposal is to set up a court of
three—a magistrate and two others. The
two additional members would cancel each
other, leaving the magistrate still to make
the decision. I understand that the magis-
trate hearing these cases at present is
handling them very satisfactorily, 80 why
should we alter the position when there is
no need to do sp? Purthermaore, the pro-
posed court would deal with rents only,
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and evictions would still have to be at-
tended to in the local court. Consequently,
I contend that the setting up of the court
would be entirely useless and unnecessary.

Another portion of the Bill is that con-
taining the retrospective provisions. I ob-
ject to this, because they are set aside by
Section 16 of the Interpretation Act, which
states—

16. (1) Where any Act repeals or
has repealed a former Act or any pro-
visions or words thereof, or where any
Act or enactment expires or has ex-
pired, then, unless the contrary in-
tention appears, such repeal or expiry
shall not—

(a) revive anything not in force
or existing at the time at
which such repeal or expiry
takes effect; or

affect the operation of the re-
pealed or expired Act or en-
actment, or alter the effect of
the doing, suffering, or omis-
sion of anything prior to such
repeal or expiry.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: On a point of
information, Mr. President, is the hon.
member right in discussing the Bill in de-
tail, when speaking to this amendment?

The PRESIDENT: I hope Mr. Logan will
be able to couple his remarks to the amend-
ment.

s

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: 1 have intended to
do so all the way through in dealing with
the amendment. I think that all other
members who have spoken to the amend-
ment have dealt with the Bill; that can-
not be avoided because the amendment re-
lates to the Bill. I am not dealing with
any particular clause but covering quite a
lot of the Bill as a whole, and I contend
I am in order in mentioning the Interpre-
taton Act and quoting from it.

I would suggest that the Government,
in endeavouring to make this legislation
restrospective, is adopting a very doubtful
and dangerous procedure; especially when
it means breaking contracts that have been
made by mutual agreement. This Govern-
ment has no right to say, “We are going
to cast aside the Interpretation Act.™ 1
appeal to the Government not to carry on
with that part of the Bill.

Much has been said about the good land-
lord and the avaricious landlord. I sub-
mit again that we offered the remedy for
that in the April session; but, as members
know, it was not accepted. It may be said
that we put up arguments that were not
acceptable to the Government, but it can
also be said that the Government put up
a Bill that was not acceptable to us.
Amendments to |t were carried in this
House, disagreed to in another place, and
then went to a conference. I think that
when the result of a conference is nega-
tive, the onus must lie op the Government,
There can be no other conclusion.

(b)
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I also know, that, despite the efforts be-
ing made by the Labour Party to have re-
strictions placed upon the landlord, some
members and friends of the Labour Party
were the first, on the 1st May, to increase
their rents. One would have thought that
if they belleved in the principles of the
Labour Party they would have left their
rents as they were, or would have increased
them only by a fair amount; but, unfor-
tunately, the instances given to me were
rather unfair. So it seems that irrespec-
tive of party, people will grab whatever
they possibly can. I hope that members
of the Labour Party will realise that many
of their members and supporters have
raised rents.

The Minister for
Which members?

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Members of the
ALP. .

The Chief Secretary: We do not protect
them in this legislation, or exempi them.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: The Minister can
take it as he likes.

The Chief Secretary: They come under
the Bill just the same as anyone else.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: We have been in-
formed by the Chief Secretary that the
rent inspectors, instead of doing their duty
—it was the intention of this House that
they should deal only with rooms—have
been nosing into flats. In the course of a
very short time, they have gone into 268
flats to check rents; and what they have
found is that the increase, on the average,
has been only 66% per cent. If we go back
to the 1939 basis, plus 32 per cent., we find
that the 66% per cent. is not very far out;
s0 the tenants have not got much cause to
complain.

Te summarise the position, under the
law as it is today the landlord has the
right to evict his tenant on 28 days’ notice;
the landlord and the tenant have the right
to agree between themselves what the rent
shall be; the tenant has the right, if he is
dissatisfied, to go to court, and we are quite
prepared to concede that while the case is
before the court the tenant must receive
some protection. Also, today, the owner
of a room has the right to charge what he
likes subject, again, to the tenant's right
to go to the rent inspector. 1 do not think
we can growl about that feature. But why
try to go back to 1950? Why try to bring
in a fair rents court when if is unnecessary
to do so? And why bring in this retro-
spective legislation, which will never have
my sanction? On these three poinis alone
the Government has not even made out a
case.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker:
spoken to the Bill yet.

Hon. L. A. LOGAN: You will get an op-
portunity—perhaps!

Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: We hope we will.

the North-West:

We have not

[COUNCIL.}

Hon, L. A. LOGAN: If members sup-
porting the Government desire to speak
to the second reading, all they have tc do
is to go to their Leader, the Chief Secre-
tary, and say, "Let us be reasonable,” and
they will have the opportunity to speak
on the second reading.

HON. A, R. JONES (Midland—on
amendment) [556]: I am not very pleased
with the amendment as it stands. I agree,
with others who have spoken, that there
is & great need for changes in the Bill as
presented to us. I wish to make a few ob-
servations in the hope that, as has heen
suggested, the Chief Secretary and his
supporters may be reasonable and perhaps
agree to something which would be accept-
able to us.

I have opposed this type of legislation
ever since I came into the House, and I
feel very disposed that way at the present
time. But I have heard others speak; and
if things are as bad as they say—and some
of the non-Labour members have said that
certain requirements may be necessary—I
am prepared af least to give a hearing to
any reasonable suggestion that might be
made. :

1 am not going to say now whether 1 shall
support the amendment or not, because I
am still hopeful that when the Chief Sec-
retary replies he will intimate to the House
that he can see virtue in what might per-
haps be approved on this side of the House.

The Chief Secretary: I cannot reply.

Hon. A. R. JONES: There are ways of
replying other than for the Chief Sec-
retary to stand up in his place.

Hon. H. K. Watson: He has his Minister
to assist him,

The Chief Secretary: The President
would not allow me to.

The Minister for the North-West: Direct
action is something vou do not believe in.

Hon. A. R. JONES: With other members.
1 am not going to allow this opportunity
to pass without making some reference to
what was aimed at members on this side
of the Chamber by Mrs. Hutchison last
night, because I believe we are all human.
I thought the hon. member’s speech could
be likened to the ranting of a lunatic. No
wonder a person said to me the other day
that he was jolly glad she no longer held
her executive position in the Labour Party!
I believe that Mr. Logan has cleared him-
self of the accusations she made, and T
am hoping that before 1 finish she may
think I am a little more humane.

I was born of a humble family; and, until
six or seven years ago, I worked as hard
as any man, and a lot harder than most.
I have lived under hard conditions for
the whole of my life—and not around the
cities, either! I was one of the many
thousands who went into the Tural and out-
back areas of the State to earn a living
and to help provide city people with the
wherewithal to live.
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In company with others, I believe that I
have played my part in an honourable way,
and I do not think any man can say that
I do not consider the other fellow. I men-
tioned previously that I have a tenant liv-
ing in a house of mine; and, while I do not
wish to take Mrs. Hutchison away for the
week-end to show her this property, she is
at liberty to visit Miling to see for herself.
I have been fair to my tenant; in fact, I
would say that no tenant in Western Aus-
fralia has had a better go. So do not let
us hear members say that we on this side
are not reasonable, and that we have no
feelings for our feliow beings! I trust that
the hon. member will not throw out any
more innuendoes or insinuations as she did
last night.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: I was talking about
the policy of your party, and I was not dis-
cussing personalities.

Hon. A. R. JONES: I believe the hon.
member became personal.

Hon. R. F. Hufchison: I did not. I
talked about the policy of the L.CL. and
not about personalities.

Hon. L. Craig: No; you talked about
members.

Hon. R. F. Hutchison: I do not recall
doing so.

