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I thank the Clerks very sincerely for the
usual manner in which they have assisted
me this session. As the minister has
said, it has not been a heavy one but
without the assistance of the Clerks some-
times it could have been awkward.

I express my most sincere appreciation
to Mr. Robertig and other officers. I
should like to mention the diary which
is given to us at the end of each sesslon.
This Is very much appreciated by all mem-
bers, who use it extensively.

I1 express my appreciation to members
of the Hansard staff for the work they do
in the House and also to other officers in
the House, who, in their usual manner,
look after all our wants. Nothing is
too much trouble for them to do to assist
us. Also, Sir, I express my appreciation
to Mr. Burton and his staff.

As the Leader of the House and the
Leader of the Opposition have said, the
festive season is approaching and I would
like to wish everybody health and happi-
ness. I express the wish to you, Sir, that
your good lady will soon be on the road
to recovery and home with -you. I think
we all look forward to that event very
much. Once again,!I express my apprecia-
tion to everyone and I hope everything
goes well for them in the future.

THE PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C.
Diver) (12.36 a.m.]: To Mr. Griffith
(the Leader of tbe H-ouse), to the
Leader of the Opposition (The Hon.
W. F. Willesee), to the H-on. N. E. Baxter
(Chairman of Committees), and to all
Deputy Chairmen of Committees and
members all, and particularly to Mr.
Strickland and Mr. Ron Thompson who
are not with us this evening hut are a-way
through il-health, I extend my thanks
for the wonderful spirit of co-operation
and goodwill which has permeated the de-
liberations of business in this Chamber
throughout this year. This is a state of
affairs brought about, I believe, by the
painstaking manner displayed by Mr.
Roberts, our Clerk, who is ably assisted by
Mr. Ashley, the Usher of the Black Rod,
and a wonderful team of supporting
officers. I should like to refer, also, to
Miss McKinnon who does my typing and
the departmental typing for the Legisla-
tive Council and who has been a great
help to us. On behalf of all members, may
I put on record our deep appreciation and
thanks for the tactful service rendered by
all these officers.

Once again, we are indebted to the
Mansard staff for the painstaking repro-
duction in Mansard of utterances to which,
on many occasions, only their trained ears
can give such rhythm and understanding.
Our unstinted thanks are due to Mr. Hale
and all his staff who work so diligently
behind the scene.

Our appreciation is due to the House
Controller, Mr. Burton, and all is staff,
especially to Mr. Davis, the Chief Steward,

and his loyal band who dispense the
catering requirements of Parliament
House.

I would also like to thank members of
the Press and the Australian Broadcasting
Commission for the manner in which they
h1ave conveyed to the public items which
are dealt with from time to time in this
Chamber.

As has been indicated by previous speak-
ers, It is somewhat early to be extending
the compliments of the season but as this
is the last official occasion in this calendar
Year that we will have the opportunity, I
wish to do so. I wish to thank all mem-
bers who have spoken on behalf of their
colleagues and who have wished Mrs,
Diver and myself the compliments of the
season, I1 wish to reciprocate and to ex-
tend to them and their dear ones my very
best wishes for the Christmas season and
for good health in the new year.

Question Put and passed.
House adjourned at 12.40 ann. fThursday)

ITegiulutttr A9snubt
Wednesday, the 12th November, 1969

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

QUESTIONS
Postponement

THE SPEAKER: Before we commence,
I should like to mention that we will
adopt the Practice which has been adopted
in the past of taking questions as soon as
practicable after lunch.

APPROPRIATION BILL
(CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND)

in Committee
Resumed from the 11th November. The

Chairman of Committees (Mr. W. A.
Manning) in the Chair; Sir David Brand
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Progress was reported after part 7 had
been agreed to.

Part 8: Minister for Works and Water
Supplies--

MR. DAVIES (Victoria Park) [11.3
a.m.]: I do not wish to delay the passage
of the Estimates but I wish to register a
protest against the way the Minister for
Works treated Parliament over the recent
proposal to place an island in the Swan
River.

There has been a great deal of argu-
ment In the Press, over the radio,
amongst shire councillors, and amongst
members of Parliament as to what actu-
ally transpired on that occasion. I do not
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propose to try to tie the Minister down
to any definite statement, but I simply
wish to say that I was firmly of the opinion
that the Melville City Council knew the
plan precisely and approved the proposal
for the dredging of an island at Alfred
Cove as it had been presented to the
Parliament.

To be Perfectly fair-and after all we
try to be fair-I wish to say, first of all,
that the Minister was good enough to
arrange a launch trip down the Swan
River to enable members to have a look
at the proposed site of the work. Also, we
were given information as to what was
proposed. Further, amongst those on the
launch were members of the Swan River
Conservation Board and also Mr. Carroll,
who is the Mayor of Melville.

I spoke to Mr. Carroll in company with
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition for
some little time and he was enthusiastic-
ally behind the project. From his
conversation-although I did not ask him
directly-I understood that the whole of
the Melville council approved the plan. I
also understood from the whole tenor of
the debate in this place that the plan had
been submitted to the council and that
council members were tilly in accord with
the proposals set out on the map which
stood in the corner of this place.

If I have made a mistake, it is only
because I did not look carefully enough at
the phrasing of the Minister's statement
and other statements which were made in
the House. I do not know whether it is
necessary to be Pedantic to the point of
looking for every possible construction
which can be placed on statements which
are made.

I do not want to go through the whole
of the debate because I do not wish to
delay the Chamber, as I have said. I merely
wish to draw attention to the last state-
ment made by the Minister for Works
when he introduced the measure. I refer
to page 1552 of Mansard where the
the Minister said-

In conclusion I advise that the Swan
River Conservation Board and the
Melville City Council approve and
recommend this project and I have
much pleasure in submitting It to
Parliament for Its approval.

Since the Minister used the words "the
Melville City Council approved and recom-
mend the project" I consider I was quite
entitled to understand that the Melville
City Council knew as much about the
whole project as I did and as, in fact,
every other member in this place did,
Because of this I did not bother to ask
further questions with regard to the wishes
of the Melville Town Council.

Mr. O'Neil: City council.
Mr. DAVIES: Yes, I am doing a dils-

service to the City of Melville by referring
to it as a town.

The debate was resumed on Wednesday,
the 22nd October, when members will
recall the member for Belmont made a
suggestion that further inquiries should be
made as to the advisability or otherwise
of putting an island at this point. Members
will recall that Parliament had been con-
vinced on the Preston Point site and the
only problem with which we had to deal
concerned the merits of putting an island
in Alfred Cove in Lucky Bay.

Further, some debate had taken place
as to whether or not a committee of
inquiry should be appointed. I began to
wonder whether any such committee could
undertake further investigations and sub-
stantiate what I understood to be the
position as presented to this place.

I supported the motion and my remarks
begin on page 1178 of Mansard. I should
like to Quote a portion of what I said,
namely-

When the Minister referred to the
Melville Town Council, were we to
understand that the whole council had
knowledge of the proposal-and had
a favourable opinion-or that the
engineer and the health inspector, or
perhaps a sub-committee, were the
only people who knew anything about
it?

I have mentioned the health inspector and
the engineer merely for illustrative pur-
poses; namely, to indicate that only a
limited number of persons may have
known of the plan. I posed the question
at the time: Did the whole of the city
council know of and approve the plan?

The Minister for Housing interjected, as
is his wont, and said-

The whole of the council has known
since 1959; and Probably even as far
back as 1931 it has been locking at
this area.

Then I said-
Then, understandably, it should be

looking for development of the area.
However, it should not be locking
towatrds the filling in of part of the
river.

The Minister for Works then interjected
and said-

I think the Leader of the Opposition
knew about it.

To be fair, once again, I must emphasisse
that the Minister for Housing had only
mentioned the years 1959 and 1931 and he
did not say, in so many words, that the
city council had approved this scheme.

I seem to recall that the Minister for
Works also interjected about this time,
although, naturally enough, it is not pos-
sible to recall exactly what the inter-
jection was. However, later the Minister for
Works said that the Leader of the Opposi-
tion knew about this. I think from all
that was said, from all that transpired
during the debate and as a result of the
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trip down the river: from what the Min-
ister said when he introduced the motion,
and as a result of the query I made when
speaking to the amendment, I am entitled
to assume that the Melville City Council
knew as much about the scheme as this
Parliament had been told.

Despite what the Minister said, and what
the Government apparently thought-and
it will be recalled that one member of
the Government voted with the Opposition
-the fact remains that the Government
had been able to convince us the plan was
completely acceptable to the local authority
for the area and, as the local authority
had accepted it, then, ipso Jfacto it must
have been acceptable to the people residing
in the area. The motion went through in
a week, and I understand the following
night the matter was debated by the
Melville City Council. There was some
considerable debate as to whether or
not all the councillors knew about the plan.
Indeed, there-were some charges of people
being sworn to secrecy. One weekend
newspaper printed a story-which was
subsequently retracted-and I believe
among the councillors themselves there
was some doubt as to what actually tran-
spired.

However, up until this time, as a result
of the whole exercise, we had been led to
believe that the position was as stated,
when indeed it was not so. We were led
to believe that the council knew and
approved of the plan. I do not think it
improves the standing of the Minister one
iota. to give this information to Parliament
when he must have known that the
Position as stated was not the true position.
He must have had some talks with
the Mayor of the City of Melville. We do
not know who swore whom to secrecy, if.
indeed, anyone swore anyone to secrecy.
However, this Parliament must have been
influenced by the information which was
given to the Rouse and which was com-
pletely wrong.

That, in itself, is bad enough, but what
transpired? The motion was passed here
and was sent to another place for endorse-
ment. S1efore it came up for debate in
that place, the Melville City Council bad
a meeting, and four cuncillors decided
they wanted further information. Admit-
tally they did not say they did not approve
of the scheme; they said they only wanted
further information. Apparently they did
seek information from the Minister or the
Swan River Conservation Board, but before
they could obtain it Parliament was
insulted by the whole matter being with-
drawn after this Chamber had approved
of it. This is the action I do not like-

Mr. Ross Hutehinson: You have drawn
the wrong conclusion, then, because I told
the House that it had the approval of the
council and when this was not confirmed,
as I expected it to be, it was withdrawn,
and so I was paying respect to Parliament.

Mr. DAVIES: The Minister withdrew the
motion before the council had a chance
to confirm it or not.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You missed the
point. I understood that It had approved.

Mr. Graham: You understood? That Is
not good enough for Parliament.

Mr. DAVIES: The position is becoming
more amazing than it was before. The
Minister makes and confirms a statement
in debate, and now he says he understood
that the council approved of the plan. This
is not good enough. The council could have
approved the plan at Its next meeting.
Parliament thought it was good enough to
approve. The position is that this House
approved It and then, before the council
bad a chance to decide whether or not
it approved it, the House of Assembly was
insulted by the matter being with-
drawn when the mayor and the councillors
were still seeking information.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is all non-
sense.

Mr. DAVIES: I took exception to that.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: And I take

exception to your remark.

Mr. DAVIES: We shall hear what the
Minister has to say later.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You certainly
shall.

Mr. DAVIES: I consider that, after the
Minister had presented the motion, the
only reason it should have been withdrawn
was that there was sufficient evidence pro-
duced to show It was totally unacceptable
to the Melville City Council. However, when
the council had the temerity to seek
further Information, we were told, in effect.
that our approval of the scheme was wrong.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You heard what
I said during the course of the debate.

Mr. DAVIES: What debate?
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: The debate on the

motion. I said that if the scheme was not
approved by the council I would not Pro-
ceed with it.

Mr. DAVIES: We were told it had been
approved.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I told the H-ouse
what I would do if It were not approved.

Mr. DAVIES: I do not think the Minister
knew what was going on, and yet I have
said he was more than fair to explain
the position to Parliament to convince
us; and, indeed, to the extent that
we approved of it, he convinced the
majority of members it was necessary.
We said, "Good. Parliament is in
favour of an island being put there,"
but then, because four members of the
council wanted information and the
decision of the council was not in accord-
ance with what we were led to believe, the
matter was withdrawn, and that was an
affront to Parliament. That is how I view
the position. So I want to register my
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protest along those lines. I believe the
action that has been taken has certainly
affected Parliament and done nothing to
enhance its standing in the eyes of the
community.

MR. MeIVEK (Northam) £11.17 am.]:
I rise to draw the Minister's attention to
the matter I have taken up with him pre-
viously by correspondence. It Is in relation
to the elimination of curves on the Great
Eastern Highway between Bakers Hill. and
Northam. if one looks at the allocation of
funds for road works in this area, it will
be found that the allocation for the
Northam electorate during the past four
years has been very poor.

At the same time I think it is only fair
to say that the Main Roads Department is
performing an extremely fine job in West-
ern Australia on the construction and
maintenance of roads. Anyone visiting this
State from the Eastern States cannot help
but be impressed with the standard of our
roads. When one has travelled extensively
through the Eastern States, one can readily
realise that the roads In Western Australia
compare more than favourably with those
in any other State of the Commonwealth.

However, the density of traffic on the
Great Eastern Highway has become such
that action Is necessary to eliminate the
curves which now exist. When one Inspects
the section of road between Midland and
Northam it will be seen that extensive
alterations have been carried out in the
past few years. but when one reaches that
part of the road near Bakers Hill. and
Clackline it is discovered that there are
numerous curves and the traffic is prac-
tically compelled to come to a standstill
because of the huge trucks that travel
along this road. Consequently this density
of traffic creates a hazard for motorists.

It is not so long ago that a considerable
amount of money was spent on removing
trees and overhanging branches to enable
motorists to have a dlear view along the
road. I do not know how much money was
spent on this work, but Quite a large gang
was engaged on the work In the area for
about three weeks. I suggest to the Min-
ister that this money would have been
better spent In eliminating some of the
curves between Clackline and Northam.

I also draw the Minister's attention to
the white lines which have been marked
on either side of the road. The marking
commences at the Wundowle turn-off and
finishes on the Midland side of Mundaring.
This idea-whoever proposed It-Is a
very good one, especially for the interstate
road hauliers. They find these white lines
very helpful, because they indicate clearly
the edge of the road.

I ask: Why confine the marking of the
edge of the road to this section: why should
not the white line be marked right
through? I do not hesitate to point out
that the Great Eastern Highway is one of

(871

the busiest highways in Western Australia,
and it is time a greater allocation of the
road funds was made for the roads in my
electorate.

It is only fair for me to point out that
in 10 years' time it wili be almost essential
to build a dual carriageway on this road,
because of the increasing traffic. There
is a dual carriageway on the road in the
Mundaring and Glen Forrest sections. This
has proved to be a great advantage, and
it is appreciated by those who use this
highway extensively. I say the time is
fast arriving when the white line should
be extended. I know the Minister
receives only a certain amount of road
funds, but I claim that my electorate
should be allocated a larger portion of
the money.

Let me draw attention to the section of
the highway between Northam and
Meckering. Every year, with the exception
of this year because of the low rainfall
a two-mile section of this road is under
water. This state of affairs should not
be continued forever, and it is time
something was done to improve that sec-
tion.

The same situation applies in the Mer-
redin-Baandee section of the highway.
The cause of the flooding was not the
Minister's fault; it was, caused by the heavy
rains that year. However, the matter was
rectified very quickly.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I have also been
blamed for that.

Mr. McIVER: That is understandable.
I know how the emotions of people can
be aroused. I experienced the same thing
following the Meckering earthquake, The
point I wish to make is that there was no
hesitation in eliminating the- curves on the
Baandee section of the road. It was also
built up to overcome the flooding problem.
If it is good enough for the department to
do the work on that section of the road,
then it is also good enough for it to do
similar work on other sections which re-
quire attention. The department should
look into this section, which extends over
two miles; and its engineers should examine
the Possibility of eliminating the flooding.
Year after year we see vehicles being pulled
by tractors through this section when it
is flooded, and heaven knows the havoc
this creates.

The time has arrived when the depart-
ment should look at the points I have
raised this morning. I expect at least an
acknowledgment of the correspondence I
have forwarded so that we may be given a
picture of what is envisaged on this section
of the road. I have received correspondence
from many people in the Northami elec-
torate who pointed out that the hazards
on this road have been increasing, for two
reasons,. the density of traffic: and* the
inability, due to the great use which the
large transport vehicles make of the road,
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of motorists following the heavy vehicles in question should be looked at. It should
to manoeuvre round them. In the
last two Years some very bad accidents,
fatal and otherwise, have occurred in that
section of the road.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Before you go on,
do I owe you an answer to some corres-
pondence?

Mr. MeIVER: Yes. The replies have been
Pending for some time. The correspondence
deals with the subject I have been mention-
ing.

I would now like to draw the attention
of members to the state of the road which
extends from the new Co-operative Bulk
Handling installation at Meckering to the
highway. ,There is quite a history behind
this road. The farming fraternity at
Meckering was promised that when this
road was reconstructed to link up with the
,C.B.H. installation it would be made wide
enough to meet the. requirements to the
satisfaction of all concerned. Sub-
sequently the the Main Roads Department
reconstructed the road, but the new road
did not meet the requirements at all.

If I might be permitted to digress for
a moment, the Minister for Transport
comes into this because the money for the
reconstruction was made available under
the standard gauge project.

Mr. O'Connor: Not from the funds in-
cluded in the Estimates before us.

Mr. McIVER: The money was provided
from the grant made available for the
standard gauge project, and the Minister
knows the history of this road. A deputa-
tion of the people of Meckering, led by
my predecessor, waited on the Minister.
Although the Minister did his best to pro-
vide the extra width on that road, the
funds were not available. The point Is
that this road is inadequate to cope with
the traffic. This is the only entrance to
the C.E.H. facilities which farmers can
use. If a farmer has a header or some
other piece of machinery on his vehicle, it
is impossible for another vehicle to pass.
This part of the road is known as the
causeway. There is a very large drop on
either side, and huge stones have been
placed on the verges. For that reason it
is impossible for a vehicle to get off the
road to enable another vehicle to pass. I
do not know what would happen If a
vehicle attempted to get off the road.

When trucks carting wheat travel to and
from the CHB.H, installations there is prac-
tically no safety margin between two
vehicles travelling in opposite directions.
As a consequence a traffic hazard is
created.

The Cunderdin Shire Council has made
a request for a road 22 feet wide. At the
mortient this road Is 18 feet wide. In view
of the funds that have been spent on roads
in other areas, it is only fair that the road

be reconstructed so that the hazards will
be eliminated. This involves only a two-
mile section, and surely funds can be made
available.

The year after this road was constructed
a very wet winter was experienced, and
the road was washed out. It had to be
rebuilt. In my opinion this was very bad
planning;, and it was certainly false
economy to build the Toad so low. I feel
it Is time that situations such as this
should be corrected to enable traffic to
flow freely on the roads.

Approximately two years ago the high-
way "94" signs were erected on the Great
Eastern Highway, from Perth to Kal-
goorlie. I do not know for what purpose
that was done. I suppose it was to enable
the maps to be marked accordingly. I
cannot see that any assistance will be given
to motorists by the erection of the signs.
I1 would have liked to see the money that
has been spent on them spent on eliminat-
ing the curves on some of the roads. I
cannot see the advantage of these signs,
but perhaps the Minister can enlighten
mne when he speaks. I feel this is only
copying American ideas; and surely we
should be a little more logical and use our
own ideas. I do not think we have to copy
the Americans.

I sincerely trust that the Minister will
examine the situation which exists between
Bakers Hill and Northam to see whether
some money can be allocated to effect the-
improvements I have mentioned.

MR. TONKI[N (Melville-Leader of the
Opposition) [11.31 ai.m.1: There axe three
matters in connection with this depart-
ment to which I desire to refer. TWO Of
them axe closely related, and the other
is quite independent. The member for
Victoria Park, quite rightly in my opinion,
drew the Minister's attention to the fact
that he gave to the House information
which was not correct, or appears to be
not correct. T have to add that qualifica-
tion because, in view of the contradictions
which are occurring, the true position has
not actually been established.

The Minister is on record as having
said, in connection with the proposal for
the construction of an island in the Swan
River. that in 1965 the Town of Melville
submitted a proposal for an island to be
established in a part of the river at Atta-
dale. According to the Mayor of Mel-
ville the proposal submitted to the Minis-
ter was for the building up of Point
Waylen, and not the construction of an
island.

It was subsequently shown, according to
the mayor, that because of the nature of
the ground It was not a feasible proposi-
tion to dredge the cove in the way it was
originally thought possible and to use the
spoil for building up Point Waylen.
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The Minister, in concluding his speech.
said very definitely that the Swan River
Conservation Board and the Melville
Town Council approved and recommended
the project, Surely the Minister must
have had more than just a belief that
this was so. He must have had some
evidence, or thought he had some evidence,
before he informed the House so definitely,
not only that the two bodies approved
the scheme, but also that they recom-
mended it.

According to this morning's paper the
mayor is reported as having said that
when he and counciller Strickland were
invited to go down to give consideration
to the proposal, the Minister asked them
to keep it secret. According to the report
the mayor said no plan of the island was
subsequently made available and so it was
not discussed by the council.

So the plan which the Minister brought
here would not have been approved, and
could not have been recommended, be-
cause the council never saw it. I think
we are entitled to some explanation to
straighten out this Position, because it is
just not good enough that we should be
given information here in support of pro-
posals to pass legislation, when the in-
formation is not factual. There Is a defi-
nite responsibility on Ministers to take
more than ordinary care to ensure that
what they say is in accordance with fact.

In this instance something seems to have
got right away because of the contradic-
tions with which we are faced, and the
position is most unsatisfactory. I hope
the Minister will explain how he came
to tell us that the Melville City Council
had approved and recommended the pro-
posal. I hope the Minister will explain
the basis of the statement he made.

The other two matters to which I wish
to refer have reference to a question asked
yesterday by my colleague, the membet ,
for Belmont. The member for Belmont
asked if any recent consideration had
been given to split-level traffic control to
replace the votaries at each end of the
Causeway. The answer he received was
-Yes, but such a facility would be ex-
tremely costly and it is considered that
greater value would be obtained by the
construction of a bridge over the Swan
River at Burswood Island."

In reply to a further question, the Min-
ister said it was possible that the con-
struction of this bridge at Burswood
Island might take place in the latter half
of 1972. That information was in reply
to the member for Belmont, when be,
asked what further progress had been
made with the designing and aligning of
the proposed Burswood Island bridge over
the Swan River. In reply, the Minister
said that investigations were being car-
ried out in relation to a new bridge over
the Swan River at Burswood Island with
a view to possibly commencing construc-
tion in the latter half of 1972.

If you, Mr. Chairman, have been down
at the rotaries at the Causeway during
peak periods and have noticed the con-
gestion of traffic, you will be appalled at
the thought that nothing is to be done
until a commencement is made in the
latter half of 1972. The situation is cry-
Ing out for immediate attention. I recol-
lect having discussed this situation more
than 10 years ago with the then Com-
missioner for Main Roads, the late Digby
Leach. We discussed proposals for split-
level control of the traffic which was thern
using the Causeway.

In view of the very large increase in
population, and the Increase in the num-
ber of motor vehicles, this matter, which
was of sufficient Importance to engage the
attention of the then Minister for Works 10
years ago, must surely now be one of the
greatest Possible urgency. To suggest that
it can be held off until the latter half of
1972 is, in my opinion, to adopt a most
unrealistic approach to the requirements
of the situation.

The position is even worse when one
has regard to what the Goverrnent
Promised five years ago. When we were on
the hustings in February, 1965, the Premier
made much of his Government's town
planning. I will quote from a report of the
Premier's policy speech which appeared
in The West Australian, on Wednesday,
the 3rd February, 1965, as follows-

Mr. Brand said the government had
given a high place to town planning.
In the country it was giving advice to
56 local authorities on town planning
schemes. in the city it had swept away
years of indecision by creating and
making permanent, the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority.

"This authority is now appointing
top-level planners to cope with the
huge task of planning for the growth
of Perth to three times its present
size-with four or five times its
present traffic-in the next 30 years,"
Mr. Brand said.

"The Mitchell-freewvay is an impor-
tant early step towards meeting these
future needs.

'Other steps will, include a. start
on two new bridges over the Swan
River-one near Burswood Island, and
the other at Prernantle-witbin the
next five years."