Hon. A. R. JONES: Most members who
have spoken to the amendment have made
a second reading speech on the Bill—

The Chief Secretary: I am hoping that
way.

Hon. A. R. JONES: But I would like to
make a few observations before concluding.
A lot has been said about the shortage of
homes in Western Australia, and Mr, Lavery
mentioned that 1,000 people were ahout to
be evicted. The other night when Mr.
Barker thought he was addressing us from
the Kimberley Ranges, so loud was his
voice, he said that there were 1,000 to 1,300
people who would be put out on the street.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Not literally.
You know that I am not unreasonable.

Hon. A. R. JONES: In no way have
people been thrown out of their homes. I
believe that the people of this world are
too good to want to do that to others.
The other night I said that possibly 5 per
cent. of tenants were bad, and about the
same percentage of landlords were un-
serupulous, That means that 95 out of
every 100 tenants can be classed as good
tenants, and 95 out of every 100 land-
lords are decent people.

Hon. H. K. Watson: Of course they are!

Hon. A. R. JONES: If we agree to the
Bill, we will pass legislation which will
affect only 5 per cent. of the community.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Lots of members
on your side think control is necessary.

Hon. A. R. JONES: I believe that most
of the 5 per cent. of the tenants are not
worth considering; but having heard argu-
ments both for and against, I am prepared
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to agree that possibly there are 5 per cent.
of bad landlords with whom we must deal,
as we want some protection for the decent
people. Admittedly, I have not been to
some areas; but I drive round a good deal,
and I have not seen any person in dire
stralts. I have seen removal vans shifting
furniture from different houses. Only the
other day I thought I would follow one van
into which furniture was being loaded; 1
wanted to see if the people were being put
out on the street. I followed this chap from
the other end of Claremont to this side of
Inglewood. The van backed into a house
which was empty, and the furniture was
unloaded. So it appears that the settling
down period I mentioned some months ago
s in progress. When a person moves from
one house, he merely shifts somewhere
else.

When we take into consideration that
aspect plus what is happening on the basis
of the fact supplied by Mr. Logan—that 65
new houses are made available by the
Housing Commission every week—I fail to
see how there can be such a shortage of
houses as is claimed. I do not believe that,
and I am sure the Government itself does
not believe it, because it has done very little
other than to build houses as fast as
possible under the State housing scheme.
However, if there had been an emergency,
or a crisis, the Government could have
built many more houses than it is ereci-
ing at present, though perhaps not of the
same standard. It probably would have
had to build houses which are regarded
as substandard.

What is a substandar¢ house, according
to the measures used by-the Government,
and what is a decent house? As one
travels around the State, one can see guite
a number of Government employees housed
in much worse places than those which
the previous Government built for evicted
persons. I could take the lady member
of this House to Northam where, just be-
fore one enters the town, on the lefthand

* side, can be found possibly 50 or 60 homes

-—if one can call them that—occupied by
Government employees. If the Govern-
ment tries to tell us that it is interested
in building only a good type of house, 1
will not believe it, because of the standard
of houses I have seen occupied by those
who work for the Government.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: They are huts, not
houses.

Hon. A. R. JONES: If the Government
were 50 distressed about what is to hap-
pen in the future, it would not have
worried about Mr. Graham’s folly; namely,
the huge block of flats in Subiaco. They
will not be completed for quite a long time,
and the Government could have gone
ahead and built individual homes for the
people. By the time these flats are com-
pieted, in about 12 or 12 months many

homes could have been built and cccupied.
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The Minister for the North-West: Would
you apply that policy generally to flat-
building?

Hon. A. R, JONES: I am not suggesting
that flats should not be built at all. T lke
to see a person given the opportunity of
owning a home, I think a certain number
of flats are essential because, when people
grow old, a flat is probably ideal for
them. But I do not think that a flat is
very suitable for the raising of a family.
Therefore, as I have said, if the Govern-
ment had been so concerned about the
position, it would not have gone ahead with
the flats at Subiaco, but would have built
individual homes which would have been
ready for occupation within two or three
months.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Do you not like
flats?

Hon. A. R. JONES: A great deal has
been said about good and bad landlords.
For the information of members, T would
like to mention an experience I had only
recently while I was on my trip to the
North. At Darwin, I met some people who
were on holiday. Mr. Barker met them,
too. They had received an eviction order,
and the 28 days’ notice would expire be-
fore they returned to Perth. Naturally,
they were extremely concerned, because
they would have no opporiunity to do
anything about it, as they would be absent
for a longer period than the 28 days.
Knowing that I was returning by air from
Port Hedland and would be in Perth be-
fore the expiration of the eviction order,
they asked me if I would see the agent
to ascertain whether anything could be
done to stay the proceedings. Naturally,
I told them I would do what I could.

When 1 approached the agent, he gave
me the address of the owners, and I
eventually found that they were & young
couple who were paying a much higher
rent than they were receiving for their
own home. But they agreed to let the
tenanis occupy their house for a further
two months, which would give them time
to return to Perth and obtain other ac-
commodation. Therefore, I consider that
not much can be said by members op-
posite about those landlords. I have not
heard any one of the members opposite tell
- us of any good landlord.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Oh yes! I did.

Hon. L. A. Logan: Not one of them
quoted a specific case.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: I have told you
many a time that I have a good landlord.

Hon. A. R. JONES: I am pleased to hear
the hon. member say that.

Hon. R. J. Boylen: Mr. Logan is a good
landlord. too.

Hon. A. R. JONES: If people are decent

—and the whole question rests on that
point—and their requests are reasonable,

[COUNCIL.)

no one wants to be a bad landlord. Men-
tion has been made of landlords wearing
& frown when people mention that they
have children. In some cases, it is no
wonder, because there is a wide diversity
of types among people who rent homes.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. A, R. JONES: Before tea, I was
making an explanation coneerning the
various types of children landlords may
expect to find in a family. It is very evi-
dent that some landlords are chary of
letting premises to a family particularly if
they have children. It is rather a pity
that this state of affairs should exist. One
cannot help feeling, however, that the
landlord must take steps to protect his
property. Some families, whether they
own their homes, or whether they rent
houses, look after them and keep them in
good repair. But there are other types,
which I venture to say would come within
the category of the five per cent. I men-
tioned earlier, that would allow their chil-
dren to run willynilly around the place
and generally wreck it. This has been
the experience of many of us. I have
experienced it myself, and it was evident
in a rental home I saw in Wongan Hills.

To a degree, the inhumanity that has
been mentioned by some speakers can be
understood when we come upon the type
of people I have mentioned. It is some-
thing that cannot he avoided when rent-
ing a home. However, if steps were taken
whereby a certain amount of rent was
placed in a trust account to be spent on
repairs, it might encourage people to look
after the property which they were rent-
ing. If no repairs were found necessary,
then the amount in the trust fund could
be refunded to them.

If I had a property to let, I would in-
vent something along those lines, because
I feel sure it would encourage people to
look after the property; if they did, the
money would be refunded to them. If the

" Jandlords took that view they would, I am

convinced, ensure better usage of their
properties.

Some reference was made by members
opposite to the fact that business premises
were being erected, and that this was to
some extent the cause of the shortage of
homes. Admittedly, while men and ma-
terials are employed in erecting business
houses, homes for occupation by families
cannot be buiilt.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: We must have
our business houses.

Hon. A. R. JONES: I am thankful to
the hon. member for supplying that inter-
Jjection. We must have our business
houses. The Government cannof think
50 badly of them, because we find not only
the Commonwealth Government, but also
the State Government erecting business
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premises. The Commonwealth Govern-
ment is building several places, and is tak-
ing over an hotel and converting it into
offices. Premises are being built out in
Stirling-st.—this is to be a large work-
shop—and we know that our own State
Government is commencing the erection
of a State Insurance Office comprising
seven or eight storeys.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: There are struc-
fures going up everywhere.

Hon. A, R, JONES; To me that is suffi-
cient proof that the Government is not
considerably worried about there being a
crisls, or about there being a necessity to
institute & wholesale stoppage of the
building of all types of business premises.
If the Government had been worried, it
would have taken steps to prevent such
premises being built, particularly the ones
I have mentioned.

The question has been raised—I have
raised it myself—of the necessity to look
after people when they reach an age in
life where they have little money and are
unable to fend for themselves. I reiterate
that this should be the obligation of the
Government., It was admitted by Mrs.
Hutchison the other night when she said
that she had old people stopping with
her and could no longer look after them.
That is an admission from the Opposi-
tion that it is the Government's obligation
to look after old people. We have
claimed for many years that it should not
be the obligation of the few individuals
who have homes to rent to lock after such
people.

I would like to make one more sug-
gestion which the Government may care to
follow. It may not be possible to put it
into operation quickly; but at least the
Government could work on it, so that the
ownership of homes, and the building of
more homes, would be encouraged. In this
connection, I would refer to something I
mentioned three or four years ago. I might
add that this is further proof of the fact
that I have given the matter considerable
thought and have viewed it from the
human angle.

In 1952 I made a suggestion to the Gov-
ernment that, instead of paying the child
endowment as we do at present, we should
perhaps evolve a different system, whereby
young people could be encouraged to own
their homes, and also possibly to rear
larger families. I intend to read a small
extract from the speech I made in 1952 so
that the Minister can put it to his Gov-
ernment with a view to bringing about
something which I feel is most desirable.
I quote from page 1108 of “Hansard" for
the year 1952—

I understand that the growth of
population in Australia represents
about 2.8 per family. That is not
high when we look back at the older
families [rvin whichh most of us camie
and realise that there were four, five,
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six or even more children in each.
Seeing that in 25 {0 30 years the size
of families has decreased to something
like three children it seems that the
time has come when something should
be done.

There has been a shortage of houses
and the cost of purchasing a home has
increased greatly, and I think it would
be better if the Commonwealth,
instead of paying child endowment of
10s. per child per week, encouraged
young couples to take a worker's
home, so long as they could find the
necessary deposit which might be 10
per cent. Then, when the first child
arrived, a sum of £500 should be wiped
off the capital cost of the house. Over
a period of 16 years during which a
mother receives 10s. & week child en-
dowment, a total of £416 is paid, so
that it would be necessary for the Gov-
ernment to find only a little extra
money, When the second child
arrived, another £500 could be credited
against the cost of the house and so
on until additions to the family had
liquidated the capital cost or the par-
ents paid off the small outstanding
debt by weekly payments, I bhelieve
that such an idea has much to ¢om-
mend it and that it is worth investi-
gating.

I believe that is the method by which
we can encourage people, particularly
young people, who find it difficult in these
times to have a home built for them; and
it would also encourage people to rear
families. So I leave that thought with
the Minister, who I understand is going
to speak tonight—with a view to his see-
ing if he cannot do something to overcome
what is claimed to be a shortage of houses.
Particularly does it apply to the possi-
bility of home ownership, something which
we all feel is a necessity in this State and
in the Commonwealth.

As I said previcusly, I shall reserve the
right to do as I think fit if and when a
division is called on the amendment. I
hope to hear every member in this Cham-
ber make a contribution to the debate, for
I feel we have something before us which
we must not treat lightly. We must give
the matter the consideration we gave it
in the past. I am only hopeful that the
Government on this occasion will take
note of what we have said, and all we are
prepared to offer, and see whether we can-
not come to some reasonable terms and
make a really good, fair, and equitable
arrangement{ which will suit everybody,
protect the people who need protection,
and visit judgment on those who, in our
opinion, are not doing justice to decent
citizens.

HON. R. J. BOYLEN (South-East—on
amendment) [7.431: I intend to oppose
this amendment because I think that if
it is carried this House will be adonting a
most undemocratic attitude towards a Bill
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brought in by the Government. The least
we can do is to give it some considera-
tion. I know that most members in speak-
ing to the amendment have really made a
second reading speech on the Bill. I do
not begrudge them their doing that at
all; because, if the Bill is defeated, they
will not have the opportunity to express
their views.

I think it is only fair that we shauld give
the Bill our consideration. The Govern-
ment went to great pains to draw up the
measure. It has taken the matter sc seri-
ously that this is not the first occasion
that Bills of a similar nature have been
introduced into this House and in another
place.

It was pleasing to hear Mr. Jones say
that he was reserving his vote until he
had heard the opinions of other speakers.
I hope that applies to other members of
the Opposition, and that they will not de-
cide on how to vote until they have heard
all the speakers during this debate. It is
not very democratic, when a Government
brings in a Biil, to throw it out without
giving it every consideration. I hope that
all members will speak on this debate and
not make up their minds beforehand as to
how they will vote.

Hon. L. Craig: Does that apply to mem-
bers on your side?

Hon. R. J. BOYLEN: That applies to me
as well. I have had an opportunity of
studying the Bill, and we are giving mem-
bers opposite an opportunity to do the
same. We hope that they will be as honest
in their vote as we are in ours. We intro-
duced the Bill because we believe in it.

Hon. L. Craig: Will each member on
your side reserve his decision as to how
he will vote?

Hon. R. J. BOYLEN: They will reserve
their decisions, but I must say that we
have had an opportunity of studying the
Bill. Members opposite have not had the
opportunity, and they seem to have made
up their minds without listening to what
has to be said. I know that I told mem-
bers what I am going to do. That is be-
cause I have had a chance of studying the
Bill; but members opposite have not.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Do you suppose we
have been sleeping?

Hon. R. J. BOYLEN: Members have done
that in the past. It will he no exception
on this occasion. I hope members will not
speak on the debhate with the idea of
throwing the Bill out. It would not have
been introduced if the Government had
not been denied the opportunity of passing
similar Bills in April and December last.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: You had an op-
portunity in April.

Hon. R. J, BOYLEN: We had an appor-
tunity of studying the suffering caused by
the lack of conscience on the part of some
members of this House. We have heard
that many scurrilous remarks have been

[COUNCIL.]

made by the communists regarding the
Legislative Council, Communists are
quite entitled to make scurrilous remarks
about anybody; but I would say that the
scurrilous remarks about the Legislative
Counell and the Government were made
by the Liberal Party. This Government
has been elected by the people; and when
it introduces legislation, some members on
the opposite side of the House are not
prepared {o give consideration to that
legislation. That is a most undemocratic
attitude. I think it amounts almost to a
communistic attitude. Any Liberal who
subscribes to that attitude is subscribing
to communism.

Hon. H. Hearn:
be a fellow-traveller.

Hon. R. J. BOYLEN: Yés. The pro-
posed legislation will not be with us for
all time. The position may be relieved
in two years. In the words of Mr. Jones,
some arrangement should be made whereby
young married couples may be provided
with houses. Sir Charles Latham told us
he knew of girls who were living in
rooms, getting their own breakfast and
going to work afterwards. Those girls
have not the oppeortunity to live in any
other way., I know if I were a young
man I would not like to live under such
conditions. There is no reason why such
a position cannot be changed. Probably
many girls who live in rooms today can-
not contemplate marriage on account of
their inability to obtain homes.

Speaking about immigration, Mr. Teahan
said it was essential in this country. But
I should say that a native-born Australian
is much to be preferred; and that can be
encouraged by offering young people the
opportunity of marrying, of owning
homes, and of rearing families. By so do-
ing we will be carrying out something
dear to the hearts of all Australians—that
is, having a “White Australia” as far as
possible.

If the Government were trying to put
this measure on the statute book of Wes-
tern Australia for all time, there might
be some justification for opposing it. There
are many reasons why it is necessary to
have the legislation as a temporary mea-
sure. Since the war, there has naturally
been an increase in population. With the
influx of migrants, the demand for houses
has grown. By the passage of this type
of legislation, we will alleviate at least
for two or three years, the suffering which
is prevalent. The proposed Bill may
cause a little hardship to a small seetion
of the community, but that suffering will
be shortlived. If we defeat the Bill, it
will entail suffering on the part of many
pecple at the hands of those landlords
who are not fair.