I am wondering what the Premier had
before him to justify his making that
statement in view of the fact that now,
four years later, the Minister for Works
says Preliminary investigations are being
carried out into a new bridge over the
Swan River at Burswood island. Here in
1969 we are being told that preliminary
investigations are being carried out: but
In 1965 the Premier promised the people
of Western Australia that a start would be
made on a bridge to be built at this
position within five years.
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Sir David Brand: The advice given to me
was just that.

Mr. TONKIN: Well, the Premier should
sack the adviser.

Sir David Brand: He was the same
adviser who advised you for so long.

Mr. TONKIN: What has happened in
the meantime? If there was a basis for the
advice tendered to the Premier four years
ago that a start would be made within
five years, what has happened in the
interim that we are now told that prelim-
inary investigations are being carried out
with a view to a possible commencement
in the latter half of 1972?

Sir David Brand: Surely it was honest
enough for them to believe that this is
what tbey would do; and in the interim,
work changes have taken place. Surely
when they saw that the decision or recom-
mendation was not right, it was sound
common sense to rethink it.

Mr. Jamieson: But this was in your
policy.

Sir David Brand: Tt was in our policy,
because I was advised it would be the
position.

Mr. TONKIN: Which way would It have
to be rethought; because if it was con-
sidered right four years ago to state that
a start would be made in five years-

Sir David Brand: That is right.
Mr. TONKINq: -having regard to growth

in population and growth in vehicular
traffic, how can the Government now
justify the statement that all that is hap-
pening is that preliminary investigations
are in hand in preparation for a start to be
made in the latter half of 1972? The only
conclusion to which one can come is that
the Government has gone to sleep in the
meantime.

Sir David Brand: That is right.
Mr. TONKIN: And the Government

lacks a full appreciation of the needs of the
area. It just does not make sense to make
a statement as the situation then was that
a start would be made on two bridges over
the Swan within five years, and when
four years have elapsed we are told pre-
liminary investigations are being made
with a view to commencing one of the
bridges in the latter half of 1972. By all
the development which has taken place
in the meantime, one could have imagined
that the commencing date should have been
expedited instead of delayed.

Of course, anybody with any knowledge
of the situation would realise that the mat-
ter is now of the greatest Possible urgency,
and if the Government was facing up to
its responsibilities in connection with this
matter it would be bestirring itself to see
that these projects were commenced forth-
with instead of telling us that Preliminary
investigations are now proceeding with a
view to making a commencement on one
of the bridges in the latter half of 1972.

A moment ago the Premier referred to
rethinking. It is time some more re-
thinking was done on the question.

Last night I made reference to the fact
that the Minister for Works is not to be
taken as an expert in making estimates. I
referred to an estimate he gave this H-ouse
for Putting a cover over that part of the
Freeway which traverses the area in front
of Parliament House. The figure which
the Minister gave us at the time was a
figure which represented twice the cost of
completing the Narrows Bridge. We on
this side of the House questioned the figure,
and the Minister asserted that this was the
information given to him.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: And so it was.
Mr. TONKIN: All right. A few months

subsequently the Joint House Committee
of Parliament gave consideration to ground
improvements, and an officer of the Public
Works Department-he was very highly
placed; I will not mention his name because
I do not want to put him in---consulted
with the members of the Joint House Com-
mittee. This officer stated that the Public
Works Department had submitted to the
Main Roads Department a proposal for
covering the Freeway, and the figure given
by the Public Works Department was sub-
stantially less than $1,000,000. It was
many, many times below the figure men-
tioned by the Minister for Works in this
House-the figure we questioned very much
at the time.

I mention this matter now because I
undertook last evening to supply more
information about it when I was speaking
on the Minister's Estimates; that is the
purpose for wvhich I have just spoken.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Was it an archi-
tect who said this?

Mr. TONKIN: Yes, it was.
Mr. Toms: We are narrowing down the

field.
Mr. TONKIN: Ilam not suggesting there

should be any heresy hunt or that officers
of either the Main Roads Department or
the Public Works Department should be
hauled over the coals. I simply quote it as
an illustration.

Sir David Brand: If it is good enough
for you as Leader of the Opposition to come
along and quote these figures as the basis
of an argument attacking the Minister
for wvhat he has said in this House-also
based on information from a high rank-
ing officer, or a department-then it is
good enough for the Minister to make some
inquiries.

Mr. TONKIN: May I point out to the
Premier, with respect, that I am not
attacking the Minister on this point.

Sir David Brand: It didn't seem to me
that you were giving him such a big boost!

Mr. TONKIN: I am not attacking the
Minister: all I said last night was that-

Sir David Brand: You are blaming him
for giving the information to the House.
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Mr. TONKIN: Not on this point.
Sir David Brand: Oh, yes.
Mr. TONKIN: It is no good the Premier

shaking his head and saying, "Oh, yes."
because I will show him in a moment
or two that it is not, "Oh, yes" at all. This
matter came up when I was dealing with
something else and said the Minister for
Works was not to be taken as an authority
on estimates. I then quoted by way of
illustration, but not by way of criticism on
this point, that the estimate the Minister
gave to the House in connection with the
covering of the Freeway was subsequently
very much contradicted by somebody else.

Sir David Brand: It was just one of his
advisers.

Mr. TONKIN: I repeat that in connec-
tion with this matter I was not last night,
nor am I now, criticising the Minister on
this Point. I am simply using it as an
illustration, and in the discharge of an
obligation which I undertook last night to
provide further detail of this estimate.
That has come and gone. There is no
opportunity now to induce this Government
to cover the Freeway. although I can easily
visualise that some future Government
may find it desirable and expedient to do
SO.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: This may be so;
but you may remember that at the time
cost was not the only factor.

Mr. T'ONKIN: That is true. However
I was not dealing with that as a subject.
I only raised it by way of illustration to
show discrepancies in the Estimates.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Yes; I appreciate
the point.

Mr. TONKIN: The member for Belmont,
naturally, was desirous of obtaining infor-
mation on what was happening in regard
to the traffic at the Causeway, and I am
just as curious to know what happened to
this bridge. But the Premier said four
years ago that a start would be made
within five years to construct a bridge
at East Fremantle. Has that been put in
cold storage, too?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: NO; but quite a
number of matters have held this up, such
as purchase of property, and the difficulties
of allocating funds. However this is pro-
ceeding.

Mr. TONKIN: Naturally the people there
want some idea as to when the work will
start. Is the Minister in a position to tell
me whether a start will be made on this
bridge before a start is made on the Burs-
wood Island bridge?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I am not able to
give you a definite answer to that question,
but I feel sure it will be commenced before
the Eurswood Island bridge. However, do
not hold me to that.

Mr. TONKIN: That is fair enough: but
I think the Minister will appreciate there
are people in the East Fremantle area who
own properties and they have been held
up as a result of this proposed bridge. I
was successful in getting a solution for one
property owner upon making representa-
tion and Pointing out that extreme dif-
ficulty was being experienced in regard to
the situation. Therefore the sooner the
matter is determined the better for the
people concerned. I hope the department
will make a special attempt to get down
to a basis which will enable an announce-
ment to be made as to when a commence-
ment is considered likely. The East Fre-
mantle council is desirous of knowing as
quickly as possible, because it has its
problems which flow from a lack of decision
on this matter.

MR. FLETCHER (Fremantle) [11.52
am.]: In view of the fact that the Leader
of the Opposition has referred to the
erection of a bridge at East Fremantle. I
would like to point out that I asked a
question on this matter on the 2nd Sep-
tember, 1969. My question and the
answer to it by the Minister appears on
page 127 of the Votes and Proceedings of
the 3rd September. The relevant ques-
tion I asked on this occasion reads as
follows:-

(1) What is the present anticipated-
(a) commencement date;
(b) completion date.
of the bridge planned from Point
Brown, North Fremantle to the
East Fremantle area?

The following is the Miniser's answer:-
(a) No firm programme has been

approved. It is possible that con-
struction could commence In the
latter half of 1971.

(b,) Approximately two years would
be required for construction so
that completion could be possible
towards the end of 1973.

Like the Leader of the opposition, I am
concerned because of the way my con-
stituents in that area feel.

As long ago as the 26th January, 1966. the
Minister was good enough to make avail-
able to me the Government Gazette of the
loth December, 1965, showing the inten-
tions in respect of that area, and the
swath of territory to be acquired in East
Fremantle, traversing Healy Road to
Rockingham Road, Spearwood. This is a
substantial area, and a great deal of cor-
respondence was entered into as a result
of my concern for the people living there.
As the Leader of the Opposition has
pointed out, the matter has become rather
protracted.

The Leader of the Opposition suggests
a bridge should be erected in that locality-
Point Brown to East Fremantle-and the
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member for Belmont suggests the con-
struction of a bridge in another locality
adjacent to the causeway. I now suggest
a third alternative site for a bridge across
the river, and I would like to deal briefly
with it. A Press article in a newspaper
dated the 8th July, 1964, bore the heading,
"The Year 2000," and at that date it
suggests the possibility of a bridge con-
structed from Point Resolution to Point
Walter. I believe we should not have to
wait until the year 2000, because it has an
absolute priority now.

Mr. Jamieson: If you put a bridge there
you will get the Minister the sack.

Mr, FLETCHER: I can recall the
previous member for Claremont objecting
to my same suggestion some years ago.
He asked why I should seek to channel
traffic through his electorate. This is the
argument I used for the construction of
a bridge at that Point some years ago, but
it is hardly relevant now.

At this stage let me support my argu-
ment with figures relating to the number
of vehicles that are on our roads. in
the "Here and Now" feature article written
by Athol Thomas in The West Australian
of the 29th August, 1969, figures supplied
by Motoring writer Frank Platell are
Quoted. Mr. Platell keeps account of the
number of vehicles registered in Western
akustralia, apparently, because the article
reads-

Motoring writer Frank PlatelI, who
keeps count of the number of vehicles
registered in W.A.. tells mec that the
figure at the 'end of 'July was 404.731.

Further down, the article states-
With the State Population of

940,000, we now have one vehicle for
every 2.35 People.,

That is approximately 2& people per car
registered in Western Australia. Inciden-
tially. I would find it rather alarming to
find one-third of a person sitting alongside
of me in a car.

These figures demonstrate the urgency
for more crossings to be constructed
across the river. Some years ago I sug-
gested that a bridge should be built from
Point Resolution to Fotint Walter, and I
am still of that opinion. A bridge in that
locality is an urgent priority. I could
mention another priority by suggesting
that a channel be dredged through the
sandbank of Point Walter without causing
concern to conservationists and others. I
admit there is rock near the surface
there, but dredging could commence close
to that point to form a channel and the
sail could be used for a southern abut-
ment to a bridge stretching across to the
point I have suggested. There would be no
diminution of river area; the 'river would
be allowed to flow more freely In the
channel, and I consider the bridge would
be a boon to the movement of traffic.

In a tender submitted for the Hamilton
interchange, I have noticed estimates of
from $2,500,000 to $3,500,000. I have said
previously that the facilities that have
been provided in this area represent an
expensive luxury. However, tbey have
created a bottleneck into which traffic
has been channelled from the north and
the south. I have argued previously that
if portion of the amount of money that
has been spent on the doorstep, as it were,
of Parliament House had been spent to
better advantage halfway down the river-
because I am sure the House will accept
that development is more rapid to the
south and to the north than it is to the
east where the member for Belmont wants
an additional bridge constructed-greater
benefit would have been derived from it.

I admit there is chaos at the end of
the Causeway, but if we can channiel a
greater volume of traffic to an alternative
route halfway down the river, the greater
will be our chances of the problem on the
Narrows Bridge and the Causeway being
diminished.

No doubt the Minister has travelled far,
enough south to see the development in
Ewinana, in Rocklnghamn, and in Medina.
and I am sure he is conscious of the de-
velopment that has recently started in
Hamersley and further to the north
where development is also anticipated.

Why should traffic from these develop-
ing areas have to travel either via the
bottleneck over the Narrows Bridge-
where the situation is getting worse daily
-or alternatively, via the bottleneck at
the North Fremantle bridge? Is it not
logical that the build-up in population
to the north and south should permit the
by-passing of both the City of Fremantle
and the City of Perth by means of this
alternative river crossing.

Traffic coming across the bridge from
the south could come around Jutland
Parade and Birdwood Parade to Broad-
way and proceed thence from Bruce Street
to Thomas Street and on to the north
of the city. If this were done the traffic
would not have to travel through the
centre of the city. I admit the Thomas
Street bridge would have to be widened
and that resumptions would be necessary
but, as I have already said, the costs in-
volved must be accepted, in view of the
figures I have given of people who are
using vehicles at the moment. it is un-
fortunate that in most cases we find
only one person to a car.

Traffic will be travelling north from
Rockingham, lKwinana, Coolbellup. Hamil-
ton Hill, Willagee, Palmnyra and other
developing areas, and I see no reason why
all this traffic cannot come via Stock
Road and across the area of river I have
mentioned. As I said before, I admit it
is possible this traffic will disturb the
peace of the privileged residents in the
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flalkeith area, but that is something we
must accept; it Is the price we must pay
for the use of vehicles.

Once Portion of the traffic in question
crosses at approximately Victoria Avenue
it will be necessary for it to cross Stirling
Highway, and once across Stirling High-
way, it can travel parallel to the rail-way
Jine and the cemetery on the other side
of the railway line and so continue north
ahd dissipate east and west without going
through the city area,

Dr. Henn: Do you visualise it joining
the freeway suggested under the Stephen-
son Plan?

Mr. FLiETCHER: It could. I am sorry
to have to disturb the peace of the resi-
dents in the areas of valuable real estate
I have mentioned, but if ears are to be
considered a priority some sacrifices must
be made. I suggest that the logical alter-
native for another bridge is at Point
Walter to Point Resolution. My argument
is that the bridge envisaged by the de-
partment across from Deepwater Point to
the Mt. Pleasant area is a very contro-
versial issue. The alternative, a bridge from
Mt. Henry to Bull Creek, will only channel
further traffic into the existing Narrows
Bridge bottleneck. I merely ask that the
money we anticipate spending In the area
7 have just mentioned be better spent in
the locality to which I referred earlier in
my speech.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Your leader be-
lieves that should have first priority.

Mr. FLETCHER: I do not want to start
an argument between my leader, the Min-
ister, and myself. We are afforded an
opportunity now to make suggestions in
connection with the position as we see it.
If we do not all see eye to eye it is just too
bad. We have had recent experience of
that and I will accept any of the conse-
quences.

I hope I have made my point that to
expend finance in the Mt. Henry-Bull
Creek area would be unwise when it could
be better spent In the locality of Point
Walter and Point Resolution. -The traffic
travelling from Armadale along the high-
way to Jandakot airfield and the develop-
ing areas south of the river could use the
facility already referred to by me.

By way of interjection one of my col-
leagues has said that Jandakot is in the
process of expansion. This is typical of
the expansion that is taking place to the
south. The traffic could either travel via
Bull Greek to Mt. Henry and into the
bottleneck created at that Point, or via
the route I have suggested.

Complaints have already been received
regarding the access to the Narrows Bridge
on the northern end, and it has been sug-
gested that the traffic form a one-lane
queue prior to approaching the bridge. If
that situation has been reached already,

one can imagine how much further it will
deteriorate as the traffic increases. I can
imagine the conflict of traffic at Canning
Bridge if the freeway is extended from Mt.
Henry to Bull Creek before the building
of the Point Walter-Point Resolution
bridge. The conflict to which I allude is
that caused by the traffic which comes
across Canning Bridge and which will be
in direct conflict with the traffic north
and south; that flows from the Bull Creek-
Mt. Pleasant highway which is envisaged.

I have other material to support my
argument, but I think I have made my
point. I feel that a bridge in the Point
Walter-Point Resolution locality should
be given the number one priority; it should
be considered before all other bridges,
simply because it could channel traffic
away from the bottlenecks that exist in the
Narrows Bridge area and to a lesser extent,
away from the bottleneck that exists at
the Causeway. Those are my comments on
this portfolio and I would like the Minister
to make some comment when he replies.

'AR. HARMAN (Maylands) [12.8 p.m.]:
Yesterday we learnt of an arrangement
under which technical men from the
United Kingdom are to be brought
to Western Australia to be employed
in the Main Roads Department under
contract. This will mean that a
considerable number of technical men from
that country will be given favoured treat-
ment in Western Australia.

We could have a situation where a
draftsman arrives in Western Australia
under this scheme and is employed by the
Main Roads Department. Such a person
would have his accommodation arranged
for him, and it seems he would not have
to pay for this accommodation. He could
possibly be working alongside an Australian
or possibly alongside another person from
the United Kingdom who had migrated to
this country.

Both the people concerned-the Aus-
tralian or the person who migrated from
the U.K-would have all the worries and
problems of housing and paying off of the
high cost of a second mortgage-this
would probably be so in the ease of the
English migrant-as against the person
who came out under the scheme to which
I have referred and who would be given
furnished accommodation in which he
would live for the three years of his con-
tract. If he liked the conditions he could
renew the contract for a further three
years while at the same time occupying
the furnished accommodation provided for
him.

The -scheme in question Is quite fool-
hardy. It has not been well thought out
and it will have serious repercussions in
the 'Public Service. The scheme is a comn-
plete departure from the normal principles
of employment within the Public Service.
What worries me more than anything else
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is the fact that the Premier Indicated that
it is not only the Main Roads Department
which will be Involved but also other
departments.

We know that in other departments like
the Lands and Surveys Department, the
Mines Department, and the Public
Works Department, there is a serious
shortage of draftsmen, surveyors, and
engineers. However this problem will not
be solved by this scheme. It will mean a
further reduction in the number of
professional men In the Public Service.
Already these professional men are dis-
contented with the professional division of
the Public Service. They have experienced
the dog-in-the-manger attitude of the
Government In relation to their claims for
increased salaries. They have become em-
bittered and dismayed at the attitude of
the Government. They have had attractive
offers from private enterprise, and many of
these professional men have accepted them.
They have also had attractive offers from
other States and they have therefore con-
sidered what their situation would be in
another State compared with their situa-
tion in this State with its high cost of land
and- housing. They have come to the con-
clusion that they could get a better deal
for their families in another State.

A number of problems in the profes-
slonal division must be ironed out If the
Government wants to attract more profes-
sional men into the Public Service.

The shortage will not be overcome by
this scheme. It will be overcome by the
extension of the cadet scheme and by
attracting qualified techniical migrants to
this State in the normal way. However, the
shortage will not be overcome by this fool-
hardy scheme the Government proposes;
and I am sure that in the months to
come many protests about the scheme will
be made by those in the Public Service,
because they will be the ones who will be
affected initially. I am sure they will
register their protests against this scheme.

MR. TOMS (Ascot) [12.12 p.m.]: I want
to take this opportunity to present a Prob-
lem to the Minister for Works. I do not
know whether I will upset the member for
Fremantle or the Leader of the Opposition,
but I wish to draw the Minister's atten-
tion to the fact that there is an existing
bridge which will have to be reconstructed
before either the bridge at East Fremantle
or the bridge at Burswood Island is con-
structed.

I refer now to the Garratt Road Bridge,
which joins Belmont and Bayswater, I
am given to understand that the count at
this bridge is 24,000 vehicles a day. The
least number of cars travels over the bridge
between 2 a.m. and 4 am. when an average
of 100 vehicles per hour use the bridge.

The structure has been in existence for
many years and has carried a terrific
amount of traffic. I do not believe the
superstructure has been attended to, apart

from a little patching, in all that time: and
the traffic has grown considerably. I think
members can appreciate that with the
opening of the Kewdale marshalling yards
the traffic from the north of the city now
uses that bridge extensively.

Recently I attended a meeting of the
Commissioner of Main Roads and repre-
sentatives of the two shires which are most
concerned about this particular structure.
The representatives of the shires believe it
will not be long before it will be necessary
to close the bridge. That is the stage they
feel it has reached. An inspection of the
bridge has been promised; but I ask mem-
bers to contemplate the serious effect upon
many people, and particularly business
people, if the bridge is closed.

I know a great deal of money will be
involved in constructing another bridge
and reconstructing the existing one, but
the stage has been reached when the situa-
tion is most serious. I believe that when
two local authorities request an oppor-
tunity to talk the matter over, their con-
cern is also evident.

The bridge has been a good one and has
stood for many years. Bell Bros.' trucks.
Lind other trucks carrying super during
the various seasons, use the bridge con-
sistently. I would like to tell the Minister
now that I am afraid that one of these
days, and before very long, one of these
loaded trucks will go through the bridge.
The bridge was widened by four feet some
few Years ago, but that is all that has
ever been done to it since it was con-
structed, and at the present time it pre-
sents a real traffic problem. From about
3.45 or 4 pin, onwards, it is not unusual
for the traffic coming from Belmont to
Bayswater to be banked up right back past
Brisbane and Wunderlich and even up
Stonehamn Street. I know this, because I
have been caught in it myself and I have
been unable to get my car out of first gear
until I have reached Guildford Road in
Bayswater.

That is the stage the traffic has reached
and so I say, in respect of the condition
of the bridge, that something will have to
be done very soon, even if it means, per-
haps, delaying construction of the other
two bridges for a while. We must look
after the existing bridges and we cer-
tainly must ease the traffic problem in that
particular area.

MR,. GRAUAM (Balcatta - Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) (12.17 p.m.l: I
wish to make only a couple of remarks.
First of all, unless it is there and I have
been unable to locate it, no provision has
been made in the Minister's Estimates for
an item to enable us to discuss the activi-

ties of the Main Roads Department.
Mr. floss Hutchinson: The department

has been di scussed so far.
Mr. GRAHAM: It has, but strictly it

may be out of order. I suggest the same
device be employed as is employed with
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regard to the State Housing Commission.
This commission is independent and
therefore every year under the State Hous-
ing Commission there is a vote of $10,
which is not used: but at least it gives a
proper and legal right, if I may express it
that way, to members to make comments
and observations regarding that important
arm of Government activity. I would
seriously suggest to the Minister that some
consideration be given to the same system
acing adopted with regard to the Main
Roads Department.

Members have been expressing their
views regarding the priority and urgency of
bridges to be constructed over various
parts of the Swan River. By and large,
I would be prepared to leave these de-
cisions to the Main Roads flepartment,
because it has the details of traffic flow,
traffic counts, and the other information
which is necessary in order that a proper
assessment might be made.

However, we can, perchance, disagree
with that department in respect of its
siting of bridges. It will be readily appre-
ciated that whilst a certain site might be
the best position for a bridge in order to
achieve a certain traffic result, it does not
necessarily mean that that site is In the
best interests of the City of Perth or the
metropolitan area generally. It has been
said so often that it is perhaps trite to
repeat it, that we should not be required
to sacrifice everything for the sake of the
motor vehicle or the channels to be used
by the motor vehicle in proceeding from
one point to another.

It would appear-and I was sorry to
learn this when the proposition was first
mooted-that the Government has not
only given serious consideration to the
building of a bridge, but apparently has
resolved that one is to be built, over the
Perth Water at the western end of Heiris-
son Island. I cannot think of a more
foolish act.

In my view the freeway is in the wrong
place, because it is channelling vehicles
virtually through the heart of the City of
Perth when they have no business in it
and could easily travel round the circum-
ference: that is, a few miles out of the
city. At the time we are getting rid of
the barrier between the north and south
of the city-namely, the railway-we are
also spending millions of dollars to place
another traffic artery in a north-south
direction so that the eastern section of
the city will be severed from the western
section. As members are aware, the city
will go from the Causeway locality to
Thomas Street.

I have stated on previous occasions that
a vehicle travelling from, say, Osborne
Park to Victoria Park, would have no
occasion to go anywhere near the city, but
it will be attracted to the city because of
the projected speed limit of 50 miles per

hour, no traffic lights, no cross roads, and
no impediments whatsoever. Consequently
there will be countless thousands of traffic
movements in front of Parliament House
by vehicles which will be in the area not
because they have any business there but
because the Government has attracted
them by putting the high speed highway
in this position.

Now the Government has reached a
pinnacle of foolishness in proposing that
another traffic bridge should be constructed
between the Causeway and the Narrows
Bridge. Inevitably this will have the effect
of bringing more and more traffic into
the heart of the city.