So I would ask members to regard this

You mean he will

neasure with open minds; to sup-
port the second reading; and to
give us the opportunity of trving
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out this legislation for two years
s0 that the people of Western Australia
can be housed properly and those with
bigger families will not have to suffer the
rigours they will have to face if the Bill
is defeated.

I intend to oppose the amendment, and
I hope other members will do the same
and adopt a democratic attitude towards
the legislation introduced by the elected
Government of the people. I do not think
there is very much doubt about public
opinion on this matter. The public spoke
quite clearly when they rejected four Lib-
eral members of this Council and re-
placed them with four Labour members.
The public had not previously taken such
a step in the 50 years' life of this House.
On this occasion the step was taken, not
because the public disliked the defeated
candidates, but because of their attitude
on a matter which they considered vital
to themselves and to their relatives.

If a referendum on the issue were held
tomorrow, I have no doubt at all how the
people would vote. They elected the Gov-
ernment, and we should bear in mind that
they trecently elected four additional
Labour membeys to this House. If an
election were held tomorrow for the whole
of the members of this House, I am satis-
fied that there would bhe a great differ-
ence in the representation. I oppose the
amendment.

HON. L. CRAIG (South - West—on
amendment) [7.501: I did not intend to
speak on the amendment, but I do not
think it would be wise to allow this de-
bate to end now. There is not a great deal
of difference between the desires of mem-
bers supporting the Government and those
on this side of the House. If we examined
the views of each member closely, we would
find that fundamentalily their ideas in re-
gard to the protection of tenants and the
control of rents were very close indeed.
In fact I say there is very little difference.
The question that arises is as to the
method by which that end shall be at-
tained.

I have been glad to note the attitude
adopted by most of the members who have
spoken. It is quite clear that abusive rhet-
oric and theatrical display do not have
much effect in this House. Such an atti-
tude antagonises listeners, as was ap-
parent after a certain speech had been
made last night. I should like to mention
alsec the good impression Mr. Teahan
created by the carefu! and moderate
language he used in his speech. If every
member would approach this subject by
logic instead of by abuse, we would do
very much better with our legislation.

In the 20 years that I have been a mem-
ber of this House, I have never known soap-
box oratory or abuse or unfair criticism to
earry any weight. In my early years in
Parliament, Mr. Drew was the Leader of
the House, and in all the years I knew

[15 July, 1854.]

50T

him here, he never abused anyone, and I
know of no Minister who has been as
capable a5 he was in getting measures
passed through this House, His arguments
were always logieal, and when he had
stated them, he was content fo stop.

I was very pleased to feel the reaction the
other night after certain speeches had been
made. There was & spurt of antagonism,
the like of which I had not witnessed in
this Chamber in all my 20 years, due to
the threats uttered by our lady member,
the first lady to be elected to this Chamber.
I am sure that that was due to her being
new to Parliamentaly debate, and that she
did not mean it. She has a reputation
for her good social work, and I feel sure
that in time she will appreciate the wisdom
of the words uttered by a former Minister,
Hon. H, Millington, who started his politi-
cal life in this House, and finished by being
indispensable to any Ministry formed by
the Labour Party. On several occasions
he was the Acting Premier,

Many years ago he said to me, “I started
my political life in the Legislative Counecil.
On being returned to Parliament, I was full
of zeal and energy, and was actuated by
a desire to reform the place., I was quite
satisfled in my mind that it was the one
place in Western Australia that needed re-
form, and my desire was to reform it; but
would you belleve it that within two years,
I was & reformed character.” This, I hope,
will be the experience of all members who
come to this House and I trust that they
will not regard it as a place in which to
antagonise other members., I know of no
place where logical speeches are better re-
ceived than they are here, or where the
attitude adopted by members generally is
so uniformly good.

Now I must revert to the amendment
before the Chair. Mr. Watson has devoted
a lot of study to the Bill, and his in-
tention in moving the amendment was not
to defeat the measure. We must accept
that as a true statement—his ohjective was
not to defeat the Bill.

The Minister for the North-West:
why did he move the amendment?

Hon. L. CRAIG: Let the Minister wait
8 moment. We have seen both in this
House and in another place the result of
& Bill being introduced that needed to be
amended, in our opinion, so drastically
that it became a major operation, and by
the time it reached a conference of mana-
gers, the spirit of compromise had disap-
peared completely. The representatives
of the two sides went to conference, each
opposed on principle 10 the other side. In
other words, they were not prepared to give
away anything, and the meaning of “com-
promise’” is to come together and to give
away something.

The object of Mr. Watson’s amendmen!
is to induce the Government to bring in a
Bill that will be somewhat in line with
the views it knew would be adopted by this

Then
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‘House, or at least to include in the meas-
ure provisions that would enable us to
-discuss the main principles. The main ob-
Jective of the Bill is, firstly, to stop undue
evictions—we cannot hope to stop them
entirely—so that the Government will be
.in a position to cater for the people who
rare evicted. My opinion is that some ten-
ants deserve to be evicted, not hecause they
.have failed to pay their rent, but because
‘they are not fit to occupy decent houses.
.No member will deny that.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker:
many of them.

Hon. L. CRAIG: There are very few.
I have not entirely neglected to study the
Bill, in spite of what Mr. Boylen said, but
have made inquiries to assist me to arrive
at a just decision. Members on this side
of the House possess as much of the milk
of human kindness as do members sup-
porting the Government. We must be
given credit for that. If each member
would regard the other as having as much
commonsense and humanity in his com-
position as he himself has, we would get
along very much better.

There are not

Some people will be evicted from their
homes, and, in many instances, the owners
of those properties have been waiting for
years for an opportunity to get those
tenants out of their houses. Perhaps some
of those tenants may be unjustly treated,
but bitterness is engendered when a land-
lord has a bad tenant who breaks the
windows and knocks the place about. In
such cases, the objective of the landlord
would be to get the tenant out of the
house,

On the other hand, there are some un-
conscionable landlords, greedy people, who
perhaps have led hard lives and are not
imbued with the milk of human kindness
for which we look. Such landlords, I am
satisfied, are few in number. Every mem-
ber Ras in view the objective of pre-
venting unfair evictions and of curbing the
unjust landlord. The question is, how
shall we do it? There are not so many
of these people to be dealt with.

Let me quote some figures from an
authentic source supplied by an institu-
tion that collects rents. These figures deal
with 900 tenants. The rent of every one
has been raised, and those that were
carrying a low rental were raised very
considerably. Some of them, not many,
were doubled. Of the 900 tenants, those
who refused to pay the increases asked
numhered three, and I have been informed
that they have since voluntarily left the
premises they were occupying. Perhaps
it was to evade eviction, but I do not
know. Three out of 900 refused to pay.
That is not many. Those who pald under
protest were two out of 900 houses.

The Minister for the North-West: Nine
hundred houses?

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. L. CRAIG: Yes, 900 places from
which rents are collected. There might
be some flats among them, but I did not
a§k. ‘There were ten evictions, of which
eight were brought about because the ten-
ants were undesirable, so the rent did not
come into the picture with them. They
were people who would be evicted under
any circumstances if the law permitted it.
This is a clear indication to me that we
have not a great many cases to deal with.
I believe that if we go back to the old
standards of this House and try to arrive
at an understanding, calmly and without
theatrical rhetoric or abuse, we will arrive
at a sensible solution and so get some-
where., That is the objective of Mr. Wat-
son’s amendment and not the defeat of
the Bill. I believe it is true that he put
it to the Government that the Government
should introduce amendments itself so as
to bring the measure more into line with
what it must know would be acceptable
to this House and so ease its passage here.

Hon. E, M. Heenan: How can he do that
by this amendment?