The problem will be where the traffic
meets St. George's Terrace, Hay Street,
and Wellington Street. Unless we are to
go through another Process of spaghetti
pie-that Is, many-tiers of traffic arteries
to blight the city aesthetically-there will
inevitably be traffic blockages of vehicles
which have been attracted into the city.

I suggest, therefore, that enough has
been done with regard to the Narrows
Bridge. It is an ideal site for a bridge,
but a great mistake was made in diverting
the traffic to the western side of King's
Park instead of the eastern side.

If one portion of Heirisson Island is to
comprise part of a bridge, members will
see from a cursory glance at a map that
traffic will be brought into the city and
there will be a whole host of complica-
tions as a result. I agree with some other
observations; namely, it would be far
better to construct another bridge, as was
originally Planned, somewhere in tbe
vicinity of the Eunbury railway bridge
in order to reduce the pressure on the
Causeway.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I think this is
more the thinking now.

Mr. GRAHAM: If this is so, I am very
pleased, but we heard a couple of years
ago of the high Prices which were paid
for land on the South Perth side of Heiris-
son Island.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Yes, this Is true.
Mr. GRAHAM: If there has been some

second thinking then I am delighted, be-
cause it was my definite impression that
what were preliminary moves originally
had now become concrete facts.

Mr. Rss Hutchinson: No.

Mr. GRAHAM: I was under the impres-
sian that the Government had made a
decision to build another bridge on the
western end of Heirisson Island. The
Minister says "No" and I repeat that I
am delighted.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson! Now it is more
likely that the Surswood Island proposi-
tion will be proceeded with.

Mr. GRAHAM: I am repeating myself,
r know, but I am Pleased beyond measure.
I sincerely hope there will not be any
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endeavour made to have any more chan-
nels canting into the heart of the City of
Perth. A burden has been taken from
my mind and, consequently, I pass on to
the second matter which I wish to raise.
It is a matter to which I made reference
several days ago in connection with town
planning. I am, referring now to the
Metropolitan Water Board; in other words,
to water supplies.

I would like to hear the comments of
the Minister with regard to the require-
ment as set out in the illustration I gave
the other day; namely, some hundreds of
acres were zoned rural untfl recently and
they have now been rezoned to urban or
residential. Half a dozen or so big de-
velopers with capital resources are anxious
to prepare subdivislonal plans for ap~-
proval. I appreciate there is a require-
ment upon them to construct roads, pro-
vide public open space, and to conil),
with a host of other considerations. As
I see it, most of the development conm-
panies tend to be somewhat generous in
the matter of the provision of public f acili -
ties, not out of a sense of generosity, per-
haps, but because it more than pays them
as a result of the better price they are
able to obtain f or the land. If there are
public utilities of various sorts, obviously
that locality becomes more attractive to
prospective buyers.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson- Are you refer-
ring to the case you quoted previously?

Mr. GRAHAM: No; I am referring to
that portion of the metropolitan area
which is generally called the Armadale
corridor. Let us assume there are half
a dozen bona fide developers. Under the
existing procedure certain requirements
have to be complied with when the Town
Planning Department gives approval for
subdivision. Members would be familiar
with those requirements without the
necessity for me to outline them. One of
the requirements is that the developer
assumes the financial responsibility for
providing the water mnains to service the
area.

Frankly I think this is the responsibility
of the Metropolitan Water Board. How-
ever, if we accept the position that the
funds the Government could make avail-
able would not be sufficient to allow these
projects to be undertaken, then I would
go along with It if the only way out was
for subdividers to do it; because, after
all, we do not want development to be
retarded.

However, it is grossly unfair for de-
veloper A to have to Pay the entire cost
of bringing a water service into a par-
ticular locality if he wants to get on with
the job while tbe other five developers
get it f or nothing, because their proper-
ties happen to abut the new pipeline.

Surely it is not beyond the wit of the
Government to make some sort of provis-
ion in the conditions applying to subdi-
vision so that each of the developers shall

pay a proportion of the cost when he seeks
to subdivide and to sell his particular area.
At the present time all of the prizes go
to the developer who sits on his backside
and does nothing while the enterprising
onie-the one who wants to get on with the
job-must meet the total cost of the
entire area. This is ridiculous in the ex-
treme and I am surprised the Government
has not moved in connection with it.

I suggest that a number of these
developers have made approaches to the
Government without any worth-whle
result. What I am suggesting will not, of
course, impose one cent of financial
burden upon the Government. I suggest
the Town Planning Department should
write this in as a condition; and so many
things are written- in at the present time
that one more would not matter.

The initial company would, of course,
still have some slight burden additional
to the others in the fact that its outlay
would be of considerable proportions. This
money would be used for the purpose I
have just outlined, but there would be no
return on that money which could conceiv-
ably have been borrowed; whereas some-
body who comes there a year, or several
years, later gets an immediate advantage
without any loss of interest on money out-
layed.

I hope and trust the Minister will go
into this matter on the basis of equity and
also in order to encourage developers to
get on with the job instead of having this
rigid rule which, in fact, imposes an unfair
burden upon the most enterprising of
group developers.

MR. JAMIESON (Belmont) [12.31
p.m.]: The amount of bridging of the
river that has been done this morning
makes the amount of reclamation of the
river at Alfred Cove pale into insignifi-
cance. Bridges here, there, and every-
where across the Swan River have been
suggested, and every member seems to be
of the opinion that his suggestion is the
most urgent one; and, from his own per-
sonal Point of view, it Is.

All I want to do is to deal briefly with
the situation at the Causeway. This morn-
ing my leader referred to an answer to a
question I asked yesterday, so that does
not need repeating to remind the Minister
of what he had to say. The Minister con-
sidered that it would be better value to
proceed with the Burswood Island bridge
than to have split-level traffic control at the
Causeway. However, whether we build the
Burswood Island bridge, or whether the
southern tip bridge is developed, in the
ultimate there will have to be split-level
traffic control at the Causeway because the
Causeway is the major inlet to the city
for Albany Highway, Brockton High-
way and Great Southern Highway.
Traffc travelling along these highways all
travel over the Causeway to get to the city.
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Even though this traffic might be de-
ployed for a while by the building of an-
other bridge, as soon as the Cannington-
Armadale corridor is developed the traffic
across the Causeway will build up again.
Therefore, surely now is the time to do
something about providing for split-level
traffic across the Causeway. At the moment
a considerable amount of sand from the
Narrows Bridge interchange is being
shifted and it could be dumped at the
Causeway to provide for split-level traffic
control at each end. There are no diffi-
culties in regard to resumption. One could
understand the department probably not
wanting to proceed with this project im-
mediately if there were any physical prob-
lems involved, such as resumptions and so
on, but in this case there is no impediment
to proceeding with the project immediately.

There is plenty of room at the rotaries
at each end of the Causeway for this work
to be done without any disruption of traffic.
So to me it appears to be false economy
for the Government not to take action im-
mediately to provide for split-level traffic
control at both ends of the Causeway. If
this were done the Causeway would be able
to handle twice the traffic that it does now
and the result would be the same as that
of building another bridge-the same
amount of traffic could be handled.

The present rotaries could be used as
part of the split-level control but no matter
how much the work costs it would still not
be as costly as building another bridge,
and the work could be carried out much
quicker.

As regards the idea the Government had
of proceeding with a bridge south of
Heirisson Island, all that would have done
would be to create an access for the people
living in the area being developed near the
pine plantation and the Institute of Tech-
nology; it would not have helped with the
problem of traffic on the highways to
which I have referred and, in any case,
the area around the pine plantation is
almost "housed out" if I can use that ex-
pression. All the land has been taken up
and apart from the possibility of some high
density development no great increase in
population in that part of the metro-
politan area could be expected.

If the Government decided to proceed
with the idea of split-level traffic control
at the Causeway it could be a physical
achievement within six months. That is
how quickly the work could be done. There
are no engineering problems associated
with it-at least they would not be
insurmountable. However, with the Burs-
wood Island project a number of engineer-
ing problems still have to be overcome, and
this applies to any of the other bridges that
were proposed by the member for Fre-
mantle. However, no doubt those problems
can and will be overcome, but we want to
improve the situation at the Causeway as
quickly as possible. We owe it to the people

who live in what are generally referred to
as the southern districts or on the southern
side of the river.

With the exception of a few people-
those living in Manning, and some in South
Perth-the freeway and the Narrows Bridge
have not served any great purpose to areas
on the south side of the river. In view of
the development taking place along Albany
Highway, and in Thornie, Lynwood, and
suburbs like that, more Provision will have
to be made for traffic coming to the city.
Cars travelling from this area will obviously
drive over the Causeway; and, assuming
that there is one car to every home built
-that is probably the average now because
in so many homes there are two and three
vehicles--one can realise the number of
cars that will have to be catered for when
people are travelling to and from the city.
Therefore, the sooner we can get some-
thing done, ir-respective of the expense in-
volved, the better it will be. in this regard
I do not agree with the Minister that the
expense would be very great.

Even if split-level traffic control at the
Causeway costs a little more than is
anticipated, it would be well worth while.
Everything is expensive these days and
even supposing the project cost $1,000,000,
it would, if it was completed in six months,
be money well spent. It would certainly
cost a great deal more than $1,000,000
to build another bridge, and it would
take years to build. The split-level
project at the Causeway could be In use in
six months' time, and it would still be a
necessity when other bridges were built.

I can well remember when the Narrows
Bridge was first built. It was said that it
wtould cater for all the traffic on the south
side of the river for the next 10 years,
and the problem of traffic congestion at
the Causeway would he overcome, Of
course, that did not happen. Increases
in the number of cars were above the
estimates, and we now have the stupid
situation where, if a vehicle breaks down
on the rotary, there is a traffic snarl and
vehicles are banked up almost back to the
centre of the city. This is not an infre-
quent occurrence: it happens quite often.
However, if split-level traffic control was
instituted at both ends of the Causeway
the traffic could be diverted and the
problem would be overcome.

Split-level control would certainly be of
advantage during the morning and evening
peak hours when there is a heavy flow to
the city in the morning and a heavy flow
of traffic away from the city in the evening.
There is always a heavy bank-up of traffic
in the morning along the new Great East-
emn Highway approach because cars can-
not get onto the Causeway owing to the
constant stream of traffic coming from the
city. The same happens at the western
end of the Causeway every evening, and
this Problem must be overcome as quickly
as nossible. Trhere is nothing worse than
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a temperamental driver: he is the cause
of many accidents. One can see this type
of person trying to weave in and out
of the traffic and pass in the other lane
traffic that is already held up. In the
end such a driver causes further problems
and traffic snarls.

I realise it is not possible to eliminate
traffic congestion completely, and also it is
Dot possible to provide for every contin-
gency with either rail or road traffic. In
other words, one cannot prevent an ac-
cident before it occurs. However, I do
suggest to the Minister that he give more
immediate attention to the question of
installing split-level traffic control at the
Causeway. He has competent engineers in
his department and they could design the
project and have it started within a few
weeks.

Those engineers would know the amount
of sand fill required and the sand now
being taken from the Narrows Bridge
approaches could be dumped at both ends
of the Causeway for the purpose I have
outlined. I do not know the proposed
route for the Eurawood Island bridge, or
what sand fill would be required, but it
should be an easy matter to work out
what is. required at the Causeway.

A number of other bridges across the
river have been suggested at different
places, but they are long-term projects and
in the meantime traffic at the Causeway is
increasing all the time and something
should be done about trying to improve the
flow-something should be done imme-
diately.

That is all I want to say, except to sup-
port the member for Ascot in asking for
some urgent attention to be given to the
situation at Garratt Road, because I use
that bridge quite often. It is becoming
a little hazardous at this stage, because
the section which has been added is falling
away.

The approaches to the bridge are be-
coming worse. If there is a snarl In the
traffic or if there is a head-to-tanl collision
between two vehicles there will be a bank-
up of traffic along Garratt Road to the
intersection with Guildford Road, or along
the full length of Grandstand Road, within
a few minutes of such an accident occur-
ring. Obviously there is need for extra
width to avoid a holdup of commercial
vehicles. Goodness knows how many man-
hours and money are wasted, because of
the snarls in the traffic. Under the present
state of affairs buses, commercial vehicles,
and private cars will continue to be held
up, until such times as the problems, which
are not of their own doing, are resolved.

There should not be a need for officers
of Government departments to sit in Gov-
ernmewnt cars on the edges of the road
approaches to most of the traffic rotaries on
almost every morning of the week to take

note of what is going on, In these days
electrical devices can be used to make
traffic counts.

Mr. O'Connor: You are referring to the
road maintenance personnel who wait on
the approaches to the rotaries for heavy
haulage trucks?

Mr. JAMIESON: Yes. They appear
regularly on the verges of the road to
watch the traffic. What they need to
know is abundantly clear. The traffic at

both ends of the Causeway is held up every
morning and evening; the position is -even
worse than it was before the Narrows-
Bridge came into use. As a consequence,
there is an urgent need now-not in 1972
or some time after-to channel finance
with a view to alleviating the position. If
it is alleviated, the road will be able to
accommodate at least twice the present
density of traffic.

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe-
Minister for Works) [12.44 P.m.]: Quite a
number of members have addressed them-
selves to the Public Works Vote and to
main roads matters. The member for
Victoria Park spoke first, and couched his
language in terms of a protest that the
Information I had given to the House in
regard to the Alfred Cove Island propo-
sition was not correct.

The Leader of the Opposition also
addressed himself to this subject, although
in somewhat different terms from the
expressions of the member for Victoria
Park. I want to say at the outset that
this has been an unhappy subject for me.
Although I do not believe It Is necessary-
as I said on a previous occasion when I
was queried on this matter-that I should
apologise to the Chamber, nevertheless I
do regret that I have given information to
members which was apparently incorrect;
and I take my text somewhat from the
remarks of the Leader of the Opposition-
and with some credit to him-who said
that the information appeared to be In-
correct. Certainly I believed that the
council approved the broad concept of
an Is]land treatment at Alfred Cove. I
would not otherwise have told the House
that was so.

I would like to remind members,-I know
this will prolong the discussion-that In my
Introductory speech In moving the Alfred
Cove proposition, I1 gave Quite a detailed
history of the events which led up to the
proposition that was advanced to Parlia-
ment. I have no doubt members have a
recollection of this.

I began by saying that from as early as
1939 consideration had been given to the
project, but I do not think that there is
a need for me to go through all that again.
On that occasion I mentioned various mat-
ters, and pointed cut that a scheme had
been proposed for the extension of Point
Waylen as a peninsula, and that there
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should be dredging of the shallows of
Alfred Cove and the fiinge reclamation
of the reedy foreshore.

I went on to say that no move had
been made in these directions: and also
that I believed this was right. These were
all ideas which had been put forward for
the development of this area. I said that
in 1965 the Town of Melville had sub-
mitted a proposal for an isolated Island
to be established with the idea that it
would become a bird sanctuary, and that
the proposal had been endorsed by the
Department of Fisheries and Fauna and
by the Swan River Conservation Board.

I also said that in 1967 the Town of
Melville received a deputation from the
ratepayers who wished to form a Melville
yacht club; so there was another idea. I
then said-

and in turn it requested the Public
W~orks Department to complete the
proposals for the dredging of Alfred
Cove.

One could say that the ideas which have
been advanced for the development of
this area are legion. I then said that In
1968 .the Naturalists Club of W.A. sub-
itte the results of a survey which

supported the retention of Alfred Cove in
its natural state as a bird sanctuary. In
order to bring this to a conclusion I then
said-

The proposals now submitted adopt
the concept of retaining Alfred Cove
in its natural state as a very desir-
able bird sanctuary and transferring
the intensive river usage to a re-
claimed island to the east of Point
waylen. some distance from estab-
lished residential areas.

I further said that these ideas were
refined to the point of submitting this
matter of island treatment to Parliament
for its determination. It was my under-
standing that this scheme was approved
in its broad sense by the Town of Melville,
as I also firmly believed the Preston Point
proposition had been approved by the
East Fremantle Town Council. As mem-
bers know I conveyed this thought to the
House.

I used certain phrases and said that
information was lacking somewhere and
I regretted having been placed in this
position. I also regretted that members
had found it necessary to draw my atten-
tion to the fact that the information I
had given was untrue In the light of what
transpired subsequently.

Mr. Grahamn: If you had volunteered
these expressions of regret immediately
you found out YOU would have avoided a
whole lot of trouble.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Someone
did raise the matter and I said I did not
think it was necessary for me to apologise
to the Chamber because I felt that what I
had said had been said in good faith.

During the course of the debate I did
explain the position, and I have read
through all the speeches again and these
have covered almost every aspect that
could be covered. I pointed out that the
scheme had support and when someone
raised a doubt about it I said that this
depended on the local governments. I
have been criticised in a leader in The
West Australian which suggested that it
should be the responsibility of Parliament,
and not the responsibility of local govern-
ment, to determine the facts.

That did not make sense. These pro-
posals would have eventually cost the
local governments a considerable amount
of money. In any case I did say during
the debate at one time or another-pos-
sibly on a couple of occasions,-that if 1
discovered local support was lacking I!
would not proceed with the proposition.

Mr. Graham,. I think The West Austra-
lian was perfectly justified in saying that
local governments should not have the
power of veto over Parliament. That is
what you were giving them.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON. The Deput-:
Leader of the Opposition has miscon-
strued the position. This proposition was
not the brainchild of the Government;
and that is something else to which I
referred in my speech when I said-

The proposal at Preston Point, as
with the proposal at Alf red Cove. is
not the brainchild of the Government
so much as an expression of what
the people want. When I say that,
I must hasten to add that this does
not mean all of the people. It would
be foolish for me to say that.

In the course of discussion it was said that
we could not please all the people in this
connection.

Mr. Graham: Which people expressed
their approval?

Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: The deputa-
tions, the local councils, and a number of
organisations which sought the protection
of the river for various purposes.

Mr. Graham: Those who speak from
the point of view of their own selfish re-
quirements.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: This is get-
ting away from the subject. I -said it was
essential the river be used for all purposes:
that not only should it be used by those
who merely love the river for the view it
offers and who regard it from the point of
view of pure aesthetics, but that it should
also be used by those engaging In sporting
activities of one kind or another.

It is the responsibility of the Govern-
ment to ensure that it meets the wishes
of everybody and, as a result, one is apt
to fall between two stools. We cannot
please everybody, but that is all Part of
government. I recall the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition also got into hot water

2565



2566 ASSEMBLY.)

on one occasion over a certain action he
had taken, and I recall his saying that
anyone who does anything must be criti-
cised. Does the honourable member re-
call having said that?

Mr. Graham: If you found you had been
palpably wrong you should have expressed
regret immediately. You have done it
now, but it should have been immediate.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Certain de-
velopments have taken place which led
me to take the step I did. As I have said,
It is an unhappy situation in which I find
myself. I will continue with this matter
later.
Sitting suspended from 12.56 to 2.15 Pi.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I want now
to refer to a remark made by the member
for Victoria Park to the effect that he
believed when this motion was brought be-
fore this House the council knew as much
as he knew and as Parliament knew. The
mayor is reported to have said that I asked
that things be kept secret.

The councillors did not know as much
as Parliament knew when I had finished
addressing them. They did not know the
exact plan I had laid on the Table of the
House, and they had not seen the model:
so Parliament knew more detail than the
council did. The same applies to the
Preston Point proposition at East Fre-
mantle.

I want to say that I did this in what
I felt to be the best tradition of Parlia-
ment. I would like to go on and explain
this a little further. When a Minister
prepares legislation--depending on the type
of legislation-which affects certain groups
of people, the thing to do is to contact
those people and secure their views.
Frequently they are informed that legisla-
tion will be introduced. As a matter of
fact, I have heard members, from each
side of the House, ask why representations
were not made to this body or to that
body.

This was done in the case before us, and
the refinement of ideas leading to the
island treatment, in my understanding,
was known to the council. The broad con-
cepts of the island treatment were known.
Indeed, councillor Llthgo, who is a
councillor of the City of Melville and who
is its representative on the Swan River
Conservation Board, is reported in today's
paper as saying that the council did know
about the broad concepts, and he referred
to a meeting, and mentioned that it was
reported. Certainly, that is my under-
standing.

The final details of the motion were not
given to the shire, as is the case when a
Bill is presented to this Chamber.

Mr. Tonkin: Do not derate the City of
Melville to a shire.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON:. Well, the
City of Melville. And so there is a rather
nice point that I hope members of Parlia-
ment will appreciate, if nobody else does.
As I have said before, I think there was
something of a communications break-
down over this matter. But I will say
this: The mayor did ask me when we were
discussing this months before, and when
he knew about the island proposition, to
put the Alfred Cove proposition before the
Preston Point proposition in priority.
The mayor believed that everyone was so
keen about the propbsition that there
would be no difficulty in regard to con-
firmation-If that is the right word to
use. However, I said I did not think that
would be possible.

The member for Victoria Park was not
,.present when I mentioned his reference
to my insulting the Chamber. That was ex-
travagant language and I am sorry it was
used by the honourable member.

Mr. Davies: That is the way I felt about
It.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I am disap-
pointed in the honourable member, be-
cause the use of such language does not
do him any credit.

Mr. Davies: Cut out that nonsense.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!I
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: If the hon-

ourable member wants to take me an I
will come out fighting.

Mr. Jamieson: We will have to shift the
table back before you do that.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Far from
insulting the Chamber, I was keeping my
word to it. The only thing I would like
to refer to at this juncture is that the
member for Victoria Park protested about
my approach. I have expressed my regret
in a way he can read about because he
was not here earlier.

On page 17 of today's issue of The West
Australian there is a report of the speech
made by the honourable member during
yesterday's sitting when he talked to us
about a home which was worse than bed-
lam. He went on to say that the con-
ditions at the home were appalling by
today's standards.

Mr. Davies: Hear, hear!
Mr. Tonkin: Is this relevant to the Pub-

lic Works Department Estimates?
Mr. ROSS HUJTCHINSON: Perhaps not

completely; but I simply want to say that
the member for Victoria Park said what
he believed.

Mr. Bertram: It was an expression of
opinion.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Exactly; and
he expressed his opinion very forcibly.
However, I notice that the matron denied
the charges.

Mr. Davies: Read it all out.
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Mr. ROSS HUITCHINSON: I am not go-
ing to read the whole of the report, I
am just going to say that the matron
denied the charges.

Mr. Davies: You would not expect her
to agree with them, would you?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The honour-
able member has been touched on the
raw. The reporter who wrote this article
said that he visited the home and found
little evidence of bedlam or of the appal-
ling standard referred to by the member
for Victoria Park.

Mr. Davies: The standard of his taste
must be about the same as yours.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: What a
nasty thing to say!

Mir. Davies: Have You been out there
to see the conditions?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The honour-
able member should try to lift himself
UP.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I think the
Minister had better get back to the sub-
ject.

Mi. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Thank you,
Mr. Chairman. I want to remark briefly
on some of' the comments made by the
member for Northam, who talked about
improving the standard of the Northam
road and said that the local authority has
not had its fair share of moneys. Over
the years the Main Roads Department has
upgraded that road to a considerable ex-
tent. However, the first formation of the
road was unfortunate in that the curves
were too tight and, perhaps, a sufficient
attempt w(as not made at the time
to straighten the road by resumptions.
Who knows? This could be so. But that
is another subject.

However, believe me, the Main Roads
Department has tried to improve this road
considerably. It has widened some of the
bends. put white lines on the verges, and
tied to maintain It properly. It has also
tried to widen certain sections and to pro-
vide straights where heavy and slow-mnov-
Ing vehicles might be passed by faster
traffic. I have no doubt that in due time
this road will be a dual carriageway: but
that is in the future. AS I said earlier
by interjection, I am not responsible for
acts of God such as flooding. If four
or five inches of rain fall In a locality,
it follows that roads will probably be cut
because of the resultant flooding. In order
to avoid this problem, we would all over
the State have to build roads to cope with
what might be floods every 100 Years or
200 years. This would be completely un-
economic and could not be faced.

So I am afraid we will still find roads
being cut by floods in the future. How-
ever, every attempt will be made to up-
grade all roads. I was pleased that the
honourable member gave credit to the
Main Roads Department for doing a good

job. With regard to route signs on roads,
these are standard signs which have been
adopted by Australian road authoYities as
a result of the practice which has been
followyed in older countries in Europe and
also in America.

I would think the principal purpose of
these signs is to keep tourists, be they
overseas tourists or Australian tourists,
completely informed as to their where-
abouts on the road. I do not know whe-
ther it is within the honourable member's
knowledge-I am sure that it Is-that if
one is driving along a road of which one
is uncertain, one is not a good driver-
that is, if a person is not sure of the road
he is driving on he does not drive con-
fidently-hut if a person knows the road
he can proceed safely. I would think this
is an important safety factor amongst
other factors such as information, and the
like.

I referred to the remarks of the Leader
of the Opposition in so far as they had
application to the Alfred Cove affair. He
also mentioned the Burswood Island
bridge and other bridges, and the fact
that so far the Government does not ap-
pear to have been able to keep the pro-
misc which was made some years ago to
have a start made on two bridges across
the river. This is true.

With the Passage of time, we have had
another look at these bridges and where
they should be placed. The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition expressed his concern
that a bridge should pass over the Swan
River at what he called the western end
of Heirisson Island-that is, the down-
stream end of the island-angling across
towards Victoria Park. At one time the
planners thought this would be a good
site for a bridge. In the light of reports
made by consultants and our own plan-
ning engineers and architects, it was felt
that these matters should be rethought.
So, unfortunately, the bridges have been
pushed back In time a little, and this is
not something we wanted to do: it Is some-
thing which came out of further thinking
and farther planning.

Mr. Graham: Not "unfortunately" If it
is going to mean that the bridge will not
be over Perth water.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I meant it
is unfortunate that there was a delay in
the right siting of bridges. When I say
"right siting" I mean as far as sonie people
are concerned; because in my experience
not all will consider the bridges are rightly
sited when they are constructed. I still
believe it is not possible to satisfy every-
body.

Mr. Jamieson: Do you think you could
sell that land at the price you paid for
it?

Mr. ROSS HUITCHINSON: If it was re-
sinned it would have to be given back
for the same price.



568I ASSEMBLY.]I

Mr. Graham: It was not resumed, it
was purchased. You will make a Profit
on the Seal,

Sir David Brand: Put it into revenue!
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The Premier

gave this information on the basis of the
knowledge at the time, and he gave it in
good faith. I refer now to the matter of
covering the cutting in front of Parlia-
ment House. This matter was raised In
not very querulous terms by the Leader
of the Opposition.

However, here again, I think the in-
formation I gave on the costs of the cover-
Ing was given in reply to a qluestion. is
that correct? In any case I supplied the
information following Its being supplied
to me by the engineers of the Main Roads
Department. Subsequently it appears that
an architect in the Public Works Depart-
ment said the cost would not be as great
as that estimated and he supplied a much
lower figure. Which one is correct? Per-
haps his idea of a covering is not in line
with that envisaged by the Main Roads
Department; that is, an adequate cover for
this area with fill placed on top planted
with landscaped gardens, and so on.

I really do not know whose Idea is the
best, We can In the general sense cer-
tainly get tenders which will vary con-
siderably. Architects and surveyors sub-
mit information to various technicians in
relation to the tenders that are made for
bridges and for public works of all kinds,
and, In some cases, the range of tenders
is very great indeed. I believe there would
be a disparity in the prices for this pro-
ject according to the basic ideas that
were submitted. I know it is always diffi-
cult to obtain correct infornation right
on the dot.

I can recall asking the Leader of the
Opposition, when be was Minister for
Education and I was sitting on the back
bench on the other side of the Chamber,
why certain female teachers were not re-
ceiving an incremental pay rise, and he
said they were. I came back with another
question in which I Pointed out that it
was within my knowledge that they were
not receiving this incremental pay, and
again the Minister for Education at that
time said that they were. This procedure
was repeated six or seven times until, at
the end of the session, I produced proof in
a gazettal notice, or some other Govern-
ment publication, that these womnen were
not receiving incremental pay. Therefore
it was a fact that the Minister for Educa-
tion at that time was not aware of the
true position.

Mr. Jamieson: You got very cross about
it into the bargain.

ML-, ROSS HUTCHINSON: Hie did?
Mr. Jamieson: No, you did.
Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: No more

cross than the Leader of the Opposition
gets with mne.

Mr. Davies: He has good reason to,

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The member
for Remiantle has put forward his priori-
ties in much the same way as everyone
who has priorities. H-its priority is a bridge
across the river from Point Resolution, to
Point Walter. A member on my left has
whispered that he cannot go along with
that,' and there is probably another mem-
ber on my right who will say that he
could. -

Mr. Jamieson. We could have a good
mixed division on this.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: As a matter
of interest I will read to members some
notes of a deputation which have some
relevance to that bridge. The notes read
as follows:-

Notes of Deputation from the Mel -
yulle Town Council and the Cockburn
Shire Council to the Minister for
Works (Hon. 0. P. Wild) at the Pub-
lic Works Department on 28th May,
1963.

Members of Deputation:
H-on. J. T. Tonkin M.L.A., and

D. O'Neil M.L.A.
R. Carroll (Mayor), H. Stick-

land, P. W. Young, N. Kroll,
J. A. Mills, J. Ellis (Shire
Clerk I-Melville Town Coun-
cl,

R. R. Piercy Pederson, E. Ed-
wardes (Shire Clerk)--Cock-
burn Shire Council.

The Commissioner of Main
Roads (Mr. J. D. Leach) was
also present.

Subject Matter of Discussion:
Bridge on the Swan River be-

tween Pt. Resolution and Pt.
Walter.

Mr. Davies: You have read this to
us once already.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I think it Is
appropriate I read it again in the light
of the circumstances. It is rather interest-
ing that the honourable member should
mention that, because I do not like to
repeat something that has already been
said, but there are members who go over
the same subject time and time again.

Mr. Davies: They must get some satis-
faction from doing that.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: They must.
I do not like too much reiteration: just a
little now and again. The deputation
notes Continue-

Hon. Mr. Tonkin introduced the de-
putation and said the Member for
East Melville (Mr. O'Neil) was Jointly
associated with him in introducing the
deputation because they both held the
same opinion about the necessity for
this bridge, and he thanked the Hon.
Minister for his ready response to dis-
cuss a matter of such great import-
ance to the two districts.
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The Hon. Mr. Tonkin recalled that
when the decision was made to com-
mence the Narrows Bridge there had
been some who had said It was before
its time, but experience had proved
that it was completely justified and
Indicated that in these matters it was
essential to look well ahead.

From time to time consideration
had been given to new sites for
bridges across the river. It was a
question of whether a bridge to con-
nect Pt. Walter and Pt, Resolution.
which had already been examined and
regarded as desirable, should be
accorded priority.

That is what members have been talking
about today: priority, for various bridges.
I continue-

The future development of the
metropolitan area seemed to centre
around Increased activity at Ewinana
and south of F'remantle, which would
bring increased population and people
would be forced to live further out.
A large number of commercial vehi-
cles would have to come from south
of the river and the deputation con-
sidered the place for the next bridg-
ing of the Swan was at the site al-
ready mentioned. They were not
urging that the bridge be commenced
tomorrow but sought to establish a
claim for the erection of a bridge in
this locality, believing that the Hon.
Minister and his officers would judge
as to when it was opportune to make
a commencement.

Mr. O'Neil endorsed the Hon. Mr.
Tonkin's remarks...

I wish to make only one more comment
in regard to these matters. it would ap-
pear that, when a controversial matter
is raised, and when in the primary stage
it is considered that the idea is a good
one, the matter must be proceeded with.
People know the subject is controversial.
but when the heat comes on, and when
people start to make a fuss-which Is
only natural because they do not like their
places to be taken from them-the Idea
does not look so good. Those who find
themselves in the seat of decision will find
this to be the position more of ten than
not, and I think I have said that before.

So I suggest to the member for Fre-
mantle that his idea of a priority being
granted to a bridge across the river from
Point Resolution to Point Walter Is still
a long way in the future.

Now to reply to the member for May-
lands. I do not believe, for one moment,
that the Main Roads Department is 'wrong
and foolhardy in trying to recruit some
technical officers. I do not agree with
the member for Maylands when he says
that. The department is so short of men
that this is the only procedure it can
adopt to obtain such men, who are so
badly needed. In the Interests of our State.

I trust that we get them. We are be-
hind in our planning for bridges and we
need technicians of all kinds, so I think
the step taken by the department is a
logical one.

The member for Ascot raised his prior-
ity; that is, the Garratt Road Bridge. I
think this is an important bridge.

Mr. Torms: Very important.
Mr. flOSS HUTCHINSON: The only

point on which agreement could not be
reached is where the member for Fre-
mantle believes his priority lies. In this
regard I think the remarks made by the
honourable member illustrate full well the
number of matters that require attention;
but there Is not a magic wand to wave, and
one cannot act the role of magician and
produce the necessary finance.

Mr. Jamnieson: What about waving it on
those rotaries where there is a visible pos-
sibility of achieving something?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: A great deal
of money is needed.

Mr. Jamieson: You have a great deal
of money to channel into that.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON; The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition said there does
not appear to be anything In the Estimates
on which to hang debate on road matters.
I will look into this point, and see what
necessity exists for It. 'I cannot answer
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition ait
this moment.

The honourable gentleman also remark-
ed on the difficulties associated with the
opinions on the siting of bridges, and ho
will note that I have been remarking on
that aspect generally. The particular
point which he raised Is one with which
I agree completely; he said that one
should not have regard only to the excel -
lence of the traffic flow in the siting of
bridges, but that all factors should be
taken into consideration.

He went on to deal with Metropolitan
Water Board affairs and policies. Cur-
rently we are having a look to see whether
any changes can be made. The sharing
of the costs of developers Is not easyL of
implementation.

The member for Belmont brought up
the matter of the Causeway, and split
levels or grade separations. Here again
it is a question of priority, and he thinks
this should be done first. No doubt be
is right1 in his own view, but the planners
do not think so. I myself think that
something will have to be done, but I am
not sure of the timing. The member for
Belmont thinks a start should be made
now, but I am not so sure.

However, I am certain that other bridges
will have to be built. One of the factors
to be taken Into consideration in regard
to grade separation at the Causeway Is
that by the adoption of this proposal the
traffic flow would become too efficient at
that point, and too many vehicles would
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be channelled into the city from it. I
understand this is one feature which the
planners do not favour; they want to have
traffic enter the city at different points.

The member for Belmont referred to
sand. This project would take up alt the
sand that might be excavated from other
projects, not the least the sand from the
Hamilton interchange. I thank members
for their contributions.

Votes: Public Works and Buildings,
$10,749,000: Harbour and Light and Jet-
ties, $1,855,000-put and passed.

Part 9: Minister for Local Government
Town Planning and Child Welfare-

Votes: Local Government, $207,000:
Town Planning, $370,000; Child Welfare
and Outdoor Relief, $3,562,000-put and
passed.

Part 10: Chief Secretary and Minister
for Police and Traffic--

Votes- Chief Secretary, $489,00; Kegis-
try and Friendly Societies, $143.000; Ob-
servatory, $19,000-put and passed.

Vote: Prisons, $2,382,00-
item No. 1: Salaries, Wages and Allow-

ances generally, $i,Z55,000-
Mr. B3URKE: I refer to the salary that

is paid to the Comptroller -General of
Prisons. In recent years we have beard
a great deal about this officer, and he
has done an amazing job. He travelled
around the world with the Minister and
visited something like 58 prisons in 56
days. In this State the comptroller-gen-
eral is subjected to problems which, per-
haps, do not confront the comptrollers-
general in the other States. At the last
civil rehabilitation conference which was
held in Western Australia it was said that
the prison population per capita in West-
ern Australia was the highest in Australia.
I realise that the salary of the comptrol-
ler-general is $8,820, and it was increased
in 1968-69 by about $60.

The only comparisons I can make are
with Victoria and New South Wales. In
Victoria the salary of the comptroller-
general is $9,892, and in New South Wales
it is $12,075. I realise that an argument
could be raised that the prison popula-
tions in those two States are higher.

Mr. Jamieson: Not much higher, be-
cause of the greater percentage of people
who are in prison in this State.

Mr. BURKE: That is right. In view
of the fact that the comp troller -generalI
has been filling a real need by putting
the accent on reform and rehabilitation,
as opposed to recrimination and punish-
ment, I feel that he has done an extremely
good job. I request the Minister to in-
vestigate the possibility of bringing his
salary into line with the salaries received
by the comptrollers-general in the other
States.

Mr. CRAIG: It is not my prerogative
to increase or decrease the salary of thle
comptroller-general.

Mr. Burke: The Minister could prompt
an increase.

Mr. CRAIG: He, like so many other
departmental heads, is doing an excellent
job. I am speaking more or less to sup-
Port the remarks of the member for Perth,
in expressing appreciation to the comp-
troller-general for what he has done in
the field of prison rehabilitation. I think
his contribution has been of considerable
value not ~only to the inmates under his
care, but also to the State generally. I
appreciate the conmment from the member
for Perth in this regard.

Vote put and passed.
Vote: Poiice, $g,74,oeo-
Item No. 1: Salaries, Wages, and Allow-

ances generally, $7,116,000-

Mr. GRAHAM: Adverting to some
earlier remarks on the need to include an
item in the Estimates for the Main Roads
Department so that we know what we are
discussing, I find myself in a small pre-
dicament. In the matter of traffic control
we have, of course, the police in the
metropolitan area and certain other
places, and we have the local authorities.

In addition to that, the traffic engineer-
ing branch of the Main Roads Depart-
ment impinges very considerably on the
activities which a few years ago were
undertaken by the police. Therefore.
without there being a specific vote one
does not know whether it is this or that
department that is concerned. For that
reason I will relate my remarks to traffic
matters as affecting the Police Depart-
mient.

Perhaps I can best draw on what has
been said to us by the Minister for Works
in reply to the remarks of the member
for Northam, concerning the road between
Perth and Northanm. which has quite a
number of dangerous curves and other
features.

The Minister stated that Perhaps before
long it would be necessary to have a dual
carriageway. If we have learnt anything
from other parts of the world, It Is in
my view, that a dual carriageway is the
last thing that should be established on
that road.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I did not ask
the honourable member what item he was
speaking to. I am unable to relate his
remarks to any of the items.

Mr. GRAHAM: I will endeavour to en-
lighten you, Mr. Chairman. Item No. I
deals with the salaries and wages of the
Police Commissioner, and quite a lot of
other people including sergeants, super-
intendents, and so on. Item No. 5 deals
with license-issuing expenses, and so on.
indeed, Item No. 2 deals with adminIstra-
tion.
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The CHAIRMAN: You will have to re-
late Your remarks to one particular item.

Mr. GRAHAM: Any one of those I have
mentioned.

The CHAIRMAN: You will have to
name it, and speak to that item.

Mr. GRAHAM: I will name No. 1. I
suppose the work and duties, and the re-
sponsibility of the Commissioner of Police
would be the factor.

The CHAIRMAN: I do not think this
item would deal with roads.

Mr. GRAHAM: If you will allow me, Mr.
Chairman, to make my point I think I
will demonstrate clearly that that is so.
In any event, if you will allow me latitude
for just a few moments you can then judge
where I stand in the matter. If the road
is made into a dual carriageway then It
means we will be making provision for a
very much increased traffic flow through
country centres. This will create addi-
tional traffic hazards because so many of
our roads pass through the middle of the
townships.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I cannot allow
further discussion on those lines. It is
a subject which the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition brought up under the previous
part.

Mr. GRAHAM: Of which I am aware;
those were my introductory remarks.

The CHAIRMAN: You are confined to
wages, salaries, and allowances generally.

Mr. GRAHAM: Surely, Mr. Chairman,
you do not desire to make my speech for
me. I can only repeat that we have
officers engaged upon certain work of
which traffic is an important factor.

The CHAIRMAN: We are not discussing
traffic and I1 cannot allow you to continue.
We are discussing salaries, wages, and al-
lowances, generally, and I will allow dis-
cussion on those points only.

Mr. GRAHAM: If we are to stick to
your very narrow ruling, Mr. Chairman,
would you be good enough to suggest on
which item I can discuss this matter. Does
your ruling mean that we cannot discuss
any activities of the Police Department?

The CHAIRMAN: Order? The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition ought to know
the rules in this regard. You can only
speak on the item which you name, and
this has been done over many years-
more Years than I have been here, and
as long as the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position has been here. We cannot depart
from that rule. You name your Item
and speak to it. I cannot allow any ex-
tension.

Mr. GRAHAM: Am I, then, tied to the
exact wording, and not able to deal with
any of the activities of the Commissioner
of Police, or his staff?

The CHAIRMAN: Salaries and Wages,
yes. You cannot discuss the activities.

Mr. GRAHAM: Would you suggest to
me,. Mr. Chairman, under which of the
items it would be possible for me to dis-
cuss any activities of the Police Depart-
ment?

The CHAIRMAN: You will have to name
the item; it is not for me to say.

Mr. GRAHAM: Mr. Chairman, you are
making the decision.

Mr. Craig: What about Item No. 4?

The CHAIRMAN: It is for the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition to name the
item.

Mr. GRAHAM: You have ruled me out
on Item No. 1.' I will endeavour to con-
tinue my remarks on Item No. 2.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: If you want to talk
on telephones, etc., you may talk to Item
No. 2.

Mr. GRAHAM: We will see whether the
item applies. I desire to discuss traffic
hazards and traffic accidents which im-
pinge on the work and activities of the
Police Department. Will you permit me
to do that. Mr. Chairman, under Item
No. 2.

The CHAIRMAN: No, I will not.
Mr. Craig: What about Item No. 4.

patrol work?
Mr. GRAHAM: Well, I wonder if I may

discuss the subject under Item No. 3. 1
have no doubt the Chairman's interpreta-
tion will not allow me to proceed on
Item No. 3.

The CHAIRMAN: The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition knows exactly what my
interpretation is. I would like to point
out to the honourable member that he
did not speak on the part, which enables
him to speak generally. Now he is con-
fined to the Items. That is the interpreta-
tion. The honourable member can read
what the items cover, and they are the
matters on which he can speak.

Mr. GRAHAM: I am speaking on the
Police Department.

The CHAIRMAN: You are not speak-
ing on the Police Department; you are
speaking on the items you select.

Mr. GRAHAM: May I speak on item
No. 3 and relate it to traffic matters?

The CHAIRMAN: You can speak on the
matters mentioned in Item No. 3.

Mr. GRAHAM: On the matter of traffic
accidents and road hazards?

The CHAIRMAN: There is no mention
of road accidents.

Mr. GRAHAM: Item No. 4, transporta-
tion, purchase of motor vehicles, fuel, ser-
vicing repairs, car hire, and launch?
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The CHAIRMAN: You can speak on
those matters.

Mr. GRAHAM: The purchase of motor
vehicles or about motor vehicles?

The CHAIRMAN: The purchase of
motor vehicles, yes.

Mr. GRAHAM: I suppose everybody who
drives a motor vehicle has purchased it,
but private purchases are hardly likely to
appear in our financial accounts. I do
not desire to be difficult. I want to say
something constructive regarding the tin-
portent aspect of the operations of the
Police Department.

The CHAIRMAN: Well, this is not the
place. 'You had a chance to discuss those
matters.

Mr. Lewis; I suggest the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition write to the Minister
about the matter.

Mir. GRAHAM: I might do that, but I
want to discuss the matter here and give
him a chance to answer me. I also want
to give all members a chance of partici-
pating, and perhaps learning something
as a consequence. However, if the inter-
pretation is to be as narrow as you. Mr.
Chairman, have prescribed, then It appears
there is no prospect of my so doing. Hav-
ing understood where we stand, to my
chagrin I will resume my seat.

Mr. CRAIG: I only wish to offer a sug-
gestion. Unfortunately the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition missed the opportunity
to speak, generally, when dealing with
part 10 of the Estimates. We all realise
the sincerity of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. Tonkin: What item are you talking
to?

Mr. CRAIG: I arm trying to help. I am
asking if it is possible to overcome the
difficulty because the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has something to suggest
with which all members will be interested,
particularly myself.

The CHAIRMAN: I am afraid the Min-
ister cannot ask me to override S3tanding
Orders.

Mr. Brady: item No. 1, Mr. Chairman,
dealing with cross-walk inspectors.

The CHAIRMAN: No, that has been
dealt with.

Vote put and passed.
Part 11: Minister for Housing and

Labour-

MR. TONKIN (Melville-Leader of the
Opposition) '12.59 p.m.]: I am particularly
interested in the Department of Labour.
For some time, the Minister for Labour
has been promising to do something in
the direction of amending the Workers'
Compensation Act. The Act is very much
out of date comnpared with the Acts of

other States. The utterances of the Min-
ister, from time to time, are such as to
amount to an admission that the Act needs;
attention.

It was understood by Us that this atten-
tion would be given during this Period
of the session. We are now at the end
of the Period, but there is no suggestion
that any action will be taken. Con-
sequently, I want to lodge the strongest
possible Protest about stringing members
on in the belief that action will be taken
when it is not taken at all. I think an
explanation from the Minister is due to
us as to why no action has been taken
in a matter which is crying out for atten-
tion.

Mr. O'Connor: What is this?

Mr. TONKIN: Workers' compensation.
The matter should have been before
Cabinet on) a number of occasions: If that
is what is holding it up. There is no
question that the Act needs amendment.
The Minister has stated that he agrees
it needs amendment and his intention to
make amendments. Where are they?

It is time an explanation was given as
to what is going on; whether the Gov-
ernment has any intention at all of doing
anything with regard to this Act; and
when it proposes to do it. That is what
we want to know on behalf of the people
whom we represent very directly.

We cannot afford to continue with the
present state of affairs so far as this
question is concerned. There was a time
when the late Alex McCallum was Min-
ister for Works in this State when we
could truthfully boast that the Workers
Compensation Act in Western Australlso
was the best of its kind in the Common-
wealth in the provision it made for work-
ers sustaining injury. Now I am afraic
we have reached the situation when
Western Australia has the unhappy dis-
tinction of having the worst Workers
Compensation Act of its kind in the Com-
mnonwealth.

The Opposition is not prepared to allo
the situation to continue without lodging
the strongest possible Protest. We resen'
being strung along in the way the Gov.
erment has been stringing us along or
this question, by making promises whict
are no more than pie crusts. If it wern
a simple matter of bringing legislation il
to date, wiping out obsolete Acts, and thai
sort of thing, the Government would hav4
had the legislation before Parliament
However, it Is a waiter which concern
the welfare of workers in industry an(
apparently this is of very little momen
to the Government.

The matter has been under considera
tion for months, but with no result. I
is high time the Government did some
thing about it or let the people knci
where the Government stands on thl
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question. The Government should let
Parliament know whether it has any in-
tention of doing anything, instead of
stringing members on from session to
session with no action at all. Members on
this side of the House are completely fed
up with this conduct and so are trade
unionists.

The Government complains when there
is industrial unrest. is it any wonder
that workers in industry reach a situa-
tion where they are concerned about the
lack of interest In their welfare? This
is a most important area of administra-
tion and I doubt very much whether one
could select a more important area. The
legislation is hopelessly out of date with
regard to provisions for injured workers.

It is high time that something was done
to make good the assurances which have
been given In this place in answer to
questions and which have been given to
deputations. I take the opportunity to
remind the Minister and the Government
that they cannot expect the trade union
movement to remain quiescent in the
situation which now obtains.

The Opposition believes that it is en-
titled to know what progress has been
made: what are the reasons for no action
being taken this session; and when it can
expect some action to be taken.

MR. BURKE (Perth) [3.5 P.m.]: I wish
to refer to the State Housing Commission.
The Opposition has no objection to
medium density accommodation in view of
the fact that a real housing problem exists
ini this State at the present time. How-
ever, for purely political purposes the Gov-
ernment is taking advantage of the situa-
tion and forcing people into high density
accommodation. I refer to blocks of
three-bedroomed flats where families of
five or six people are living. This is
quite wrong.