Hon. L. CRAIG: If the Government
brings in its own amendments and they
are acceptable, Mr. Watson will withdraw
h}ils amendment. He has already promised
that.

Hon. C. W. D, Barker: It does not say
that. :

Hon. L. CRAIG: The Chief Secretary
has been: told, and he knows it.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: I do not know.

Hon. L. CRAIG: The hon. member
should go into conference with his party,
or he will be on the outer.

The Minister for the North-West: The
House has not been told that that is what
is meant.

Hon. L. CRAIG: No; but Mr. Watson
did mention it in his speech. There was
never any doubt in my mind about the
position. There is not one member on this
side of the House who wants controls
entirely removed. It is of no use accusing
people of being harsh, hard, and bitter.

The Minister for the North-West: One
member wants a pool of homeless people,

Hon. L. CRAIG: Who does?

The Minister for the North-West: One
member of this House.

Hon. L. CRAIG: The Minister must have
misunderstood him.

The Minister for the North-West: You
did not listen to his speech last night.

Hon. L. CRAIG: Nobody wants that.
Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I never heard
1ti.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I have discussed the
position with individual members on the
other side, and individually they are not
unreasonable. There is a bit of compromise
on both sides; but members on this side
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are speaking to a block vote always. There
is not one member on the other side that
ever oppeses any Bill introduced by his
Government.

Hon. H. L. Roche: They are not devia-
tionists.

Hon. L. CRAIG: There is something in
unity and discipline. Members on the other
side do not have to look at Bills introduced
by their Government.

Hon. G. Bennetts: We are loyal.

Hon. L. CRAIG: Call it loyalty, or sub-
servience or whatever the hon. member
likes. It is a matter of opinicn, and I am
not growling about it. There is discipline
in the hon. member’s party.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: Yes, but when an
amendment is put up which distinctly says
that the Bill shall not he read a second
time, what else can we think it means?

Hon. L. CRAIG: The hon. member must
read the whole story. He should never
jump to conclusions too early. When he
reaches early middle age, as I have done,
he will find that is so.

Hon. E. M. Heenan: I fail to see how
the House can consider any amendments
to the Bill while this amendment of Mr.
Waltson's is in the way.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: The amendment
has been a mistake altogether.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Members must
allow Mr. Craig to proceed.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I do not want to get
into a controversy with the hon. member,
much as I like talking with him. As long
as tempers do not get frayed and members
do not get too adamant and sure that
everything they think is correct, I feel that
we may get somewhere. Each of us has
his views, which are subject to modifica-
tion by the logic of someone else. If we
can approach this matter on these lines
I am quite sure that something can be
made of the Bill which will provide for
two things—and they are the only things
to my mind that matter—and the first is:
undue evictions. We should provide for
them to be handled by the authorities.
I personally would give power to the fair
rents court or a magistrate—I would con-
stitute a fair rents court with a magistrate
or second magistrate to do the job—to
extend the periods of eviction so as to
cushion the flood that is expected. That
would get over the trouble of evictions, and
the main problem is that of evictions.

The second requirement is that when
unfair rents are charged, the tenant shall
have the right to approach a tribunal—
probably the fair rents court, or the magis-
trate in charge of the fair rents couri—for
a fair and reasonable rent. If the magis-
trate decided that the landlord had been
unconscionable by charging a rent vastly
above the true wvalue—80 per cent. is
nrobably a fair figure—then I would say
that the tenant should have the right to
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live in the house at the lower rent for
12 months. Those are the two principles
that would get over all the present diffi-
culties, and I believe we can compromise on
those lines. I support the amendment.

THE MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST (Hon. H. C. Strickland—North—on
amendment) [8.8]: I was very interested
in Mr. Craig's contribution to the debate,
but I cannot convince myself that this
amendment was placed on the notice paper
with the simple intention of not wanting
to defeat the Bill. The mover of the
amendment has, ever since I have been
in this Chamber, always opposed, rigidly
and solidly, any controls of rents or ten-
ancies, although he has compromised in
conference. He has, to my mind, been the
voice of the Liheral Party on these
matters, and he has led the debate on
every occasion. To say an amendment
such as this would be placed on the notice
paper for any purpose other than {o take
very swift action to defeat the measure
is, in my opinion, too far-fetched ai-
together.

Hon. L. Craig: Would it not have been
better to vote against the second reading?

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: Much easier, rather than take
direct action—and this is direct action.
The amendment says—

Inasmuch as this House is of opinion
that, in order to ensure fair rents and
full justice and equity for both land-
lords and tenants—

—it declines to give the Bill a second read-
ing. That is what it means, and all the
other phrases in the amendment are
merely to misiead the people. The amend-
ment says that the Opposition wants the
present legislation to exist and be carried
on. There is no suggestion there of amend-
ment, and no opportunity is given for this
House to consider the Bill in Committee,
if the amendment is agreed to—ahsolutely
none! That would be the end of the Bill;
and where, may I ask, is the compromise
there?

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: You can
amend an amendment.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: The amendment reads, further—
{(with such precise additional pre-
cautionary and temporary safeguards

in Sections 13 and 20B of the principal

Act as may be deemed necessary—)

How can we fit these provisions into an
Act if we vote for an amendment such as
this, which says that the Bill shall not be
given a second reading?

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: You must read
the Preamble.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: The Preamble is an afterthought:
something for the public to look at. The
question beiore this House is, “That this
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House declines to give the Bill a second
reading,” and every member knows very
well that a Bill canhot be amended until
it has passed the second reading. There-
fore, the amendment is just what it was
meant to be, a swift short cut to defeat the
propoesition which the Government has put
before this Chamber. There is not the
slightest doubt about that.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: You can move
to delete those words now, if you wish to.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: I am speaking of the amendment
that is before the House, and of its inten-
tion. I know what the Standing Orders
allow us to do, and I am not debating that
question but am dealing with this amend-
ment and what it means. I have told the
House exactly what it means.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: Surely the explana-
tion given by the mover of the amendment
must have thrown some light on his in-
tentions!

The MINISTER PFOR THE NORTH-
WEST: I heard only the opening remarks
of Mr. Watson when moving the amend-
ment, but that would make no difference.
Here is the amendment, and its intention
is plain. It is not what we say, but what
we do, that eounts; and here is the amend-
ment on the notice paper. I repeat that
this is direct action. It states, “This, or
else,” because we know very well that the
mover has sufficient numbers behind him
to say, “or else!” If the amendment were
agreed to, the effect would he that the 28
days’ notice would apply to all tenants.
It is all very well to say they could go to
the court, but they might have to wait
some time to get there, and the 28 days
could elapse before the case was heard.
If agreed to, the amendment would mean
that, since the 1lst May, anygne coming
to this country—even anyone not living
within Australia—could purchase property
and give the tenant 28 days’ notice. That
is whaf it means; and that is what, in fact,
is going on. Syndicates are buying ter-
races of houses and are emptying the ten-
ants out.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Whereabouts?

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
West: There are some in Hooper-st.,, West
Perth,

Hon, N. E. Baxter:
must be going in.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: Yes; but I would draw attention to
the fact that prior to the 1lst May of this
year & New Australian, or anyone coming
from another country, had to live in Aus-
tralia for at least two years, and must
have owned the premises for at least six
months before he could take action, and
then had to give six months’ notice, mak-
ing 12 months in all. What the Bill pro-
poses is to bring that provision back into
operation, but to reduce the period to three
menths.

But other tenants

[COUNCIL.}

Under the legislation as it exists at the
moment, someone living outside Australia
can buy a business or living accommoda-

tion here and, in 28 days, get rid
of the tenant. A person has only
to ask too much rent, and by
the time the tenant gets to the

court, the 28 days’ notice has expired. In
my opinion, that was one of the mest im-
portant provisions of the legislation that
expired on the 1st May, and we propose
now to hring it back into operation. Is
there anything unfair in that?