In view of the fact that the Govern-
ment has taken this course, the necessity
for a qualified social worker at the State
Housing Commission should be investi-
gated. I am not casting aspersions on
the officers who are employed at present
in the State Housing Commission, but in
the years to come I do not wish these
people to be held responsible for social
ills which may emanate from forcing
families to live in high density ac-
commodation. The Government is forcing
people into this type of accommodation
at the present time because it has neg-
lected its responsibilities to the People of
Western Australia In the area of housing
in the Past and, to a large degree, it is
neglecting its responsibilities at the pre-
sent time.

I would like the Minister for Housing
to investigate the possibility of appointing
a qualified social worker or workers, to
meet requirements in this regard.

Votes: State Housing Commission, $10;
Labour, $151,000; Industrial Commission.
$195,000; Scaffolding, $87,000; Factories,
$122,000; Inspection of Machinery,
$205,000; Weights and Measures, $62,000;
State Insurance Office, $10-put and
passed.

Part 12: Minister for Health, Fisheries
and Fauna-

MR. DAVIES (Victoria Park) (3.8
p.m.]: It is fortunate that the debate on
the Estimates has fallen this way today,
because it gives me a chance to try to
put into proper perspective a Press report
which appears in this morning's paper re-
garding a statement I made last evening.
This relates to a staging home for per-
sons who have been discharged from
Claremont or Heathcote hospitals. We
hope that such people will be able to stay
in one of these rest homes until some
suitable place is found for them, or until
they return home, or, if necessary, go
back to the hospital, or, in the ultimate.
perhaps, pass on.

I see the heading in the paper is, "Home
wvorse than bedlam, says M.L.A." I checked
my speech this morning and I cannot find
any reference to the word "bedlam." If
I used that word it certainly has not been
recorded in Hansard.

The fact remains I do not find it neces-
sary to retract one word of what I have
said. The Minister for Works seems to
take some pleasure from the fact that the
reporter and the matron do not agree
with me. I would not expect the matron
to agree with me and, consequently, to
criticise the establishment of which she
is in charge. I have no qualms at the re-
porter going to have a look round, because
I gave the address and directions how to
get there to the newspaper at its request.

Mr'. Ross Hutchinson: Did you say it
was bedlam or not?

Mr. DAVIES: I certainly do not remem-
ber using the ward "bedlam' and I can
find no reference to it this morning in my
speech. However, if this was the way it
was taken, I could say that it is modern
day bedlam, but not bedlam in the way
the word originated. Certainly it should
not be taken to mean the type of institu-
tion which gave this term to the world.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I thought the
honourable member said it, but I do not
know whether it is in Hansard.

Mr. DAVIES: It is not in Hansard. I
have checked my speech this morning
carefully several times.

However. I do not think that is material.
I think it is completely immaterial. The
point is that when one tries to do some-
thing for an unfortunate set in the com-
munity who are suffering under a handi-
cap some people Immediately try to pillory
one. They try to do it in their own de-
fence. As one can understand, the people
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concerned would not like the spotlight
turned on them, but I have not the slight-
est hesitation in saying that what I said
last night was correct. If members like
to look at the statement of the matron
in this morning's paper they will see 'that
in point of fact she agrees with me.

Mr. Cash: What about the statement
in today's issue of the Daily News?

Mr. DAVIES: I am coming to that; be
patient. All members opposite can have
a shot at me in due course if they want
to do so. However, surely they do not
think that I would get up in this Cham-
ber and complain about something without
doing considerable research into the matter
and satisfying myself that what I wanted
to say was certainly warranted. I make
no apologies for what I said, and it is
only because I was appalled-and I would
use the word again-and ashamed to think
that anyone should be living under such
circumstances, irrespective of his or her
Mental condition, that I thought it neces-
sary to try to bring to the notice of the
Government just what was happening'. I
think there is a necessity for the Govern-
mient to supervise these places, and no
doubt the fact that this year the Govern-
ment will subsidise them to the extent of
$120,000--

Mr. Rushton: Would you concede that
you have been a bit hasty this time?

Mr. DAVIES: Keep quiet!

Mr. Rushton: Would you concede that
you have been a bit hasty this time?

Mr. DAVIES: I certainly have not been
hasty. I have had this on my plate for
some considerable time. I certainly have
not been hasty in regard to it. I went
back there again in the hope that there
would be some improvement in the place.
I1 gave those responsible for it the benefit
of the doubt: and my feelings on the
matter were not unknown among those in
psychiatry circles.

Having dealt with the questions asked
by members on the other side, I shall
proceed with my speech. I said last night
that there were some 40 patients at the
hospital, and the matron agrees with that.
She said that these patients are cared for
by a staff of 13. Never at any time did
I mention how many staff there 'were.
because I did not know. As I said when I
went there I saw only three or four so
I really did not know exactly how many
there were. However, the matron agrees
with my statement about the number of
patients.

The matron also said that there were
three shower cubicles for the women and
one lavatory. That is exactly what I
said. She then went on to say that a
bath and lavatory were inside and another
two lavatories and hand basins for the
men outside. IE was not aware of that and

I apologise for the fact that I overlooked
it. Then the matron gets to the very Point
I am making, because she said-

Till we get the subsidy from the
Mental Health Services it is not pos-
sible to provide more toilets and bath-
rooms.

That, in point of fact, is what I was saying.
The money is going to these institutions
and I hope it will be properly used. The
matron then 'went on to say-

I get an average of $25 a fortnight
from each patient and out of that I
have to feed and house them and in
many cases provide clothing.

I did not say the patients were starving,
or that they were not properly clothed.
The fact is that this institution is receiving
certain money and this enables the place
to be kept going. I have pointed out that
it will get a subsidy from the Govern-
mnent and the Government is to be ap-
plauded for this.'

Mr. O'Connor: Did you say the home was
in a dirty condition?

Mr. DAVIES: Matron Partridge then
said that patients on tablets were given
only the tablets and treatment ordered by
doctors. I never suggested anything else.
I said they were given their tablets; I did
not say the patients were given them by
the matron without medical supervision.
I said doctors went there as required, but
it is a long time since a psyibhiatrist. went
there. Yet answers to the questions I
asked indicated that psychiatrists went
there regularly.

Mr. Cash: You are quite prepared to
accept what is printed in the paper about
the Minister for Industrial Development
without asking him about it.

Mr. DAVIES: That article was written
by Randal Heymanson. who is a national
and international reporter-a reporter of
wvorld'renown.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: What about the
local reporter?

Mr. DAVIES: This report was written
by one Donald Dyke, whom I do not know.
He is certainly not a reporter of national
and international standing. I think we
are entitled to judge a reporter according'
to the status he has in the newspaper
world. I am sure 'a report made by a
reporter for Time or Life magazine, or
any other international publication.
would be more acceptable to members than
one made by Donald Dyke, who did not
even know how to get to this place until I
gave him directions.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: it is rather
ironical that you were protesting about
what I said earlier in the House.

Mr. DAVIES: I cannot understand what
the Minister means.
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Mr, Ross Hutchinson: You will work it
out in about five minutes' time.

Mr. DAVIES: I am sure I will.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I think you 'Will

get the message.
Mr. DAVIES: Perhaps the Minister does

not like my talking about what I read in
the Paper. The Minister made statements
in Parliament as to what, happened, and
when we checked the report of his speech
in the paper and in Mansard we were able
to see that where he said certain things
had happened they had, in fact, not hap-
pened. I understand he apologised to the
House on this matter for having uninten-
tionally misled it, and I accept his apology.
I am gracious enough to do that and I
promise him I will read in Mansard what
he had to say.

Mr. O'Connor: I think one of the things
people objected to was the comment that
it appeared the patients were fed on tablets
and that was about where the treatment
started and finished.

Mr. DAVIES: This is so. As I have
said, there are no psychiatrists calling
there regularly, as is evidenced by the
answers to questions I asked. The treat-
ment is in the direction that the patients
get their tablets, but there are no psychia-
trists going there. if anyone is ill and
a doctor is required, then one is called in
because, no doubt, there are social service
payments made.

Mr. O'Connor: There are nurses there.
Mr. DAVIES: They could not be called

upon to prescribe drugs. I have never sug-
gested this nor am I complaining about
it. I said that there is no occupational
therapy for the patients; they simply
shuffle around and watch TV. I am not
suggesting that what is done is not correct,
but the only treatment they get is the
prescribed tablets.

Mr. O'Connor: Plus care and attention.

Mr. DAVIES: That is taken for
granted-that somebody would have to get
them up. feed them, and put them to bed.

Mr. O'Connor: It is not taken for
granted.

Mr. DAVIES: There is a difference
between ordinary care and attention and
proper psychiatric care and medical atten-
tion. If the Minister cannot see the dif-
ference I 6mn only say that I apologise for
treading on his toes. It was not until
some time later that I realised this place
was In his electorate and apparently he
is now taking me to task for not reporting
the matter to him. But in point of fact
apparently he knew about it himself but
took no action. I do not know whether
he had been there, but it is apparent he
must have taken the trouble to get the
cutting from the paper, so he had more
than a passing interest in it and I am
sure he will have a few words to say about
the matter in due course.

The matron then went on to say that
the Patients were responsible for the state
of the furniture and fittings. Even if
the furniture was bought secondhand
when the hospital started, it certainly must
have been in Poor condition because when
I went there, the furniture and fittings
were in a shocking state. Apparently the
suggestion is that the furniture was
damaged after it was put in. The matron
then agrees with me that the bathroom
facilities are inadequate and she said she
gave the tablets which were ordered and
she referred to the amount of money she
gets.

I imagine that these institutions are
run in the same way as "C"-class hospitals
where the pension goes to the hospital
and there is a provision for some money
to go back to the Patients if required.
I know that on the last occasion I went
there I was well received because I gave a
packet of cigarettes to a lady and apparen-
tly this was one of the greatest needs. She
could not afford to get them and the
family could not afford to give them to
her. This reporter then went on to say-

When I visited the home last night
I found little evidence of bedlam or
of the appalling standards referred to
by Mr. Davies, The dining area and
kitchen were clean, tidy and airy.

The only thing I said about the dining
room and the ' tea facilities was that the
floor needed a scrub. I did not say they
were inadequate or that they were dirty,
or that they were not airy. I said there was
a mixture of chairs and that nothing in
the place matched. If Mr. Donald Dyke's
standards are such as to make him feel
nothing was wrong, then all I can say
is that his standards and mine do not
correspond.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You still say they
are appalling?

Mr. DAVIES: Yes, and I also say that
a lot of money needs to be spent on this
aspect. The member for Gascoyne tells
me that there is a hospital called Casson
House in North Perth which is a splendid
example of what a hospital should be. As
I said last night, this is one place which I
have visited and accordingly I was entitled
to complain about the position. The
matron tells us she is In difficulties. Surely
there is nothing wrong in taking up this
matter on behalf of an underprivileged
section of the community and asking for
something to be done.

To please the member for Mirrabocka
and the member for Dale I will deal with
the report in the Daily News today. It is
headed "Rest Home Replies to UP's
Attack." I welcome this sort of thing, par-
ticularly if it fixes attention on the place
in question. It certainly needs attention;,
it needs the Government health authorities
and the local government health authori-
ties to inspect it and see that everything
comes up to standard. We must ensure that
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lavatories which cater for 40 people
measure up to standard. There has been
argument about this before, and I do think
the place in question is overcrowded.

Mr. Dunn: Have you made the state-
ment outside the House?

Mr. DAVIES: I made the statement on
television. One cannot be prosecuted for
telling the truth. What I said Is true as I
saw the position.

Mr. O'Connor: Did you say the place
was dirty?

Mr. DAVIES: I said there was a dirty
chandelier hanging from the ceiling. The
article in the Daily News states-

One of the partners In the Mt.
Lawley rest home which was attacked
in Parliament last night said today if
it were not for privilege he would sue
the MP concerned.

Labor member for Victoria Park Ron
Davies claimed the home, for psychi-
atric patients, Field House, was "worse
than bedlam."

He said conditions at the home were
appalling by today's standards.

Today Partners Garry Carter (29)
and Matron Doreen Partridge (49)
showed a Daily News reporter and
photographer through the home.

After the tour Mr. Carter said:
"Now you've seen it. Now you know
why if it weren't that Mr. Davies is
protected I'd sue him."

The home was clean and the patients
-about 40 men and women in their
sixties wandered around quietly. In
the bedrooms the linen was spotless
and the beds were all neatly made.

I never said the beds were unmade; nor
did I say that the linen was anything but
clean. I said that the house has some very
large rooms and that in some of them are
placed five to seven beds, and that in and
room 11 beds are placed. I added that the
beds looked comfortable and clean
enough but that the floors of the kitchen
could do with a good scrub. I also said
that the lounge chairs were all distinte-
grating and that there was not one com-
fortable chair in the Place. I think it is
clear enough that I never said the beds or
the linen were dirty. The article says that
in one room there were 12 beds, 10 of which
were in use. I was wrong in that connec-
tion, because I said there were 11 beds. The
article continued and said that the room
measured 27 by 24 and that it was crowded
but that there was nothing to Indicate
that bedlam reigned. The article in this
evening's paper further said that in the
lounge and sunroom there were easy chairs.
that all of them were old and well worn,
and that some were damaged.

That is Precisely what I have been say-
ing, The article continues-

Matron Doreen Partridge outlined
some of the problems inherent in run-
ning such an establishment.

"These People are chronically sick.
They are sent out from Claremont or
Heathcote because the most important
thing they need is a homely environ-
ment.' Many of them have no relations
or next of kin,"

I could not agree more. I say this is how
the department was able to raise Its
discharge rate: by establishing hospitals
such as these in the metropolitan area to
which patients are taken from Claremont.
A load is thus taken off the Government
and because of the assistance received
from the social services the Government
is helped no end. As I said last night, I do
not blame the hospitals for doing this.
I merely want these hospitals properly
policed.

No mention has been made by the
matron of the torn carpet I saw in the
middle of one of the bedrooms or of the
other features that attracted my atten-
tion. I finished by saying-

There is no reason why the place
could not be painted, or why an
attractive lamp shade could not be
installed in the hall, or why the floor
coverings could not be replaced, In
their present state the floor coverings
present a hazard to the poor devils
who shuffle in and out of the rooms.
No wonder the discharge rate from
the Claremont or Heathcote institu-
tions look so good.

Mr. Cash: What is the expression you
used?

Mr. DAVIES: I referred to the "Poor
devils" and the hazard with which they
had to contend,

Mr. Cash: That is a pretty poor way to
describe these people.

Mr. DAVIES: The honourable member
may hop up and defend them if he wishes.
These poor devils are in a Position of
having nowhere else to go and the Govern-
ment is not properly supervising the
establishments to which they are sent.
The information I was given about the
institutions and hospitals and the regular
visits from psychiatrists and Mental Health
Association members was just pure hurn-
bug. I knew it was humbug before I
received the information in this House.

Somebody was so distressed as to tell
me the answer was coming forward and
that it was far from the truth. flow can
there be regular visits from psychiatrists
when the Mental Health Services is 10
psychiatrists short? The Claremont
Hospital and Heathcote have improved out
of all recognition since the days of the
late Digby Moynagh. I must hasten to
add, however, that I make no complaint
about Dr. Ellis.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It started long
before Dr. Moynagh.

Mr. DAVIES: It was probably before I
started taking an interest in the place. No-
body is criticising Dr. Ellis, because he is
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doing a very good job. It must, however, be
exhausting for him to try to cope with the
situation. I said that in the last 10 years
the people seeking treatment in Heatheote
had doubled.

Mr. Rosa Hutchinson: It was not wise
to say it was bedlam.

Mr. DAVIES: I am sorry about that. Bed-
lam was mentioned in the paper but I did
not mention it in my speech. It would how-
ever amount to a modem-day bedlam,
though it does not compare with the bed-
lam which gave the word Its name.

It is not meant to imply that the
patients are screaming, yelling, and
carrying on. We must use our common
sense In these matters. The patients would
not be in such a hospital if they carried
on in that fashion. This matter is con-
sidered with complete despair by the
people concerned and their relatives.

I received my first phone call at 7.10
a.nr, and I have been receiving calls since
and everyone has said, "Thank goodness
you have spoken out about that place."
Because I have tried to draw attention to
this hospital which has been in the con-
dition mentioned for the last several
months to my certain knowledge, people
take exception. Surely the main purpose
of our being here is to try to secure relief
in the way of social reform in matters of
this kind. The Government has done
nothing about this place, and I again draw
attention to the type of criticism and the
type of reaction that has been received.
Before comments are made in matters of
this kind, people should at least endeavour
to find out the true facts. As I have said.
the place is apparently not unknown to
others, but I have been the first one to
speak out about it.

I amn pleased the Government is making
this $120,000 available to subsidise these
places on a dollar-per-day basis. I should
imagine that they will get the age pension
plus the dollar per day. I1 trust the Gov-
ernment, will be able to obtain the ser-
vices of suficient psychiatrists to enable
visitations to be continued to these institi-
tutions. and that the patients will be able
to receive other than Chernco or tablet
treatment,

I only hope that this can do something
to improve the lot of these people.
Although there may be no hope of their
eventual cure, they will at least be living
under acceptable standards-acceptable,
that is, to members here, and not stand-
ards of which we would be ashamed. I
was certainly ashamed myself.

MVIR. JONES (Collie) 13.31 p.m.]: A
reference to the Government Gazette of
the*12th September, 1969, will reveal that
the Government Is amending the Fisheries
Act regulations In relation to Mnarron and
other types of fishing, generally, In West-
ern Australia. Yesterday the member. for

Belmont believed the oovernment con-
templated some change in the regulations;
and as a consequence he asked some ques-
tions. If it bad not been for the fore-
sight of the member for Belmont, we
would not have had the opportunity of
seeing these regulations, the contents of
which I consider are very important to
people in Inland towns who have not the
same opportunity to enjoy fishing as have
the residents of the coastal towns of
Western Australia. The member for Bel-
mont asked-

(1) is it intended that further new
regulations will be proclaimed
with respect to freshwater fish
including crustacean in the near
future?

The answer was, "Yes.' The next ques-
tion was--

(2) Are any new regulations regarding
the various fishing In estuarlan
and ocean waters to be pro-
claimed?

The answer to this question was also,
"Yes." The next question reads--

(3) If so, what are the details?
The details are very Important to rme be-
cause they concern inland fishing. I
understand these regulations will be
brought down after the House has risen.
The answer concerning the details is as
f ollow:-

(3) Inland fishing license-
(a) A person who catches or at-

tempts to catch marron,
trout, redfin perch, fresh-
water cobbler, barramundi,
and cherabin shall hold an
inland fisherman's license.

(b) No person shall take trout,
redfln perch, freshwater cob-
bler or barramundi by any
means other than by a'single
rod, reel, and line, or by a
single line, held In the band.

(c) No person shall take marron
or cherabla by any means
other than by not more than
six drop nets, or by one pole
snare, or by one hand scoop
net.

(d) No fish taken under this
license shall be sold.

(e) No person shall take more
than 10 trout or more than
30 Marron in any one day.

Rock lobsters-
(a) A person who takes or at-

tempts to take rock lobster in
the waters surrounding Rott-
nest Island shall hold an
amateur fisherman's license.

(b) No person shall use for the
taking of -rock lobster more
than two rock lobster pots.
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(c) Every amateur fisherman who
takes rock lobster by any
means whatsoever shall bald
an amateur fisherman's
license.

(d) No amateur fisherman shall
take more than eight rock
lobsters in any one day.

Crabs-
- No person shall use or per-

mit to be carried in any boat,
whatever the number of per-
sons in that boat, more than
ten drop nets in any one day.

These regulations were a surprise to those
who represent electorates in which the fish
referred to are found.

I1 understand that the license will cost
each fisherman the sum of $2. Why are
the regulations being changed? Why is
it necessary to place a further imposition
on the public of Western Australia? Dur-
ing this present period of the session, those
on this side of the House have opposed
measures which will bring in more revenue
to the Government, and I just wonder
what the intention is behind this move.

Let us examine the position of perch in
the Collie River. Fishing for perch in
that river is a sport enjoyed by old pen-
sioners. They have spare time and like
a little recreation. T7he facilities Pre-

- viously available on railways and road
buses are not now available to permit
them to go to Bunbury or to other places
where they can enjoy aL day's fishing: so
what do they do? They take the alterna-
tive course and go to the Collie River to
catch a few perch in order to pass their
time away. Now, these people are being
asked to pay S2 for a license in order that
they might fish.

With regard to marron, to what extent
will these regulations be enforced? Anyone
associated with marron fishing will know
that hundreds of school children in West-
ern Australia go to rivers daily to enjoy
some relaxation by doing a little niarron
fishing. I know that along the banks of
the Collie River-i do not know whether
the same situation applies in other areas
-there are hundreds of school children
on the water's edge with their bait enjoy-
ing niarron fishing.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You know the
prime purpose of this, don't you?

Mr. JONES: I will be pleased to hear
it.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is designed for
the conservation of the species.

Mr. JONES: We will not achieve that by
asking school children to pay $2.

Mr. Williams: Ask the member for War-
ren what he thinks about it.

Mr. JONES: 'The member for Warren
will be able to speak in a moment, and so
can the member for Bunbury, when I am
finished.

Mr. Williams: The member for Warren
made a very good speech on this, as a
matter of fact.

Mr. JONES: Is the Government expect-
ing school children to set these licenses?
If the regulations are enforced, all school
children in the Collie district will have to
pay $2 for a license, or their parents will
be liable. I think this is a crying shame,
to say the least! Why is extra revenue
necessary from people who catch a few
perch? Why is it necessary to penalise
people who enjoy inland fishing? The next
thing we will know is that People Who go
to sea will have to obtain a license before
they can catch herring or some other type
of sea fish. Why is this being applied to
people only in inland towns? I think it
is completely unjust, to say the least!

Sir David Brand: The member for
Warren wanted more licenses issued.

Mr. Williams: To do exactly-as You say.
Several members interjected.
Mr. Graham: Who is making this

speech?
Mr. JONES: There are plenty of inter-

jectors, and I hope they will all make a
contribution later on. However, I have
noticed, particularly since I have been in
this Chamber, that such members do not
make any contributions themselves. All
they do is snipe at members of the Opposi-
tion when they are on their feet. I sug-
gest that if the member for Bunbury-
who, for same reason loves attacking mre
when I am on my feet-

Mr. Williams: That is not fair.
Mr. JONES: -has something to say, he

should make a contribution and tell mem-
bers what he has in mind.

Mr. Graham: H~e is the gutless one who
maskes his speeches sitting down!

Mr. Dunn: At least he does not talk
without saying something.

Mr. JONES: I did not know that the
honourable member had taken over the
chairmanship.

Mr. Dunn: Nor have I. I was merely
saying-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Order!

Mr. JONES: I thought we had a Chair-
man in the Chair, but apparently there
are others in this Chamber undertaking
the job.

Mr. Graham: Trying to.

Sir David Brand: That is a reflection on
the Chairman.

Mr. JONES: Getting back to my point,
without any interjecton&--

Mr. Dunn: Peace reigns once more!
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Mr. JONES: -I want to know why it
is necessary to impose this license. Why
penalise the children of Western Australia
and ask them or their parents to pay $2
for a license? Why is there a restriction
on the number of marran to be caught?
Getting back to the point raised by the
member for Sunbury concerning the pre-
servation of marron. perhaps I agree to
some extent with the opinions recently
expressed by the member for Warren. I
know it is necessary to preserve marron,
but I challenge any member here to prove
that the numbers of marron are diminish-
ing in the Collie district.

When Parliament is in recess, I, at least
once a week, enjoy marron fishing in the
Collie district. T never miss going at least
once a week, with some friends, to the Wel-
lington Dam. Prom the catches I make
there, I challenge anyone to prove that
the number of marron in the Wellington
Damn has been reduced to any degree.

As a matter of fact, last year was one
of the best Years for marron fishing ever ex-
perienced in the Collie district. Perhaps
the position may be different at Warren,
because we have two different species of
marron; we have those which are caught
in the river catchments in Warren and
those which are caught in the Wellington
Dam in the Collie district, so there are
two different situations. I think if any
south-west member happens to go marron-
ning, he will know that what I am saying
is factual.

I am simply wondering why the restric-
tion has been applied in the Collie district.
It may be found that restrictions are neces-
sary in the Warren district, but, from my
own experience, restrictions are not neces-
sary so far as Collie and the Wellington
Dam are concerned. With regard to the
limitation of 30, 1 wonder where this
figure was obtained. Has a departmental
officer gone down to the south-west and
made investigations to see whether the
number of marron in the Wellington Dam
is diminishing? How was the figure of
30 arrived at?

It means that if one has the opportunity
one could go fishing seven days, a week
and catch 210 marron; whereas a person
who goes out only once a week is restricted
to 30. Of course, it Is a different position
at Warren. and the member for that area
would agree there are different species
of inarron. One could catch a number of
marron in the Warren area which would
fill a sugar bag; but the same quantity of
marron tiaken from the Wellington Dami
-and I refer to marran which conform to
the size regulations-would not quarter
fill a sugar bag. I think anyone who knows
anything about marron fishing- will know
this is a fact. If the number "30" is to
be inserted in the regulations, some con-
sideration should be given to the size of
the marron.

Mr. Jamieson: Does it mean that every
member of your family would have to hold
a license?

Mr. JONES: According to the regulations
everyone taking part in marron fishing
will have to be the holder of a license.
Another point is that it is not easy to get
to fishing spots along the Wellington Dam
because, as the member for the district
would know, it is very rough country. I
go fishing with a party and we never
travel less than 20 miles, but I 'would not
take my car over those roads. My friend
has a utility and so we are able to get
to spots that, perhaps, a person with a
good vehicle would not be able to reach.

My friend and I will be restricted to 60
marron, and it is not easy for us to reach
the fishing spots; yet another person could
go out seven nights a week and catch 210
marron. I think the regulations are out
of Proportion. I agree there should be some
Preservation of matron, but I think we
should look at the real issues involved.

There may* be valid reasons for the
necessity for the regulations, but I can-
not see them and I base that statement
on experience because, as I mentioned a
moment ago, I frequently go marron fish-
ing while Parliament is in recess. It Is a
lovely sport and one can have a lot of
fun. I feel very strongly about this matter
and I think if licenses are to be Issued
Young school children should at least be
excluded. We should encourage them to
take part in sport, and surely it should
not be necessary for 13-year olds and 14-
Year olds to obtain a fishermian's inland
license. This is going too far and it is
an unjust burden on the parents of those
children.

I think I have made my point clear and
I would like to hear the Minister give us
the views of the Government. My final
comment is that I do not want it to be
said that I am not in agreement with
rnarron preservation, because I know it is
necessary. However, I think the member
for Warren will agree that there are two
different sets of circumstances and I think
that situation should be considered when
changes to the regulations are contem-
plated.

5MR. H. D. EVANS (Warren) [3.44 p.m.]:
Because I disagree with the member for
Collie on some aspects, I would not like
anyone to think that either of us is not
conservation conscious. I think the member
for Collie indicated that there are two
sets of circumstances which cannot be ade-
quately covered by the same regulations.
There is one further point in addition too
the terms of the regulations: the member
for Collie cannot validly move to have the
regulations disallowed until after the end
of the current season, and I would like
to elaborate on that point in a moment. I
think this highlights the problem which
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applies not only in this case but also in
any other case in which regulations are
operative.
Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.3 P-m
Mr. H. D. EVANS: I was saying that

whilst I could not agree entirely with the
member for Collie I was disturbed about
the positive restriction on his being able
to do anything about the measures to
which he objects. If we look firstly at
the measures that have been introduced to
conserve marron, we find they are basically
sound and desirable from the point of view
of conservation in the area I represent.

Firstly, the limitation of the bag to 30
marron per fisherman-I presume that is
the intention-is fairly generous. In my
district we have good sized fish, two
inches between the eyes. In the circum-
stances, conditions in the Wellington flam
are very different. To a large extent the
growth of marron depends on the environ-
mental circumstances, and of course these
Involve the feeding rate, water tempera-
tures, and many other factors. Because
of the differing circumstances and environ-
went, there is a considerable variation in
some species that exist in the two areas.

Research has been conducted into this
subject and I drew attention to this in the
House a few nights ago. Most of this re-
search has been done at Pemberton. I
understand that an opportunity to get to
the Collie area has not been readily avail-
able.

The purpose of a license, I hope, will be
to Provide some revenue to enable the
regulations to be policed. No matter how
well framed the regulations may be, fisher-
men are fishermen, and the regulations
must be policed. It comes down to that
fundamental. If there is to be a license
fee imposed, I would like it more clearly
stated than in the embracing item that
appears in the proposed regulations. Surely
a rate for juniors and for pensioners could
be fixed. The suggested license fee of $2
is not readily acceptable when we have
regard to the circumstances referred to by
the member for Collie.

Mr. Orayden: I think the regulation pro-
vides that only one member in a family
shall hold a license.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: We are not certain
of that. We simply have that bold state-
ment without any qualification.

Mr. Jamileson: A one hand scoop seems
to imply that it is an individual.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: Perhaps the Minister
in this Chamber representing the Minister
for Fisheries and Fauna may be able to
clarify some of these points. I have been
marron fishing in she Warren River for
over 30 years, and my feeling is that there
is a decline in ruarron stocks in those
waters. This is confirmed from informa-
tion I have obtained from everybody I

know and also at a public meeting held at
Manjimup not so long ago. I hope these
methods of conservation are implemented,
and that the Minister pursues the line he
has adopted, but with the necessary modi-
fications to cater for the different areas in
which they shall apply.

The first of the regulations which were
to apply to marron fishing were gazetted
on the 12th September, 1969, by way of a
proclamation. These seem to be an exten-
sion or an adjustment of the existing
regulations and, as such, are permissible
by proclamation. The regulations proposed
by the Minister are in a slightly different
category. These involve a new concept and
it means they can be introduced and
become effective after gazettal.

I did not know, until I read that regula-
tion that the regulations must be tabled
in the House witin the first six days of
the next sitting of Parliament. This means
that no member can raise objections to
them, or move to have them disallowed,
until that time. In other words, four or
five months will elapse before the member
for Collie, who raised some valid objec-
tions to them, can move to have the regu-
lations disallowed. This illustration indi-
cates the danger of such a practice.

In the same way the entire Shark Bay
area could be bulldozed for the pro-
duction of salt without the member for
Gascoyne being able to register his protest
in time. Surely there could be some
undertaking whereby, when a project of
this nature is contemplated, the matter
could at least be referred to the member
who represents the district that will. bea
affected.

I must concede that the existing situa-
tion is a considerable improvement on what
prevailed previously when there was only
one session of Parliament. Even so, many
problems could arise in four or five months
from which repercussions could stem. As
these regulations are contemplated at
present, I call upon the Minister, firstly, to
give some details, Particularly in regard to
licenses and the permissible catch allowed
to each individual. Secondly, I ask the
Premier to consider making some amend-
ments to the Standing Orders whereby the
member in whose electorate some action
is contemplated shall -at least be given some
warning that there are to be adjustments
made to the fishing regulations, and that
lie does not become cognisant of them
as a result of fortuitous circumstances,
such as one of his colleagues asking a
question in regard to them on the day
prior to their coming into effect.

MR. JAMIESON (Belmont) [4.12 p-m.]:
I wish to say a few words on this proposi-
tion, because it would appear to me that
all kinds of licenses will be issued if the
Government is to proceed with these regu-
lations. Even an individual who has not
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much knowledge of fishing would have to
apply for an inland fisherman's license,
an amateur fisherman's license, and so
on. One will need to be acquainted with
all sorts of regulations, and to know
where, perhaps, in an estuary the fresh
water ends and the salt water begins, so
that one will not find oneself fishing for
fresh water cobbler. I have at times
fished for these in the Murray River tri-
butaries before there were any restric-
tions such as those that are mentioned in
these regulation&~

For example, apparently if fresh water
cobbler were available for catching in a
river one would need a license before oDe
could fish for them. In the regulations
all kinds of fish are referred to. For
example, barramundi and eherabin are
mentioned. Probably half the members
of this Chamber would not know what a
cherabin is.

Mr. Craig: What is it?

Mr. JAMIESON: Even the Minister
would -not know, and I would not blame
him. In fact, it is a crustacean. It is a
large shrimp nearly the size of Miarron
which is to be found in rivers such as
the Fitzroy River in the north. It is
found quite abundantly underneath the
surface of the sand. I understand that
the natives regard it as a delicacy. How-
ever, under the regulations, apparently
a native will require a license to fish for
cherabin, and we would expect a native
to catch barramundi by a handline, or
by some similar means. That would be
a bit beyond a Joke. I think a native
should be Permitted to use a spear.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I agree. They
will have to work it out the best way they
Canl.

Mr. JAMIESON: I suggest that when
the regulations are framed the area in
which Marron can be caught should be
defined. As far as I know Marron do
not exist beyond the Moore River. That
is the most northerly point at which they
have been caught in recent times.

Mr. Bickerton: There are Marron at
Marble Bar.

Mr. JAMIESON: They must have been
caught after a very busy night in the
Ironclad, I am afraid. The regulation
sets out the various types of fish that may
or may not be taken.

I do suggest that, before the Govern-
ment finally promulgates the proposed
regulations, they should be made clearer
than they are. A person who has an
amateur fishing license should be covered
in respect of all aspects of fishing even
if It means charging an extra dollar for
a comprehensive fishing license. That
would be preferable to charging a dollar
for one type of license and another dollar

for another type, With all the licenses
about the place one does not know
whether one is an amateur fisherman.

Under the present set-up a person from
Collie would have to obtain a special
license to catch Marron at the weir; he
would have to obtain another license if
he wished to drop a couple of cray pots at
Bunbury; and he would have to obtain
a license for his boat If he was using one.
Before very long the people will not be. able
to participate in any type of fishing, in
view of all the licenses that are required
to be held.

I suggest to the Minister for Works that
he put this point of view to the Minister
for Fisheries and Fauna to see whether
there can be some easing of the Present
restrictions. Clarification is necessary to
determine whether each member of a
family is required to hold a fishing license:
and whether the mother or daughter of a
person who holds a license for a hand scoop
net needs to apply for a separate
license to use the net. Before finality is
reached in respect of the penalties pre-
scribed in the regulations it should be
stated clearly what is Intended by the
department In this conservation effort.

I agree with the member for Collie there
are more Marron in this State now than
ever before, because reservoirs have been
built In what were formerly the natural
habitats of the Marron. Previously the
Marron had little protection, but now in
the reservoirs they have much greater
protection. Vast stretches of waters are
now available to the Marron, whereas pre-
viously they relied on billabongs which
dried up occasionally or they relied on pools
which were filled by the waters from the
hills. The people should not be stifled in
their activties under the veneer of con-
servation necessity.

MR. NORTON (Gascoyne) 1 4.18 P.m.]:
I will not deal with fisheries on this
occasion, although most members are of
the opinion that I will. As I expected,I
have received approaches In respect of thi
amendments made to the Fauna Conserva-
tion Act which were adopted earlier this
session. The approaches deal with the levy
which has been placed on the carcases or
skins of kangaroos which are shot for
commercial Purposes.

The country vermin boards which are
located in the pastoral areas of the State,
and the shires in those areas, meet once
every three months. These two bodies
usually meet on the same day, and they
make a social event of the occasion by
holding the meetings in different parts
of the shire, so that the need for travelling
is shared among the members.

Yesterday I received a letter from the
Murchison Vermin Board, which has juris-
diction in the Murchison Shire, and is
situated on the Mullewa and Carnarvon
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road, about 150 miles north of Mullewa.
The letter is dated the 31st October. 1969,
and reads as follows:-

Dear Sir,
re Levy on Kangaroo Hunters.

A Proposal by the Government to
levy a tax on kangaroo hunters in re-
spect to kangaroos shot for the
marketing of kangaroo meat received
strong opposition by members in
attendance at a meeting of this Ver-
min Board on Saturday the 25th
Instant.

A motion opposing any such levy
reads as follows:-
'Kangaroo Levy' the Government pro-
posal to collect a tax or levy on kan-
garoos killed by hunters is strongly
opposed by this Vermin Board.

Members agree that kangaroos in
this district cannot (as is feared in
some areas) be exterminated by shoot-
Ing alone.

However hunters do assist in the
control of excessive numbers, and, for
that reason they should be subsidised
or most certainly not hindered by
taxes or levies on their work.

Excessive numbers of kangaroos in
these areas do considerable damage
to fences and consequent loss of
pastures seriously reduces potential in-
come in the Pastoral Industry.

Members of this board being all en-
gaged in the pastoral industry would
deeply appreciate your making rep-
resentations with the Government in
this behalf.

I passed a copy of that letter on to the
Minister for Fisheries and Fauna, and I
have requested that something be done in
respect of the matter that has been raised.

Members should be aware of the menace
that is created by the kangaroo In the
pastoral areas. Mt. Narryer Station, in the
Murchison district, runs between 20,000
and 25,000 sheep. Over the past 12 months
it employed two kangaroo shooters to help
in reducing the kangaroo population. Dur-
ing the 12 months those shooters got over
40,000 kangaroo carcases.

Kangaroo shooters are very selective.
Like rabbit trappers they do not seek out
the young or small. They take the mature
animals, and leave the others to grow up
to an economic size. It is thought that
kangaroo shooters are making a good
living: and I agree that they are. How-
ever, their expenses are terrific. The cost
or ammunition is very high, as Is their
cost of running vehicles over scrub country
in all conditions. This is not a cheap
method of transport for collecting kanga-
roo carcases. The kangaroo shooter then
has to maintain a mobile freezer in which
to hold the carcases for at least a week.
After that the carcases have to be tran-
sported either to the freezer trucks of the

railways, or-in the case of Carnarvon-
into the town where they are held in
another freezer until a freezer truck is
available to take them to the factories to
be Processed into pet meat. The cost
involved in processing a kangaroo carcase
into pet meat is very high.

The kangaroo is probably far more
selective than any other animal which
feeds on the pastoral lands of this State.
It cats. as much as a sheep, so one can see
the financial loss the kangaroo causes to
the pastoral areas. The inroads of the
kangaroo have a dampening effect on the
flocks of the pastoral stations.

On a station just outside Carnarvon two
brothers -have been shooting kangaroos for
four or five years, but they have not
shifted camp in that time. Kangaroo
shooters have to take a certain number
of carcases each night. I think they work
on taking about 30 cwt. of meat each
night to make the proposition economic.
if the shooters do not get that quantity
they mflve to another area where the
kangaroos are more plentiful. These two
brothers have shot between 40,000 and
50,000 kangaroos in the area each year,
and this station runs between 18,000 and
20,000 sheep. We can therefore see what
a great menace the kangaroo is to it,

Not long ago the Agriculture Protection
Board in the Filbara area examined ways
and means, including poisoning and other
means, to get rid of the kangaroos.
That was done, because of the financial
losses they caused and the damage they
did to the pastures and fences. Now a levy
has been imposed on kangaroo creases,
whereas it is suggested a subsidy should
be paid for shooting these animals in
certain areas. Kangaroo shooters should be
encouraged rather than discouraged, but
by imposing a 20c levy on each carcase
they are discouraged.

.Many reports have been published by
economists on the effect of the kangaroo
on pastoral areas. One recently appeared
in The West Australian, and in this the
economist said that the pastoralists would
have to increase their production by 5 per
cent. per annum in order to kee p up with
the increased cost of runining their proper-
ties, and to allow for any drop in wool
prices. If the pastoral areas are to be kept
fully stocked then no steps should be taken
to hamper the destruction of the kangaroo.

Here I might mention something about
the breeding habits of the kangaroo. In
the early days before the pastoralists devel-
oped their properties, the kangaroo did
not breed nearly as prolifically as it does
today. In fact, it was a very slow breeder
at the time. The kangaroo needs water,
but in the early days of the devel-
opment of the pastoral properties it
had to rely on natural water sources. When
no water was available the kangaroo did
not breed. With the development of the
pastoral areas, and water being readily
available, breeding increased very rapidly;

2582



[Wednesday, 12 November, 1969.] 2583

and a doe has been known to have as many
as three joeys with her at one time. One of
the iceys would have just left the pouch
and would be running with the doe: one
would be in the pouch in a well developed
stage; and one would be on the teat.

Seasons do make a difference to the
rate of breeding. The kangaroo I am refer-
ring to is the red type, and these animals
move about very qickly. They follow the
thunderstorms, and they seem to know
exactly where to go for feed. They move
over long distances, although it is claimed
by some that they do not travel any great
distances.

I appeal to the Government to look
again into this matter, so that where, in
certain areas, the kangaroo is breeding in
large numbers, it can be declared ver-
min. No restrictions should be placed on
the people who shoot kangaroos profes-
sionally either for their meat or carcases.
By exempting them from the levy the
kangaroo population will be kept down,
and the maximum stocking of the pastoral
areas will take place. On behalf of the
pastoral industry I make a sincere request
for areas such as the pastoral districts, to
be exempted from the tax.

MR. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister
for Transport) 14.29 p.m.1: I want to
make a few brief comments on the re-
marks of the member for Victoria Park.
He referred to the premises, No. 13 Field
Street, Mt. Lawley.

Mr. Jamieson: How many people is this
hostel licensed to accommodate?

Mr. O'CONNOR: If the honourable
member will wait I will tell him what I
know about the matter.

Mr. Jamieson: You had better find that
out.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The member for Bel-
mont has had the opportunity to speak
and he should give me the opportunity
to speak now.

Mr. Jamieson: I thought I would let
you know.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I visited the hostel
this morning, but on many other occa-
sions I have also been there. I know that
some difficulties exist, but I think there
is a great contrast between the mild tone
which the member for Victoria Park used
today, and the extravagant terms he used
last night.

Mr. Davies: Exactly the same.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know the

reason for the change in his tone, but he
seemed to have backed down a little.

Mr. Davies: It was exactly the same.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know whether

he is prepared to go outside this Chamber
and say what he has said here. If he does
he will find himself in quite a deal of hot
water. I refer to the home in Mt. Lawley

which the member for Victoria Park said
was overcrowded. I think there are too
many People in the home and that some-
thing should be done about it.

Mr. Jamnieson: How many people is it
licensed for?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know: ap-
proximately 40.

Mr. Jamieson: It is licensed for 30.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I believe there are

approximately 40 people there now. Re-
ferring to the comments made by the
member for Victoria Park last night, be
mentioned the people in the home and
said it was a Government-controlled hos-
tel at 13 Field Street. Mt. Lawley.

Mr. Davies: Well, it is.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The member for Vic-
toria Park said-

By some quirk of coincidence I was
asked to call on a person who had
been released from either the Clare-
mont or the H-eatheote institution, and
who was residing at a Government-
controlled hostel at 13 Field Street,
Mt. Lawley.

Mr. Davies: I did not know who it be-
longed to.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am reading what you
said in Hansard, and if what I am read-
ing is incorrect I take it for granted that
the member intended something different
from what he said. It is not a Govern-
ment-controlled hostel, but is, in fact, a
Private hostel.

Mr. Dunn: The honourable member is
insulting Parliament.

Mr. O'CONNOR: We all make some
errors when speaking, because it is not
easy to get all the facts correct. A mem-
ber can say something which he meant
to convey in another way.

Mr. Bertram: How would he be In hot
water?

Mr. O'CONNOR: The member for Mt.
Hawthorn may find that he Is in hot
water some day. The member for Vic-
toria Park also said-

When I entered I found a dirty, fly-
blown broken chandelier hanging
from the ceiling.

Mr. Davies: I corrected that this morn-
ing I had written down fly-stained
chandelier.

Mr. Jamieson: Fly blown? How could a
fly blow a chandelier?

Mr. O'CONNOR: That is what I
wondered and I thought it was strange. If
the honourable member wants to correct
the statement he can do so. I went to the
house in Mt. Lawley this morning and
while it was overcrowded-the people were
virtually set out in dormitories--it was not
dirty.
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Point of Order
Mr. TONKIN: On a point of order, Mr.

Chairman, the Minister is quoting from
an uncorrected proof. That is contrary
to the privileges of the House and I sub-
mit that you must order the Minister to
refrain from so doing.

Tbe CHAIRMAN: Quite correct; the
Minister cannot quote from an uncorrected
proof.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The copy from which
I was quoting was printed and I there-
fore thought it was corrected. I thought
that printed copies of speeches were cor-
rected copies. If I have made a mistake I
regret it. I think I am placed in the same
position as the member for Victoria Park.
I have read out what I thought was right,
but I have misjudged.

Committee Resumed
Mr. O'CONNOR: I spoke to the people

at the hostel this morning. I went through
the home and it certainly was not ditty.
The, bedrooms were quite neat. I did see
that the furniture was not what we would
see In our own homes but the matron ex-
plained to me that the people are not
easy to handle. Because of their problems
they are the type of people who destroy and
considerably damage furniture and other
material, including their own clothing. Be-
cause of this, there is quite some difficulty
associated with running such a place. I
amt of the opinion that many of those
people would probably be better off in a
country atmosphere.

Mr. Davies: Like Wooroloo.

Mr. O'CONNOR: We would probably find
a lot of people at Wooroloo who would
complain about that, too, because the
People to whom I have referred are not
wanted. This is unfortunate, because those
people are not responsible for their con-
dition.

I spoke to Dr. Ellis, who is the Director
of Mental Health in this State. He ex-
plained to me that three general practi-
tioners visit the hostel in Field Street each
week. A psychiatrist goes there once fort-
nightly, and after-care nurses go there
weekly. While It is realised that there are
problems the department has rejected a
request for further assistance until such
time as the standard of the home is im-
proved.

Mr. Davies: Precisely what I was say-
Ing.

Mr. O'CONNOR: That is not precisely
what the member for Victoria Park was
saying. I think he was over-extravagant
in some of the terms he used. He was cer-
tainly much milder in tone in this Houise
today. I felt it was not possible to realise
that the same person was speaking on the
same subject.

I do want to make it clear that the home
in Field Street is not a Government-con-
trolled hostel, but that the Health Depart-

mnent does intend to give some assistance
to it if the standard or the home can be
improved.

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe-
Minister for Works) [4.38 p.mn.]: I would
like to comment on some of the points
raised on fisheries. The member for Collie
a=d the member for Warren spoke on this
subject, and I think the member for Bel-
inont also had something to say about the
regulations which will be brought down in
due course in regard to fishermen's inland
licenses, and other licenses.

I checked with the Minister for Fisheries
and Fauna, and he has informed me that
the regulations are not yet drawn up by
the Crown Law Department. A great deal
of effort has to go into their formation.
It is expected they will be tabled in the
next s ession of Parliament, so no fears need
be felt, that any steps will be taken up to
that point of time.

Mr. Jamieson: When will they be pro-
claimed?

Mr. ROSS HUITCHINSON: I cannot tell
when the Proclamation will be, but it will
not be for a considerable time.

Mr. Jamieson: It will not be during this
season?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I do not think
so. Do not hold me to that, either, but I
do not think so. I would like to make
the point that the Government believes in
conservation, and the Government believes
it is of great importance to conserve the
flora and fauna of this State of ours. In-
deed, we debated this very matter at some
length when we discussed a Bill in this
Chamber to amend the Fauna Conserva-
tion Act.

Mr. Jones: We do not deny that; we are
all for conservation.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The member
for Collie did not deny the need completely,
because he did say he believed there should
be some conservation. But it is always
the degree; it is always how much, and
whether it affects a person or a person's
interests.

I want to emphasise that the Govern-
ment is most concerned about conserva-
tion, and about pollution. We are con-
cerned about those matters which affect
our natural environment. I am reminded
that there was criticism in the headlines
of an article concerning the Minister for
industrial Development and the views he
expressed in another country. Not enough
attention has been given to his views on
conservation,. because, in the small print,
what he had to say was topline stuff. I
want to refer to what was said, because
it has to do with conservation. The news-
p~aper article read as follows-

Nothing is so hot a subject today as
pollution and conservation.
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Companies in mining and other in-
dustries must anticipate the need for
restoration and effluent pollution con-
tra!.

Theirs is the firm responsibility not
to unnecessarily pollute and disfigure
man's environment. in the final
analysis it costs less to do it well volun-
tarily and without being pushed.

If industry is doing its job, Govern-
mnent legislation merely codifies the
the good practices of the best com-
panies.