It is proposed that there shall be some
easement, also, and I repeat that there is
nothing unfair in the proposition that the
Government has placed before this Cham-
ber. It provides for a fair rents court, and
for the amount of rent which Qpposition
members in this House placed in the legis-
lation. We do not wish fo resfrict it, and
so there is provision for 8 per cent. net
return.

Some members said that the legislation
would discourage private enterprise from
building, but of course that is not correct.
It might apply in some cases; but, by and
large, the statement is not correct, because
we know that there are private builders
building hundreds of houses per year, and
they are quite satisfled with their returns.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Yes; but they
sell them. They never let them.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: They are private builders, and the
hon. member said the legislation would
discourage private builders.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: For letting
purposes.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: Letting was not mentioned. It
was a matter of private building, and the
hon. member said—as have other mem-
bers—that the number of residences being
built by private builders is not so great
now as it was perhaps two years ago.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Last vear.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: Or even last year. That may he
so, but there is reason for it. Members
know very well that one of the first deci-
sions that the Minister for Housing made.
on taking office, was to ease and lift build-
ing restrictions as far as possible. In fact,
he removed practically the lot. Only some
months ago it was necessary to place a
restriction on the distribution of bricks
owing to the rate at which industrial and
commercinl buildings were being erected.
Naturally it was the private builders who
turned to that type of work, and there-
fore not so many houses were being
erected. That is undeniable; it is a fact.
Everybody knows that building restric-
tions have been lifted and permits are no
longer necessary. That is what Mr.
Graham did almost as soon as he assumed
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office. In conjunction with the Chief Sec-
retary, the Minister for Housing has pro-
posed these amendments to the present
legislation because, as I have already in-
dicated, it is wide open.

We do not want to be harsh or inhuman
to landlords, or to anybody else. But the
Government, thinks it necessary that we
should pass a2 measure such as this to
ensure that there will not be & flood of
homeless people thrust upon the Govern-
ment whose responsibility it will be to
house them, It wi]l be the Government’s
responsibility irrespective of what Gov-
ernment is in power, and we do not want
people to be evicted in such large numbers
thaf it will be impossible for us to cope
with the position. The Bill will help us
to overcome that problem.

Hon. L. Craig: What about the retro-
spective provisions?

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: They will apply only to the
avaricious landlord; a landlord is allowed
8 per cent. net, plus his outgoings.

Hon. L. Craig: Yes; but any increases
would not apply.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: That would affect very few people
—probably those dealing in small busi-
nesses and so on. The amendment moved
by Mr. Watson is not the way to deal with
the problem. The parliamentary proced-
ure is to deal with these clauses during
the Commniittee stage; they should be
amended in the proper place. That has
always -been the procedure in a British
Parliament.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: You do not
think that a Bill should be rejected on
the second reading?

Hon. L. Craig: It is common practice
in England.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: I have heard members say that
they do not wish to reject the Bill; they
have said that Mr. Watson does not wish
to reject it.

Hon. L. Craig: That is true, too.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: It is a funny way of expressing
one’s intentions; and, if I remember Mr.
Watson's opening remarks correctly, he
said that he considered the Government
was issuing a challenge t¢ this House, and
that it should be met in t¢he appropriate
marnner. Those may not be his exact
words, but that is the meaning he con-
veyed. I have already explained to mem-
bers what the effect will be if this amend-
ment is agreed to. But if the Bill is
passed, new Australians will be prevented
from coming into this country and im-
mediately evicting Australians from the
homes they are occupying. Some new Aus-
tralians might not have the money to buy
houses but syndicates buy ihem; and it
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is only reasonable that the Government
should endeavour to pass legislation which
will give protection to our people.

Hon. N. E. Baxfer: Are not new Aus-
tralians entitled to homes?

The MINISTER FOR THE NOQRTH-
WEST: They are all entitled to homes.
No one begrudges them homes;, but I do
not know of any of them who are not in
homes. The point is that they are buying
houses, and they will buy them in such
large numbers that the Housing Commis-
sionn will be unable to cope with the evig-
tees. We have proved that. The Chief
Secretary told the House that in the six
or seven weeks following the 1st May this
year over 600 people received notices to
guit and registered with the State Hous-
ing Commission. All those who have re-
ceived notices have not registered with
the commission. As Mr. Craig has told
us, some people have found other accomo-
dation for themselves, because they did
not want to be bothered with going to
the Housing Commission.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Do you suggest that
we stop immigration until we catch up
with the housing position?

Hon. G. Bennetts: It would be a good
idea.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: That is a different question al-
together. T think migrants should be per-
mitted to enter this country in such num-
bers as can be accommodated. I am not
opposed to migrants coming here, but I
am opposed to the present legislation
which allows a person, whether he is in
the country or not, to buy a house or
business and, after giving 28 days’ notice,
to obtain possession. Members should
give plenty of consideration to that aspect.
One member who spoke last night said that
we needed a pool of homeless people. I am
pretty certain that I heard correctly, and
the hon. member explained to the House
that we must have a certain number of
homeless people or the builders would all
be out of work.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Who said
that?

Hon. L. C. Diver: I said that some should
always want homes.

Hon. L. Craig: The Minister has mis-
interpreted it.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: The hon. member will read it in
“Hansard.”

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: That is not
a very good reply. No such statement was
made.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: I did not want to mention names,
but Mr. Diver propounded that theory last
night,.

Hon. L. C. Diver: I said, “Who wanted
homes.” They should always be wanting
homes.
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The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: The hon, member went on to tell
us why he thought that that position
should exist, He said that if the position
were otherwise the building industry would
collapse.

Hon. L. Craig: You have placed the
wrong interpretation upon his remarks.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: I have not read the speech, and
my ears may have let me down,

Hon. N. E. Baxter: You know very well
that the hon. member did not mean that
there should be a pocl of homeless.

Hon. F. R. H, Lavery: The Minister is
quite correct in what he says.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: I think that is what it means.
A comparison was made hetween the rent
charged by the State Housing Commission
and that charged by private owners. I
have already explained that the Act as
it stood did, and the Bill if it is agreed to
will allow 8 per cent. net on present-day
valees, That is fair enough. The average
rental charged by the State Housing Com-
mission is £2 17s. per week and some odd
pence, and its gross return is 6% per cent.
per annum.

Hon. N. E. Baxter: Which you will ad-
mit the landlord did not get for a long
time until you introduced some amend-
ments.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: The rate of re-
turns ranged from 2 per cent. to 8 per
cent., but 8 per cent. was the maximum.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: There is a range which the fair
rents court could take into constderation.
The hon. member’s statement is quite cor-
rect. It ranged from 2 per cent. to 8 per
cent. In these days when investments
show a return of 8 per cent. on, say, share-
holdings, I do not know of any court that
could assess a return at a lower figure.

The State Housing Commission has been
criticised for the rentals it has charged;
but when they are compared with others,
it will be found that they are fair and
reasonable. As I have said, they show a
gross return of 6} per cent. per annum,
and they are governed by a Common-
wealth-State agreement. If the average
rent for a whole house is £2 17s. odd per
week, let us compare that with the figure
mentioned by Sir Charles Latham, who
told us of a young lady he knows who was
very pleased to pay £2 per week for one
room.

" I-{on. Sir Charles Latham: And break-
ast.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: Very well. And breakfast. How-
ever, I understecod the hon. member to
tell us that she had her meals uptown,

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: I did not
say that. That is why I told you they
paid that rental for a room; because they
would not have to get their own breakiast.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: We will assess the breakfast at
55. That is still 355. & week for one room.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Five shillings
a week for hreakfast!

The MINISTER, FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: Five shillings.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: A week!