Governments should be legislating
only for the laggards who try to avoid
their legitimate responsibilities and
operate and compete unfairly with the
main body of industry.

That fairly sums up the Government's
attitude on conservation. It is agreed that
some of the conservation measures hit
people severely, and change their way of
life. I come from the south-west of the
State and I know the value of marron
fishing to the people In the south-
west. I know it very well indeed. There
will be many who will be sorely grieved
at having to pay $2 to get a license to go
cut to take some marron.

At the same time, I understand there
have been requests from many parts of
the State for conservation measures to en-
sure the continuation of certain species of
niarron. There have been requests to not
wait until they have Just about been fished
out. As the member for Warren pointed
out, it is necessary that one should have
more officers policing regulations and tak-
ing steps to conserve our natural fauna.
I agree with that statement. It is all very
well to have regulations, but what is the
use of them if they are not policed pro-
perly? As I said, the regulations are not
yet drafted and members will, in due
course, have an opportunity to determine
their eff ectiveness.

The member for Gascoyne also dealt
with the matter of conservation and he
said that kangaroo hunters were upset
about the royalty, or levy, to be imposed.
Here again, no final determination has
been reached as to the amount of the
royalty, or how it will operate. The
royalty concerns a $150,000 industry, and
I understand the sum to be raised will be
between $20,000 and $40,000. Surely the
industry can absorb that charge.

I am surprised that the member for
Gascoyne said that instead of levying a
royalty perhaps a subsidy should be applied.
'This would mean a bounty, I can imagine
what would happen if we were to pay a
bounty for each kangaroo tail.

Mr. Jamieson: You would have the
Duke of Edinburgh out here tomorrow.

ISO)

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: We would
have the whole world onto us. I repeat:
These efforts are made by the Government
to try to bring about sound conservation
measures. During the course of debate
there may be some change in the regula-
tions. Finally, we should have sound
conservation measures.

Votes: Medical, $29,727,600; Public
Health, $3,707,000; Mental Health Services,
$6,114,000; Fisheries, $682,000-put and
passed.

Part 13: Minister for Agriculture-

MR. BRADY (Swan) [14.45 p.m.]: Last
evening members will recall that I raised
the matter of abattoirs and I was sub-
sequently advised I should bring my argu-
ments forward on part 13.

In the main, I feel the message has been
got over to the Minister; namely, there
should be an inquiry into the continued
stoppages at the Midland Junction Abat-
toir. I advise the Minister that the Chief
Industrial Commissioner (Mr. O'Sullivan),
has dealt most comprehensively with dif-
ficulties at the abattoir on more than one
occasion. It Is rather remarkable at this
point of time that of 15 or 20 recommenda-
tions which the commissioner has made,
approximately half have never been ful-
filled. If the management of the abattoir
board is simply going to ignore decisions
made by the Chief Industrial Commis-
sioner (Mr. O'Sullivan) and other mem-
bers of the commission from time to time
there will be a great deal of difficulty.

I could spend a considerable amount of
time in tracing the various arguments that
have been brought before the industrial
Commission in recent times and before the
Chief Industrial Commissioner. What I
wish to point out is that as far back as last
.January the Chief Industrial Commissioner
spoke of the difficulties on the mutton floor
of the abattoir. He said-

I recommend to the Board that it
takes steps to prevent the escape of
steam from the viscera tables and that
it install equipment whereby cooled
air can be distributed throughout the
whole of the work area of the mutton
slaughter section of its abattoir.

Although he made that statement as long
ago as last January, this work had not been
carried out in October. A period of ap-
proximately nine months has elapsed since
the recommendation was made, but the
abattoir board has not carried out the
commissioner's recommendation.

In addition to the commissioner making
that recommendation last January-and
following it up with approximately 15 other
recommendations for work to be done-this
matter was taken before the Industrial
Commission as long ago as 1966 when the
union and the industry were arguing about
cool air in the mutton chain area.
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This is recorded in Complaint No. 462
of 1966. The union had advised the abat-
toir board-

.. that they would not process more
than tally on any day, until such
time as management installed fans
at various points on the chain.

Now, nearly three years later, the board
of management has not put an effective
cooling system into the abattoir. I per-
sonally visited the abattoir on the 22nd
October to see what the trouble was in
connection with escaping steam and to
see whether cool air bad been provided.
I found that there were three or tour
fans Provided in the abattoir but they
were not working. Steam was oozing in
all directions from the viscera tables and
hot water of a temperature of 180 degrees
in which the slaughtermen dipped their
knives as they went from beast to beast
was overflowing.

The cooling system in the abattoir ap-
pears to have been a matter of major
contention for over three years, and the
board of management has not done much
about it. I believe the board has now
advised the union that it has received a
suitable quote for a cooling system. I ask
members to listen to this classic-

The manufacturers of this equip-
ment have advised that they will be
able to despatch units to the works
in eight to nine working weeks from
the date of official order, which means
that the units will arrive at the works
in the week before Christmas. As yet
we have no estimates concerning time
of installation but immediately this
information is available you will be
advised.

Those remarks were contained in a letter
dated the 20th October, 1969, from the
Midland Junction Abattoir Board ad-
dressed to the union.

This matter has been before the board
for three years. The beard is going to
get the equipment, but it still does not
have an estimate for installing it. I con-
sider the board is deliberately provoking
Its employees.

I come now to the most amazing and
fantastic Part of the whole story. I could
not believe my own eyes when I went to
the abattoir on the 22n4l October and found
four women working amongst 50 or 60
men. They were working on the mutton
chain section and doing certain work con-
nected with the stripping of carcases. The
women are working with the men, but
they are not being paid male rates. Al-
though they receive only '75 per cent, of
the male rate they have to keep up with
the chain work.

An employee told me that they handle
approximately 10 carcases a minute which
means, of course, 600 an hour. The four
women to whom I have referred have to

work with the men in a most confined
area and handle approximately 150 car-
cases an hour for the female basic rate
of '75 per cent. of the male wage, plus
the margin that applies.

In addition to that, I found that in
many cases the women do not have access
to a cabinet in which to keep their cloth-
ing. I also understand that they have
to walk a considerable distance to reach
the toilets, which are certainly an ele-
mentary requirement of human nature.
Nevertheless, these women have been em-
ployed in the industry for a number of
years.

In view of that fact I feel I should read
out to the House the commissioner's find-
ings when the union did not want the
women to work in the abattoir. Part of
the commissioner's statement reads as
follows:

The work force available in W.A. is
not sufficient to fill all the work posi-
tions in this State and Particularly is
this pattern of insufficiency apparent
at Midland Junction Abattoirs. TO
restrict Management in its selection
of workers, i.e.. prohibit the use of
female workers, would place too seri-
ous a restriction on the Management
and I refuse to do so. If female
workers can tolerate-

Surely this must be a classic in the his-
tory of industrial arbitration. To con-
tin ue-

-working in mutton slaughter sec-
tions and male workers are not avail-
able, then I see no just cause to re-
strict their employment.

In my opinion, sweated labour is being
used in Western Australia in this year of
1969 in the State Government abattoirs.
If workers are not being sweated economic-
ally, they are at least being sweated Physic-
ally. One cannot blame the members of
the industry for resorting to strikes. I
bate the sound of the word "strike". I was
an industrial union secretary and organiser
for approximately 20 years and there was
not one strike during the period I occupied
that Position.

Nevertheless, the people at the abattoirs
have to resort to strikes to obtain the most
elementary requirements of any factories
in Western Australia. I consider that the
Minister for Labour should Independently
of the Minister for Agriculture, conduct
an inquiry into the industry to see why 60
or '70 men are huddled together in a con-
fined area working on a chain and why
women have to put up with these condi-
tions for '75 per cent, of the basic wage.
plus the margin.

Mr. O'Nell: The Industrial Commis-
stoner carried out a full inquiry into this
industry.

Mr. BRADY: I have it here and I just
read it to the Committee.
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Mr. O'Neil: The Inquiry?
Mr. BRADY: These conditions should

not be encouraged in the year of 1969. If
the Government intends to encourage them,
I certainiy will not and I think it is a damn
disgrace-

Members: Here, now!
Mr. BRADY: -to think that women

should be made to work under conditions
of this kind.

Mr. O'Neil: They are not made to work
at all.

Mr. BRADY: Why are these women
working there? They have probably been
forced through economic difficulties-

Mr. O'Neil: Rubbish!
Mr. BRADY: -and through domestic

problems to take on this employment.
Mr. O'Neil: Nonsense.
Mr. BRADY: Even if they wanted the

job-
Mr. O'Neil: They have been working

there for years.
Mr. BRADY: -they should never be

made to work under such conditions-
Mr. O'Connor: Speak up a bit!

Mr. BRADY: -which men cannot toe'r-
ate. The Minister for Labour has nothing
to be proud of in the factories and shops
legislation so far as the Midland Junction
Abattoir is concerned. Whilst I have
breath in my body I will relate in this
place the conditions which apply at the
Midland Junction Abattoir.

The whole thing has been a trick on
the part of the board of management from
the start. Originally the workers were
on a time basis. Everybody worked a 48,
a 44, and finally a 49-hour week. How-
ever, the smart businessmen on the board
of management and their advisers brought
in a tally system. The result is that there
is now a sweated system of labour where
women are being forced to work under the
most shocking conditions which I have
seen in 40 years of industrial experience
in Western Australia.

Mr. O'Neil: How many hours a week?
Mr. BRADY: I say to the Minister for

Labour and to the Minister for Agriculture
that an inqulry into the labour and factory
conditions at the Midland Junction
Abattoir is long overdue.

When the Government finds that it is
In financial difficulties because of the I-
dustrial conditions at the abattoir perhaps
it might do something. It is a remarkable
thing that none of these conditions apply
in the private abattoirs throughout the
State. The owners of private abattoirs
treat their employees like human beings,
I make an appeal tonight for the Govern-
ment to do the same thing. The first thing
to do, if women are to be employed, is to
give them decent conditions. They should

not have to bare their soul to the world
to get what are their just rights as
employees. It should not be necessary for
men to go on strike over the Installation
of cooling systems which are long overdue
and which the Chief industrial Comnmis-
sioner recommended to the board of man-
agement some eight or nine months ago.
These things have not been done.

The men are being accused of taking
direct action but, at the same time,
members of the board of management are
thumbing their noses at the employees
when they expected them to work under
these conditions.

It is my duty to bring these matters
before the Chamber and let the Minister
know that I am not happy about them.
Thie Trades and Labour Council is not
happy; the Australian Labor Party is
not happy; and the Pastoralists and
Graziers Association is not happy, with
the turnover at the abattoir. Also, the
meat section of the Farmers' Union is not
happy, and neither are farners generally.
Instead of getting 60,000 to 80,000 head of
sheep per week. through the abattoir in
this year of 1969 they are getting less than
the numbers which were put through in
1956 and 1957.

That is the whole position from start
to finish and'it certainly warrants an in-
quiry being made into it. I advocate that
the Minister get cracking, otherwise the
whole situation will develop into a
shambles.

MR. NALDER (Katanning-Minister for
Agriculture) [5.1 p.m.]: I cannot let the
honourable member's remarks pass with-
out making some comment on what I
consider to be a number of exaggerated
statements that he made. I gave hint
credit for being reasonable, but, on an
occasion such as this--

Mr. Brady: You are the man who is not
reasonable. You won't even answer cor-
respondence or receive deputations. Don't
you talk about me not being reasonable.

Mr. NALDER: That Is all right.
Mr. Brady: You are only encouraging the

position and goading the men on.
Mr. NALDER: Wait a, minute. I want to

give members some informnation which I
have.

Mr. Brady: It will have to be good.

Mr. NALDER: It is up to date; that is
one thing about it. The honourable mem-
ber talked about 15 to 20 recommendations
being made and only half of them being
carried out. He said that the board was
deliberately provoking slaughtermen to do
what they are doing. Has anyone ever
heard such exaggerated statements?

Mr. Brady: They are not exaggerated;
they are factual.
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Mr. NALDER: To talk about sweated
labour is just stupid nonsense. That is
all that can be said of it. These people
volunteer for these Jobs.

Mr. Jamieson: And so do the farmers.
Mr. NALDER: We have women working

at Robb Jetty as well as at the Midland
Junction Abattoir, and they are doing a
remarkably good job. For a responsible
person to get up in this Chamber and talk
about sweated labour is absolutely ridi-
culous.

Mr. Brady: It is absolutely true.
Mr. O'Neil: It is quite clear that the

honourable member has not seen the
union secretary.

Mr. Brady: I have seen the union se-
cretary and the union executive .

Mr. NALDER: The attitude of the State
committee of management of the union
concerned might just as well be made
available to members. On the 15th October
the committee of management circulated
a statement criticising action taken by the
Government and the management at the
Midland Junction Abattoir, and included in
this circular was the following state-
ment:

Due to the fact that the recom-
mendation has not been fInalised or
in same Instances commenced, this
has caused the slaughtermen to view
with suspicion the general intention
of management and accordingly there
is a prevalent feeling In all sections
that to achieve improvement in a work
problem they have to threaten or take
Industrial action before improvement
takes place.

'The contents of this circular, and this
particular paragraph, indicate that the
union management condones strike action
irrespective of the consequences to the in-
dustry or the abattoir.

The union has pointed to failures by
management to rectify the problem of
steam on the viscera table. it is a re-
quirement of the Department of Primary
Industry that water on these tables be
maintained at 180 degrees.

Mr. Brady: That is maintained in other
places without having the men working
in steam all day.

Mr. NALDER: This Is so. Management
is aware that the steam generated, coupled
with the throughput of a large number of
carcases, and the presence of workers on
the floor, makes conditions hot and humid
during the warmer months of the year.
It has, however, made extensive modifi-
cations to deal with this Problem and is
currently arranging the installation of
eight forced-draught low velocity thin
evaporators connected to the refrigeration
system, which will distribute cool air-over
the slaughter floor area, and maintain a

10 degrees temperature drop with a
throughput of 9,000 carcases a day and
a staff of 300 people.

In addition, nine axial fans are to be
placed in the roof of the mutton floor to
remove the pockets of hot air and to im-
prove natural ventilation. It is interest-
ing that, despite being advised by the
board of the authorisation of these im-
provements, the mutton chain slaughter-
men ceased work at 11 an. on the 30th
October and advised the management
that they would not resume work until
Portable fans were placed on the mutton
floor in positions selected by the men so
that air could be played on them while
they were working.

Mr. Brady: The cooling system won't
be in until Christmas.

Mr. NALDER: The fans were installed
but they are a health hazard and have
been recognised as such by the men. They
were purchased and were in operation on
Friday the 3 1st.

The union has claimed a lack of main-
tenance on the beef slaughter floor. The
introduction of acid cleaning treatment
for beef rollers to comply with D.P.I.
regulations has brought a problem with
some beef rollers in that the wheel sec-
tion is not turning but is, only skidding
on the rail. Since the fault has been
detected management has been systemati-
cally repairing the rollers. Being ever
conscious of the importance of industrial
safety, extra labour has been supplied at
various points to ensure safety pending
completion of renovation of all stocks of
rollers.

The slaughtermen have claimed failure
to test spray washing equipment. This is
ludicrous as for 12 to 18 months all equip-
ment has been tested. However, it is
impossible to foresee mechanical faults
which can develop within two or three
minutes after the start of operations-
they can occur at any time, and at short
notice,' as members would be aware.

The question of stunners; on the pig
slaughter floor was raised in the circular.
Not only has the transformer referred to
been Installed, but also a better type unit
has been purchased by the board and will
be in operation within 10 days. These
points are amplified merely to illustrate
the mischievous approach of the union to
concilia tion and its commitment to create
industrial trouble.

An underlying reason for the industrial
trouble has been an endeavour by the
A.M.I.E.U., both in this State and through-
out the rest of the Commonwealth, to do
everything possible to restrict the daily
output of mutton chain slaughtermen to
80 sheep and lambs per day. The union
has made several applications to the In-
dustrial Commission to have the award
amended to set this limit, but without
success.
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The board and management have always
been Prepared to discuss problems and, in
the ease of Its agreement, abide by the
decision of the industrial Commission.
Nobody in all honesty could maintain that
the attitude of the men and the condon-
ing of their attitude by the union Is
carrying out the true and proper intent
of the Industrial Arbitration Act.

The member for Swan said that there
had been more strikes in recent days than
at any time since the operation of the
Midland Junction Abattoir. To check up
on this Point I had some figures taken out
and they are grouped in five-yearly periods.
The first period is from 1954 to 1958-from
the 1st August to the 31st December in
each year; because this is the time when
the greatest strain is on the abattoir. Only
strikes of at least 30 minutes' duration have
been taken into account and in that period
there were 48 stoppages. For the years
1959 to 1963 inclusive there were 29 stop-
pages, and for the present period, up to
this time, there have been 16 stoppages.

I quote those figures because the hon-
ourable member said that the situation is
becoming worse and more stoppages are
taking place at the Midland Junction Abat-
toir. My figures set out the true position.
I also have in my possession a statement
made by Industrial Commissioner Cort on
Monday, the 10th November, 1969, in re-
lation to the dispute at the Midland Junc-
tion Abattoir. With your permission, Mr.
Chairman, I intend to read that statement.
It is as follows:-

What happened this morning has. I
think, only confirmed the view I have
held for some time, or that I have been
persuaded to hold for some time. As
I have previously indicated, my judg-
ment and conclusions were to be
handed down today and there are
things in that judgment which I might
say favour the men, but as I see it
I am placed in the position where, on
the 10th October 1 found it necessary
to call the parties before me to discuss
a stoppage of work which had oc-
curred. I felt at that time, as I men-
tioned the other day, an understanding
had been reached, and I thought from
what I had said last Wednesday (the
5th of November) that the union and

-the mutton slaughtermen would real-
ise the commission had just about

-"had it".
Last Wednesday I asked the board

to supply me with a list of stoppages
which had taken place since the mat-
ter was referred. I now find that after
work was resumed following the stop-
page which really caused the refer-
ence (the reference was made follow-
Ing a compulsory conference on the
6th of August) there has been a strike
by the mutton slaughtermen on ap-
proximately 30 per cent, of the avail-

able working days, and between the
date on which the hearing commenced
(that is, the 17th September, and the
parties will be aware that the 17th of
September was fixed so long after the
6th of August to enable the union to
prepare its case to be put to the comn-
mission) and last Friday the men bad
been on strike for approximately 45
per. cent. of the available working
days, notwithstanding the undertaking
which was given as the basis of the
inquiry.

I hope the member for Swan is listening
to this.

Mr. Brady: You have not told us why
they were on strike. It was because work
recommended by Mr. O'Sullivan had not
been carried out.

Mr. NALDER: Let me carry on with
what Commissioner Cort had to say.

Mr. Brady: He will be made the Chief
Industrial Commissioner after a statement
like this.

Mr. Bertram: Are you accepting the
commissioner's statement?

Mr. NALDER: I am.
Mr. Brady: Why do you not read what

he said in The West Australian on the
11th October?

The CHAIRMAN: I think we should lis-
ten to the quotation.

Mr. NALDER: Mr. Cort went on to
say-

I think management is to be com-
mended, firstly for allowing the
inquiry to proceed, and secondly for
not withdrawing from it when the
men did not keep their part of the
contract.

The union and the men have been
warned that they cannot expect any
benefits from the arbitration system
if they do not observe the obligations
cast on them by the Act.

The men for some years have been
told that if they are in dispute with
their employer, if they have any
grievance at all, they should bring the
dispute before the commission. They
have been told to refrain from stop-
ping work contrary to the Act;, to
stop penalising their fellow workers,
and In this context in addition to
community as a whole, and they have
been told to observe the rules of the
union and the union has been told to
observe its rules.

At the present moment there is an
order on the union which I regard as
still being current. It is the commis-
sion in court session order, of course.
I will not ask you, Mr. Beaton, what
the union and the officers of the union
did this morning in relation to the
stoppage having in mind that order.
but I think the time has passed-for
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my part, anyway-where these men
can have it both ways. I don't intend
to band dawn any decision today. I
will merely adjourn the proceedings
for 14 days. In a fortnight's time I
will give consideration to what should
be done then.

Quite honestly in view of the com-
ments which were made last Wednes-
day, it seems that the union and the
men are virtually thumbing their
noses at the commission;. this is the
impression which I have.

As I say, I will adjourn this matter
for a period of 14 days. At the end of
that time I will be able to see what
happens in relation to the matter
apparently still in dispute between the
parties. On that day, I may or may
not ask the Parties to address me as
to what should then happen.

Mr. Brady: Didn't he also say that the
management was not doing what it was
supposed to do?

Mr. NALDER: I think the information
which I have made available, which is
right up to date, indicates the position and
answers the questions that the honourable
member has been raising this afternoon.
I think it is only right, in a situation such
as this, that the true position should be put
forward, particularly in view of the
drought which has affected the numbers
of stock coming Into Midland for slaughter.
Everything should be done to try to im-
prove the handling of this stock and to
prepare it for export. I think it is a
matter of grave concern that those to
whom the honourable member referred did
not give every consideration to allowing
the slaughtering of stock to take place to
provide for both overseas and local con-
sumnption.

The facts given by the conmmissioner
indicate how much time was lost and
apparently this was not done in accord-
ance with the undertaking given by the
union. However I do not intend to say
any more.

So far as the Government and the
abattoir board is concerned, our intention
is to make provision for everything that is
necessary to provide harmony and sa~tis-
faction in this situation. The position must
be considered by all parties, and unless
we can get some support from the people
the member for Swan says he represents,
I am afraid the situation will not im-
prove-it could quite easily worsen. I will
leave the matter there.

Vote: State Ahattoirs and Sale Yards,
$649,000-put and passed.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit

again at a later stage of the sitting on
motion by Mr. I. W. Manning.

(Continued on page 2593)

1.

2.

QUESTIONS (7): ON NOTICE
ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL

staff
Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Is there a doctor named Apsimon

on the staff of the Royal Perth
Hospital?

(2) How long has he been so em-
ployed?

(3) What Position does he occupy?
(4) What salary and allowances are

paid?
(5) Is he also permitted to treat

patients privately in the hospital
or elsewhere?

(6) Does he charge for such treat-
ment?

('7) Does the hospital collect fees from
patients which are then passed on
to the doctor?

(8) If so, what amount has been thus
paid to him and during what
period?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Since September, 1968.
(3) Head of the Department of Diag-

Snostic Radiology.
(4) $11,960 p.a.
(5) Yes.

('7)

(8)

Yes.
The hospital collects fees, part of
which are paid to Dr. Apsimon.
For three months July to Sep-
tember, 1969, a total of $5,284.13.

EDUCATION
Marvel Loch Primary School

Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister
for Education:;
(1) Is it intended to close the pri-

mary school at Marvel Loch?
(2) If so, when?
(3) What are the present attendance

numbers?
(4) What would be the expected

attendance next year?
(5) If the school is closed, what is

the alternative for the children?
(6) If the children are to be trans-

ported to Southern Cross what
daily distance would be involved
for those living furthest from that
centre?

(7) What is the present position at
Southern Cross regarding sizes of
classes?

(8) What is the anticipated Position
at this town next year?
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(9) What other schools have attend-
ances of the same number or less
than Marvel Loch, and what are
the figures?

(10) Is he aware that there Is a con-
* siderable concern on the part of

parents at the Projected closure
of the school?

(11) Will he reconsider the decision?
* (12) If not, why not?

Mr. LEWIS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) End of school year, 1969.
(3) 11.1
(4) 15.
(5) Consolidate on Southern Cross.
(6) 88 miles involving two children.
* The next further distance would

be approximately 66 miles.
('7) Present enrolment-148 Primary

and '76 secondary. Staffing-eight
full-time and three part-time

* teachers. Accommodation-seven
rooms and one composite room.
This is a satisfactory staffing and
accommodation position.

(8) Only the primary division Is in-
volved in consolidation of Marvel
Loch. Southern Cross Primary
estimate for 1970 is 150 pupils in
five classes. This is an average
class loading of 30 pupils. Marvel
Loch Pupils can be absorbed in
Southern Cross primary classes
without any pressure on either
primary staffing or accommoda-
tion.