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: I do not know what type of break-
fast a person would get in a room; but
in my experience such a breakfast has not
been very great, especially in the Eastern
States, where food is more expensive than
it is here. The breakfast I was given
would not be worth more than 5s5. a
week; that is, a cup of tea and a biscuit.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Five shil-
lings 2 week! There are seven days in
fastweek and that means seven break-
asts.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: A cup of tea and a hiscuit is
the average working girl’s breakfast. Re-
turning to the amendment, I again im-
press upon the House that if it is carried
it will mean the defeat of the legislation
that the Government is proposing to im-
plement. If the Bill is considered and
studied carefully, I think that fair-minded
members, at any rate, will agree that it
is just legislation and has not been put
up a5 a political foothall, as has been
suggested. It has been introduced to Par-
liament because it is thought essential and
extremely hecessary.

Reference was made to the Subiaco
flats project. 1 remeinber that shortly
after it was first mooted we met in this
Chamber, and there was great interest
shown in that proposal. That, again, is
supposed to be a political] stunt or a
political football.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: Experiment.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: Actually, it did become a politi-
cal football and a stunt,

The Chief Secretary: Tell Sir Charles
what the Subiaco Council said.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: It did become just that. Anybody
who has read the Press articles on the
subject knows what happened. Members
know that Liberal Party supporters seur-
ried to Canberra to do everything possible
to prevent those flats being financed. That
is common knowledge, and it has been
published in the Press for everyone to
read. The public knows very well that
those people were successful in achieving
their objective. Why? Not because they be-
grudee two-unit families these fiats. Not
for that reason at all! We know why. It
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was because they knew that the more
they could embarrass the Government on
its housing problem the better it would
be for them.

Hon. H. K. Watson: Is it correct that
you resumed five houses for the purpose
of erecting garages for those flats?

Point of Order.

Hon. A. R. Jones: Mr. President, on g
point of order, I am sure that these ut-
terances by the Minister are irrelevant
to the debate, and are certainly not hélp-
ing to foster the attitude which generally
exists in this House.

The Minister for The North-West:
The member who just resumed his
seat was the one who referred to the
Subiaco flats earlier this evening. In
fact, they have been referred to by severzl
members during this debate. As they are
linked with housing and the Government's
effort to house those people who are in
need of homes, I see no reason why I
should be denied the right to express my
opinion.

The President: The Minister is quite in
order.

Debate Resumed.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: 8Sir Charles Latham accused the
Government of overriding the Subiaco
Council.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: That is true.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: 1 would like to read a letter
from that Council te the Minister for
Housing.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: What is the
date of it?

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
West: The 12th August, 1953. It reads—

Dear Sir,
Re Building Project.

I have been instructed to advise
you that at a special meeting held
last evening my Council approved in
full of the plan and the project out-
lined by your good self, Mr. Telfer
and Mr. Krantz. I have also to thank
you for the courtesy of your visit
and the clear and concise statement
of the proposals,

Yours faithfully,

A. Bower,
Town Clerk.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: What hap-
pened subsequently?

The Chief Secretary:
pelitical machine got into action!

Hon. C. H, Simpson: No, after they
received an assurance that in spite of
their objections the Government would
still zo on with it.

Yes, after the
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The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST': That is the letter, and it is clear
and conecise. I do not know what influences
got to work subsequently.

Hon. Sir Charles Latham: But you do
know that the Council subsequently raised
objection to the proposal, and that its
objection was overridden.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I think the
Minister is entitled to a fair hearing.

The MINISTER FOR THE NORTH-
WEST: I have a newspaper cutting here
which shows that a letter published by the
Press is headed, “Subiaco City Council
Somersaults on Flats.” That is the only
explanation I can give to the hon. member.

To revert to the Bill and what the
amendment means to this legislation, I
think members should be as fair as they
claim they will be and defeat this amend-
ment. They should give the Government’s
legislation an opportunity of being placed
on the statute book. It will not inter-
fere with rentals; it will curb the avari-
cious landlord and prevent people from
being evicted wholesale under that sec-
tion which, as I have explained, expired on
the 1lst May. That said that anybody
entering this country-—or for that matter
not entering the country—could purchase
a property and evict the tenants within
28 days. This legislation was the proposal
of the previous Government in 1951, and
was put into the Act for that very pur-
pose; namely, to stop wholesale evictions
which would take place unless some brake
was put on the purchase and possession of
houses. It was no doubt put in for the
very same reason that we want it put in.
because the previous Minister for Housing
would have been experiencing exactly the
same circumstances as the present Minis-
ter for Housing will experience unless some
brake is placed upon the number of evic-
tions which must follow. 1 sincerely hope
the House will reject the amendment.

Personal Explanation.

Hon. L. C. Diver: I would ask your per-
mission under Standing Order 383, Mr.
President, to make a personal statement.

The President: The hon. member has
my permission.

Hon. L. C. Diver: Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. The Minister for the North-West
said that in my speech last evening I stated
that it was desirable to have a pool of
homeless people and that I added that
this was necessary. I made no such state-
ment. I did say that it was very neces-
sary to have people who wanted homes, for
the very reason that if we did not have
such a state of affairs, the displacement of
workmen in the building industry would
be very great and there would be a far
greater difficulty facing the Government
than there is today.

Debate Resumed.

On motion by Hon. C, H. Simpson.
debate adjourned. - '
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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Ninth Day.
Debate resumed from the 13th July.

HON. L. C. DIVER {(Central) (8.45]; On
rising to speak on the Address-in-reply to
His Excellency's Speech, I congratulate
you, Mr. President, on your election to the
distinguished position you now occupy. I
trust you may derive enjoyment in the
discharge of the many duties you will he
called upon to perform. To those new
members who have taken their seats with
us for the first time, I offer my congratula-
tions, and in time I hope to gain their
lasting friendship and confldence.

Our great wheat industry is once more
facing a most uncertain future, and a very
serious state of affairs can quite easily
develop, especially if the State and Com-
monwealth Ministers for Agriculture fail
to agree on a marketing plan or stabilisa-
tion scheme for wheat. If such a position
does arise, not only will the wheatgrower
suffer, but the whole financial structure of
this State will be affected. Disagreement
by the gentlemen referred to would affect
many workers far removed from the
wheatgrowing industry. Mark my words,
Mr. President, it would necessitate a
realignment of many Utopian ideas that
prevail today among men and women in
all walks of life! For the sake of all con-
cerned, I sincerely trust agreement will be
reached.

Together with that difficulty which may
arise, we¢ must also consider our State
transport systems, particularly the rail-
ways. Over the past few years there have
been considerable increases in freight. We
did hope the railways would have been re-
habilitated in the years of prosperity and
high freight rates, and that we would have
been given cheaper freights in the days
when the prices of rural commodities fell.
Al present, it would appear that that state
of affairs will not be realised. We are not
getting that efficiency in the transport of
our goods which we might expect, in spite
of all the new engines and rollingstock that
the Railway Department has today. I have
in mind one instance with which I was
closely associated, and for which I can
vouch.

A combine was consigned from the May-
lands railway station to Kellerberrin; and,
coinciding with the despatch of that piece
of machinery, a letter-card was sent noti-
fying its despatch and asking if we at the
other end would expedite the turn-around
of the railway truck. On five separate days
the railway station was contacted, and on
each occasion we were informed that no
machine had arrived for us. Seven days
after it was consigned from Maylands, it
arrived at EKellerberrin. I think that sort
of thing is a farce, particularly when we
are sent a letter-card asking us to expe-
dite the turn-around of a railway truck,
which took seven days to arrive at Keller-
berrin from Maylands.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. A. R. Jones: You are lucky; it is
generally seven weeks.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: I cannot see any
luck in it. I believe in the railways and I
would support them as much as I could if
we received the service we are reasonably
entitled to expect. I do not hring freight
of any consequence to the metropolitan
area by motor truck. All my freight is
consigned through the railways. I would
urge my fellow farmers to do likewise.
But, in turn, we do expect and insist that
the Railway Department should give ser-
vice.

While on the subject of railways, it
would appear that the time is not distant
when there might have to be a readjust-
ment of freight rates, for it is going to
become a very serious problem if we have
no wheat stabilisation plan. There are
men on farming properties today who can
quite easily eliminate the unprofitable
business of wheatgrowing and make a
reasonable living by just growing wool.
That may be all right to the farmers
individually, but it could have a profound
effect on the lives of many of the people
in the State. I would ask the Government
to be very careful ahout this matter and
request the Minister for Railways to bring
about a reduction of freight rate for wheat
at the earliest opportunity.

Hon, G. Bennetts: What about mining
equipment?

Hon. L. C. DIVER: I would have thought
the hon. member would attend to the re-
quirements of mining when he made his
speech.

Hon. G. Bennetts: I did.

Hon. L. C. DIVER.: I agree with the hon.
member's statement. The question of
freight rate is infinitely more important
to wheat farmers. At present, for every
penny of freight paid for mining equip-
ment, there would he a hundred times as
much paid in wheat freight. The lifeblood
of the railway system is derived from wheat
freights. Even if 50 per cent. of the
farmers were to reduce wheatgrowing sub-
stantially, the effect on the railway eco-
nomy of the State would be terrifie.

Another problem which faces the State
is salt encroachment on agricultural soil.
This problem is of great importance and
warrants considerable expense in order to
regain the productivity of the affected
land. The area of land thus lost to pro-
duction from this cause would amount to
scores of thousands of acres in the wheat
belt, and the vast majority of that land
would be termed our best growing soil;
for the great bulk of the salt-affected land
ts adjacent to our great salt lake systems,
and it necessarily follows that the land
was originally timbered with salmon gum,
gimlet, mallee, with a sprinkling of morrell.
It is excellent soil, especially in the central
wheatgrowing districts. We must realise
thet these thousands of acres were cleared
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and fenced, but are now lost to produc-
tivity through the encroachment of salt.
That in itself is a tremendous economic
loss to our State. We should attempt to
find a method to regain the productivity
of that soil, and it is necessary for a lot
of time and a huge sum of money to be
expended to find out the best way to re-
claim it.

Hon. C. H. Simpson: Is there any work
beir;;gJ done in that direction in your dis-
trict?

Hon. L. C. DIVER: Yes, At present the
Commissioner of Soil Conservation has
one officer employed on carrying out ex-
periments in this regard. In so doing, he
has two different types of salt encroach-
ment to contend with. I have mentioned
one previously; that is, of land adjacent
to the salt-lake systems where salt spreads
over the flats. The other type occurs in
undulating country with creeks running
through and where there is salt seepage
brought about by the underlay of the soil,
With heavy winter rain and the water
coming to the surface and on the sides
of formation, the water seeping up is evi-
dently laden with salt content. The de-
partment has made considerable progress
in its experiments. I would suggest
that anyone interested get in touch with
the department to obtain some of the salt-
tolerant couch grass which has been de-

veloped. This will assist in converting salt -

land into grass land.

Hon. C. W, D, Barker: Did you see the
salt grass I brought down to the Uni-
versity?

Hon. L, C. DIVER: 1 saw it; but I was
not aware that the hon. member brought it
down. While the department is carrying
out some research into this problem, it is
not doing it to as great an extent as the
position warrants. I feel attempts should
be made to drain some of our salt-lake
systems. I do not mean that we should
tackle the whole lot, but let us spend
£30,000 to £40,000 in draining one such
system and studying the effect. I think
it is worth while. With scores of thousands
of acres affected in the wheatbelt, the ex-
penditure of £40,000 is a mere fleabite.
If this land ean be reclaimed, the cost
spread over the whole will be negligible per
acre. We have to try to find some means
to overcome the salt encroachment.

While we have a different problem in
Western Australia as compared with that
in Holland, the fact which struck me was
that in Holland, with a comparatively light
dressing of gypsum, they were able to over-
come much of the salt problem. I realise
that the rainfall in Holland is considerably
higher than that in Western Australia,
but I also realise that in Holland there
are no big deposits of gypsum adjacent to
their land such as we have in Western
Australa.
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We have tremendous deposits of gypsum
right in the lake areas to which I am re-

ferring, and if it could be proved that

even heavy dressings would overcome, or
partly overcome, the problem, we should
be getting a long way ahead. Apart from
the experiinental tests, which might be
expensive to a Government department,
once we found out whether these gypsum
deposits could be used beneficially, farmers

would discover ways of doing it
much more cheaply than a Gov-
ernment department could do it. A

department would probably carry on
under a 40-hour week hasis, but a farmer
is not restricted by any such limitation
regarding hours once he gets to work with
his machine. 1 realise that every one of
these potential deposits of gypsum for
dressing the soil would have to be analysed
to ensure that it carried no other mineral
likely to create another problem, but it is
an angle that should be explored in this
State.

I wish now to refer to water supplies in
our inland areas, and when I speak of these
areas, I have in mind those tracts of land
that will be outside the scope of the pro-
posed comprehensive water scheme. 1
consider that the time is past for giving
mere lip service; it is time we secured big
boring plants and made tests at depths
of 1,000 or 1,500ft. in the north-east
wheatbelt in order to find out what lies
beneath. Only in recent years have we
discovered that the reports of geologists
on probable oil-bearing country many
years ago have been upset when the
practical test of boring was applied.

I hope that the Minister for Agriculture
will, at the earliest opportunity—he should
exert great effort to make the opportunity
—obtain the necessary finance from
Cabinet, with the assistance of the Chief
Secretary, so that test bores at great depth
may be put down. I have heard it claimed
that when water is struck in the
lower Murchison district, at depth,
it is always flowing towards the south-
west. Geologists tell us that the whole of
the area of which I am speaking has a
granite base, and I believe that if we
penetrated the granite, we would find big
stores of water, If such proved to he the
case, it would be of untold henefit to our
agricultural areas.

Hon. C. W. D. Barker: It would be very
unusual {o find it below granite.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: The hon. member
is now bearing out the point I am making
that too much is taken for granted. It was
refreshing to hear that the programme
of work on main reoads will be guite ex-
tensive this vear. I wish to appeal to the
Minister for Waorks, through the Chief Sec-
retary, to provide for the completion of
thai section of main road on the Dowerin-
Merredin route between Wyalkatchem and
Trayning. A length of about 25 miles re-
mains to be tinished. I must concede that
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the Main Roads Department has been do-
ing a little work and making a little pro-
gress there, but this has been going on
for many years. There are people living
from Trayning northwards who, if they
wish to come to Perth, must traverse very
bad roads before reaching the bitumen-
surfaced roads. I believe that with a
little co-operation, this work could be com-
pleted in the near future.

As to the construction of public works,
I apree with previous speakers who
have said it is time we reverted to the
contract system to get many of these
works completed. The present practice
was quite satisfactory in vears gone by
when there were a lot of men and little
money, but we have reached a stage when
we have a lot of money for main roads,
and to get men to drive the equipment is
very difficult indeed. I am satisfied that
we could get far more work done much
more cheaply and expeditiously if we made

provision for the contract system for all -

major public works.

Hon. G. Bennetts: The shifting of plant
causes delay.

Hon. L. C. DIVER: Admittedly, there
are many difficulties confronting the
engineers of the Main Roads Department.
The Government is doing some building
under the contract system, and I should
like to see the whole of our public works
—many of them are wanted—carried on
by contract, especially such an undertak-
ing as the proposed additional bridge
across the Swan River. I am afraid ihat
members of this Chamber will not live to
see another bridge constructed across the
the river, but I believe that, if a contract
were let for the work, it might become
an accomplished faet in 12 months;
whereas we have had the spectacle of the
construction of the Causeway, which is a
fine structure, dragging. I would like the
position to be that I, instead of my great-
grandchildren, shall have the privilege of
seeing the second bridge put across the
Swan River. T have much pleasure in
supporting the motion.

On motion by Hon. J. Mcl. Thomson,
debate adjourned.

House adjourned at 3.11 p.m.
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