(9) Konnongorrlng ..
Eweda ..
No. '7 Pumping Station
Ogilvie ..
Payne's Find ... ..
Henger ..
Doodarding ..
Ravensthorpe North

10
11
8

10
8

11
11

(10) Yes. A petition containing 31
signatures was received. These
included 12 signatures from
people with no children, two who
had left the district and two who
could not be traced. It appears
that seven or eight families were
concerned.

(11) and (12) Yes.

OMBUDSMAN
Appointment

Mr. TONKCIN asked the Premier:
(1) Has he seen where the Melbourne

Chamber of Commerce has an-
nounced Publicly its very strong
opinion that It would be in the
best interests of the people if an
ombudsman were appointed?

(2) In view of the widespread and
growing support for the appoint-
ment of an ombudsman, will he

4.

give early consideration to the
establishment of the position in
Western Australia?

Sir DAVID BRAND replied:
(1) No, but I have asked for the cut-

ting.
(2) Although the attitude of the Gov-

erment has not changed in re-
gard to the matter, the subject
is being kept under review.
For the information of members
I would point out that I made
some inquiries during my travels
around the various countries
where ombudsmen or something
similar by way of a tribunal had
been established and I have yet
to be satisfied that any great
value is achieved. This, however.
does not deny the fact that there
could develop a time when a simi-
lar organisation could be of great
benefit.

EDUCATION
High School in Lan gford Area

Mr. BATEMAN asked the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is It the intention of his depart-

ment to build a high school in
the Langford area?

(2) If "Yes", what Is the exact loca-
tion and when can it be expected
the school will be built?

Mr. LEWIS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) An area east of Nicholson Road,

south of Spencer Road, north of
Brookman Avenue and West of
View Avenue.
The school will be built when
school population pressures in-
dicate its need.

5. "GILT DRAGON" COINS
Counterfeiting

Mr. HARMAN asked the Minister for
Police:

As inquiries into the alleged
counterfeiting of coins from the
Gilt Dragon have been completed.
can he state what action, If any,
is to be taken?

Mr. CRAIG replied:
Yes, a person will be summoned
to appear before the court.

6. INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
Retrosvectivitz,

Mr. BURKE asked the Premier:
(1) Dloes the Governmen t believe in

the principle of industrial arbi-
tration?

(2) If "Yes", what were the reasons
for Cabinet's refusal to give effect
to recommendations regarding
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retrospectivity contained in the
decision of Commissioner E. R.
Kelly of the 14th May. 1969?

(3) In the interests of justice (re-
ferred to by the Commissioner)
would the Government reconsider
its decision with a view to grant-
ing retrospectivity?

Sir DAVID BRAND replied:
(1). Yes.
(2) and (3) Answered in the reply

given to the question without
notice asked by the member for
Swan of the Minister for Trans-
port yesterday.

'7. WATER SUPPLIES
North of Hamersley-

Mr. TONKCIN asked the Minister
for XWater Supplies:
(1) What is the estimated value of

the work being done by the
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sew-
erage and Drainage Board in the
area north of Hamersley for the
Bond Corporation which has
superseded Group Ownership
Land Development?

(2) What amount of cash considera-
tion has been received with re-
spect to the work?

(3) What arrangements have been
made for payment for the work
being done and to be done?

(4) Is it open to others to have land
serviced with water on the same
or similar terms?

Mr. ROSS HUTCH*INSON replied:
(1) The estimated cost of providing

services to this land is approxi-
mately $406,090.

(2) $24,674, being the amount of the
first instalment asked for.

(3) and (4) Arrangements for pay-
ment of the cost of services are
still under negotiation, but, as in
the case of all subdivisional pro-
posals, no work will be carried out
by the board until cash covering
the cost of that work has been
received.

QUESTIONS (3): WITHOUT NOTICE
ROADS

Carnarvon-Exmouth Road
Mr. NORTON asked the Minister for
Works:
(1) Is it the intention of the Main

Roads Department to now reroute
the Carnarvoni-Exinouth road
through Giralla and Bullara Sta-
tions instead of through Warroora
and Cardabia Stations as ori-
ginally planned;

2.

(2) When is it anticipated that the
sealing of the Carnarvon-Exmouth
road will be completed;

(3) What amount has been allocated
this financial year for the un-
completed section of the Carnar-
von-Exmouth road?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON replied:
I would like to thank the hon-
curable member for some notice of
this question. The answers are-
(1) No. Only minor deviations

from the existing alignment
will be made to gain better
topographical location.

(2) The Main Roads Department
does not have a firm Pro-
gramme for completing the
sealing of this road, but it is
expected that substantial allo-
cations will be made in each
succeeding programme com-
mensurate with relative prio-
rities on other important
routes in the north-west of
the State.

(3 si60.o00
EDUCATION

Marvel Loch Primary School
Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for
Education:
(1) is he aware that five primary

school children aged from seven
years to 10 years will be seeking
education at Manvel Loch as from
the beginning of next year as a
consequence of three men with
families having accepted employ-
ment at the Francis Firniess Gold
Mine to commence on the 19th
January, 1970?

(2) In view of this will he give further
consideration to the future of
Marvel Loch primary school?

(3) How much has been spent on
maintenance and repairs to the
school during the last two years.

Mr. LEWIS replied:
(1) Estimates show only four extra

enrolments.
(2) Yes.
(3) $3,800 approximately.

3.. DROUGHT BONDS
Procedure

Mr. YOUNG asked the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Can the Minister inform the House

of the procedure necessary for
farmers in drought affected areas
to take out "drought bonds"?

(2) What are the maximum and the
minimum amounts that can be
taken up under this scheme?
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(3) How long can a farmer hold these
.bonds before redemption?

Mr. NALDER, replied:
(1) Applications for drought bonds

may be made at the Reserve Bank,
Perth. Details are set out In
Commonwealth literature tabled
herewith.
Drought bonds may be bought by
any person, but income tax deduc-
tions are allowable only if at least
9D per cent, of the taxpayer's
grass farm receipts are derived
from the grazing of sheep and/or
beef cattle in the income year in
which the subscription to drought
bonds is claimed.

(2) Drought bonds will be issued in
amounts of $100 and multiples of
$100. One subscriber may not
hold at any time drought bonds
with a face value of more than
$50,000.

(3) Each series of bonds will be issued
to mature 10 years later If not
redeemed earlier. A new series
will be issued each year.

APPROPRIATION HILL
XCONSOLIDATEID REVENUE FUND)

In Committee
Resumed from a previous stage of the

Sitting. The Chairman of Committees
(Mr. W. A. Manning) in the Chair: Sir
David Brand (Treasurer) in charge of the
Bill.

Progress was reported after vote 59
(State Abattoirs and Sale Yards) had been
agreed to.

Part 14: Minister for Railways~
Vote: Railways, $54,736,00-
Item No. 1: Railways Commission,

Secretariat and Accounts and Audit,
$14178,000-

Mr. BRADY: As members will have seen
from this morning's paper the unions are
Concerned that they should have been
denied the retrospective payments to which
they are entitled. These payments have
been denied by the Government, through
the Minister, even though the locomotive
men in the other States of the Common-
wealth have received this retrospective
payment.

At the request of the Engine Drivers',
Firemen's and Cleaners' Union, Industrial
Commissioner Kelly apparently called for
a conference on the 21st April, 1969), to
deal with the points at issue between the
union and the Railways Department con-
cerning retrospective application of a
wage increase granted in a consent amend-
ment to the Locomotive Engine Drivers
and Firemen's Award No. 10 of 1962 on
the 28th November, 1968.

In a lengthy judgment, which I do not
Intend to read in detail, the industrial
commissioner referred to the fact that in
connection with an application for in-
creased wages the Commonwealth Rail-
ways gave its employees in the locomotive
section an increase and dated It back to
February, 1968. The Queensland members
of the union were then able to obtain a
decision from the Queensland Conciliation
and Arbitration Court in December. 1968,
and this was made retrospective to April,
1968.

The Western Australian employees of
the W.A13.R. obtained a decision in 1968
but received no retrospective payments.
The commissioner (M~r. Kelly) pointed out
that the Commissioner of Railways had
protested against paying retrospective pay-
mnents on the basis that no retrospectivity
was generally allowed in such eases.

The locomotive engine drivers also op-
posed certain Eastern States' conditions
which were sought to be imposed byv the
Railways Commission and they were told
that if this pay was made retrospective
all other employees who made a claim for
retrospective payments would have to be
paid.

So much for the earlier part of the coin-
missioner's summing up of the position.
He went on to say he found that by going
through various industrial gazettes very
often the locomotive men were paid in-
creases following increases in the Eastern
States.

He also said that the court was often
influenced by decisions in the Eastern
States, and quoted as an example over-
time, and the five-day week dispute. He
also dealt with other aspects of Eastern
States conditions being applied in West-
ern Australia in the past; but he went on
to say that both the union and the depart-
ment ignored Federal awards from time
to time if it suited them.

However, the summing up of the com-
missioner's three-page decision can be
found in the last paragraph which reads-

Subject to the qualifications men-
tioned at the beginning of these com-
ments I an satisfied that in the cir-
cumstances of this particular case the
union has a just claim to retrospective
payment of the wage increases in
question from the beginning of the
first pay period In May, 1968 and I
recommend accordingly.

The history is that the union has tried to
get the Minister for Railways to agree to
make the restrospective payments. The
Minister, in turn, submitted the matter to
Cabinet which, In its turn, has refused to
agree to any retrospective payments.

Naturally, these men are Irate because
it has always been traditional that their
wages follow on what is Paid in the East-
ern States; and it would seem that be-
cause there was congestion in the Federal
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courts which did not permit the Eastern
States union to get its case heard on time,
because It was held up unduly waiting its
turn, as very often happens in arbitration
court cases today, the Commonwealth
commissioner realised the unfairness of
simply giving the decision and not making
it retrospective.

Mr. O'Connor: From what are you quot-
Ing?

Mr. BRADY: The Minister can have my
COPY if he desires. It is an extract from
the Western Australian division of the
Locomotive Journal, of the 10th July, 1969.

The position is that the union has done
everything within reason to try to get
this retrospective payment, but it seems
that the Government and the Minister
conjointly have decided that the retrospec-
tive payment will not be made.

The conditions of these men have always
followed on Eastern States conditions. As
far back as 1928 they got their first con-
ditions following on Eastern States
awards and conditions, and these were
subsequently followed in 1944 when the
margins were increased. It has been recog-
nised that what the men get in the Eastern
States flows on to the men in Western
Australia. When Industrial Commissioner
Kelly decided to hear the Parties there
was, in my opinion, an implication that the
Commissioner of Railways and the Gov-
ernment would be bound by the commis-
sioner's decision, and that retrospective
payments would be made.

Up to this point of time, although it is
nearly 12 months since the loco men of
Western Australia got the decision for
increased payments, no retrospective pay-
ments have been made. In the circum-
stances the union feels it has been let
down badly and those on this side of the
House believe that the Government.
which invariably tells men they must go
to the Industrial Commission, is also let-
ting the union down. Within the last 20
minutes the Minister for Agriculture has
quoted a decision by Mr. Cort that the
men must take their disputes to the
Industrial Commission.

I am giving a classic example of how
men took their dispute, in connection with
retrospective payments, to the Industrial
Commission and Commissioner Kelly
found in favour of the men on almost all
counts and recommended that retro-
spective payments be made. However, the
Minister for Railways and Cabinet get
out from under and decide not to make the
payments. This is goading the men into
taking some industrial action which they
do not want to take. because only a fool
would get any benefit from a strike. Yet
these men are invariably goaded into the
position where they must take strike
action in order to get justice. So we on
this side of the House feel that the only

way we have of Protesting is to move that
the vote of the Minister for Railways be
reduced by $1.

So that members can be brought up to
date regarding what has been involved, I
asked a series of questions yesterday of the
Minister for Railways, and I will read
them slowly so that everyone can appreci-
ate the position. I asked the following:-

(1) Is it a fact that margin increases
in Federal awards were granted
to The West Australian Loconmo-
tive Engine Drivers, Firemens and
Cleaners' Union of Workers to-
wards the end of 1968?

The answer was, "Yes." My next question
was--

(2) Is it a fact that the increases
were Paid retrospective to April
1968 outside Western Australia?

The reply was, "Yes." My third question
reads-

(3) Is it a fact that as the State
Government failed to pay the
W.A. Branch members of the
L.E.D.F. & C. Union retrospective
payments a compulsory conference
was called?

The Minister's reply was again, "Yes." My
next question was--

(4) Was Commissioner Kelly's finding
that the union had a just claim
to retrospective payment?

The answer was-
(4) In his recommendation Commis-

sioner Kelly said that the union
had a just claim to retrospective
payment of the wage increases in
question from the beginning of the
first pay period in May, 1968, and
in making the recommendation
pointed out that the Industrial
Commission is not empowered
under the Act to make retrospec-
tive orders, and in agreeing to his
examining the matter, neither
party to the dispute committed
itself to an acceptance of any
recommendation he might make.

My last question was-
(5) In view of Commissioner Kelly's

findings at the compulsory con-
ference, will he recommend to
Cabinet the retrospective pay-
ments to the State branch mem-
bers of the L.E.D.F. & C. Union
from the first pay period in May.
1968?

The Minister's reply was as follows:-
(5) Commissioner Kelly's recommen-

dation and the question of retro-
spective payments was fully con-
sidered by Cabinet and a decision
made that no retrosPectivity be
granted. Since then representa-
tions have been made by the
Trades & Labour Council for
retrospective payments in this
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case but the decision was not
changed. No new factors have
been introduced which were not
subject to the previous considera-
tion and therefore there is noth-
ing to gain by again referring the
matter to Cabinet.

The CHAIRMAN: The honourable mem-
ber has one minute remaining.

Mr. BRADY: Members can realise that
the Government has made up its mind
and it Is not going to pay. Members on
this side desire to launch a. protest.

Amendment to Reduce Item
I therefore move-

That item No. I (Railways Com-
mission, Secretariat and Accounts and
Audit, $1,178,000) be reduced by $1.

Mr. BERTRAM: I support this amend-
ment because the facts as I understand,
them are such that I have no alternative.
So that members might also have a clear
picture of the facts as I understand them.
I propose to relate them.

It is important in the first instance to
remember that the Locomotive Engine
Drivers, Firernens. and Cleaners' Union of
Workers of this State is a union regis-
tered under the Industrial Arbitration Act,
and that union is affliated with a Federal
body known as the Australian Federated
Union of Locomotive Engineers.

For many years past there has been a
national wage case conducted by the metal
trades union, and known as the metal
trades award. It has been the pilot case
from time to time for the establishment
of new margins and the like. Late in
1967 the award for this union was issued.
Prior to 1967, as I understand it, the pro-
cedure was for other unions to get the
benefit of the metal trades award as a
matter of course-it flowed on.

When the tribunal brought in its deci-
sion in 1967, however, it stipulated this
was not to be and that each union must
take its own separate initiative to obtain
the benefits of the new award as applied
to the metal trades. So the Common-
wealth body to which I have referred-
that Is, the Australian Federated Union
of Locomotive Engineers-brought an ap-
plicationt to the Federal arbitration body
and in due time, I1 think in April, 1968, or
thereabouts, the Federal body was granted
the flowon to which I have referred. It
was granted retrospectively to the unions
which came within that Federal body and
included the unions of South Australia,
Victoria, New South Wales, and Tasmania,
I think.

Mr. O'Connor: Do you know why the
Western Australian union did not apply?

Mr. BERTRAM: No, I do not, but that
is something which can be explained.

Mr. O'Connor: Do you know why it
did not apply?

Mr. BERTRAM: No. Maybe I Mis-
understand the question, but perhaps I
will answer it as I go along. In any
event the various State unions of rail-
way workers forming part of the Federal
body received their benefit from the
national wage decision of 1967l retro-
spectively.

The Queensland union, analogous to the
Western Australian union, had to make
application to the Queensland Industrial
Commission in order to have the award
translated into the Queensland award. It
did not happen automatically there. How-
ever, it made the application confidently
because it is customary for it to be an
automatic process for the Industrial Com-
mission of Queensland, like the Indus-
trial Commission of Western Australia,
to apply the terms of the Federal
award. It is a formality rather than a
reality in a sense. An application is
merely made in respect of the State, be
It Queensland or Western Australia. There
is no real contest. The award Is made.
So in Queensland the application was
made and in Queensland the award was
granted in the Federal terms, and in
Queensland it was made retrospective in
common with the Federal situation.

An application was made in Western Aus-
tralia and an award was duly given, but
there was no retrospectivity to that award.

Mr. O'Connor: When was the applica-
tion made?

Mr. BERTRAM:, I am not sure.
Mr. Jones: On the 28th November, 1968.
Mr. BERTRAM: The Minister has the

answer. The date is the 28th November,
1968. As I have said, there was no retro-
spectivity in connection with the award.
In other words, engine drivers, firemen, and
cleaners were to be denied an increase
from the time the award was made back
to April, 1968, or for a period of approxi-
mately eight months. This was done in
cold blood and they were denied the in-
crease for this period. Why?

Is it fair and reasonable that this should
apply; and would anybody in this place
like it done to him? If there is anyone,
I ask him to be upstanding and let us
sight him. obviously he would be way off
beam. If my facts are incorrect, somebody
can later on disclose where.

The union acted properly within the
meaning 6f the Industrial Arbitration Act
and had regard to the provisions of sec-
tion 171 of that Act. The union told the
Industrial Commission that trouble was
brewing and it was not getting a fair deal,
because the rest of Australia was receiving
something which it was not. Consequently
the Industrial Comnmission did what was
obvious, prudent, and required, I believe,
by section 171 of the Act. The commission
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called what is known as a compulsory
conference to iron out the difference. The
difference was whether the union was to
receive the eight months' pay like every
other worker and union analagous to it
throughout the Commonwealth of Australia
or whether it was to be denied this right.
The conference was held some time on or
about the 21st April this year.

Ultimately Commissioner Kelly deter-
mined In favour of the union. Long quotes
have been made to us today by the Min-
ister with regard to what an industrial com-
missioner actually stated in connection with
another matter. The Minister used this
statement in support of his argument. On
this occasion, the Opposition is using what
Industrial Commissioner Kelly said in
favour of the union, because he said that
the union should be paid retrospectively.
That is what he recommended. He is well
aware-like the rest of us, unfortunately
-of the gross unfairness which exists in
the Industrial Arbitration Act.

I refer to section 61 of the Western Aus-
tralian legislation where the jurisdiction of
the court is defined. The Government has
adopted the attitude whereby it says,. "We
are so confident in the capacity and capa-
bilities of our commission that we do not
clothe it with Power to make retrospective
orders."

Retrospective orders can be made in the
Commonwealth sphere If they are just and
proper. The same applies in Queensland.
However, this does not apply in the so-
called Progressive State of Western Aus-
tralia. Retrospectivity Is not granted willy-
nilly in Queensland. The provision in re-
lation to awards reads--

... giving such retrospective effect
as the Commission may consider right,
fair, and honest, or as may be con-
sented to by the parties to the whole
or any part of its award: Provided
that (except with the consent of the
parties) the retrospective effect afore-
said shall not be made to operate prior
to the date when the Commission first
took cognizance of the matter in ques-
tion.

In the case in question this is what actu-
ally happened; namely, Queensland granted
retrospectivity, as it was entitled to do
under its Act.

Mr. O'Connor: flow many months did It
go back?

Mr. BERTRAM: The retrospectivity was
to April, 1968.

Mr. O'Connor: From when?
Mr. BERTRAM: From about November.

1968. That is what happened in that
State. As members know, or ought to
know, the Industrial Commission in Wes-
tern Australia operates on the basis of
what is said to be equity and good con-
science. Section 69 states--

In the exercise of its jurisdiction
under this Act the Commission shall
act according to equity, good con-

science, and the substantial merits of
the case without regard to technicali-
ties. .

That is what Commissioner Kelly did. He
heard the case from both sides and made
a determination, He knew that he could
not make an award as such before the
compulsory conference was called. Nor-
mally, the terms of a compulsory con-
ference are given equal weight to those
of an award. They become equal, in effect,
with those of an award. He knew this.
The parties came before him and argued
their cases and the union won.

Now let us look at the answers to which
the member for Swan referred a short time
ago. I refer to part (4) of the question
which reads--

Was Commissioner Kelly's finding
that the union had a just claim to
retrospective payment?

The answer really should have been "Yes."
but that was too simple. The answer goes
for some 10 or 12 lines and reads-

In his recommendation Commis-
sioner Kelly said that the Union had
a just claim to retrospective payment
of the wage increases in question from
the beginning of the first pay period
in May. 1968 and in making the recom-
mendation pointed out that the In-
dustrial Commission is not empowered
under the Act to make retrospective
orders and in agreeing to his examin-
ing the matter, neither party to the
dispute committed itself to an accep-
tance of any recommendation he
might make.

I ask: How many members in this place
accept that answer? The Industrial Com-
mission is a court. It Is a court of record
just as a local court, the Supreme Court,
or the High Court Is. We are being asked
to accept that the Government is not to be
bound by a decision of that court when
the position was that two parties went
before the industrial commissioner and the
union won. Should we ask the industrial
commissioner to bear cases with a state
of mind that, no matter what he finds,
the Government will not be bound by his
findings? That is what we are being asked
to accept.

Mr. O'Connor: He had no power in con-
nection with the point he brought forward.

Mr. Lapham: One does not always have
to have power.

Mr. BERTRAM: We are being told that
before Commissioner Kelly started the
compulsory conference he knew that no
matter what decision he brought In, the
Government would not be bound by it If
it was adverse to the Government. That
Is what we are being asked to accept. The
facts are as presented In the answer to
the question asked on the 11th November.
Nobody could possibly say that this would

2596



(Wednesday, 12 November, 1969.1 29

truthfully and accurately describe the
commissioner's state of mind when he
called the conference.

The CHAIRMAN: The honourable mem-
ber has two minutes.

Mr. BERTRAM: One could not possibly
say that, because if the commissioner had
that state of mind and proceeded with
the conference, he was in the wrong Job.
The commissioner is a highly paid man
and, indeed, he is entitled to be well paid.
He holds an extremely responsible Job. I
ask: Would he go through the formula
of holding a compulsory conference know-
ing that no matter what he said, the exer-
else was a wasteful and meaningless one?
It is a question of heads we win; tails you
lose. This is a hopeless situation and surely
it cannot be the case.

When the commissioner presided in that
proceeding he said there was nothing in
his mind. Conscientiously, I believe that
whatever he found to be the case, and
whatever he -recommended, would be
obeyed by the parties.

Mr. O'Neil: I say that the answer to
that question is untrue.

Mr. BERTRAM: The Minister will have
his opportunity to refute it. I am studying
the facts as I understand them, and I am
drawing conclusions from the facts before
me. if I can be shown that my conclu-
sions are wrong, well and good, and this
amendment will fall for this reason.

Mr. O'Connor: Have you read Commis-
sioner Kelly's recommendations?

Mr. BERTRAM: Yes, I have read his
recommendations.

Mr. O'Connor: Have you read them in
full?

Mr. BERTRAM: Yes, I have read them
in full and it is not satisfactory for the
minister to say that no new circumstances
have arisen. That was the answer the
Minister gave when further applications
were made by the Trades and Labour
Council, I can only assume that when
the Minister went to a compulsory con-
ference it was considered seriously, and
that the Minister did not keep any cards
up his sleeve. If he did not deal them,
he should have. it is most unfortunate,
because he missed the bus.

Mr. JONES: I support the amendment.
As previously mentioned, this is a matter
affecting the locomotive engine drivers in
Western Australia. As previous speakers
have indicated, the controversy arose from
a decision reached by the State Cabinet.
It refused to grant retrospectivity to loco-
motive engine drivers and firemen.

When we look at arbitration, we must
review the history of it. Anyone associ-
ated with arbitration would know that cus-
tomn is accepted by industrial courts. No-
one would challenge this. it would not

be challenged in industrial commissions or
in a special tribunal such as the Collie
coalminers tribunal. The process of cius-
tomn being accepted as the law is an ac-
cepted principle in the arbitration system,
not only in this State but throughout the
Commonwealth of Australia.

So we have the spectacle where we can
show where this custom has prevailed
before. This would not be denied by the
Minister. This can even be found in the
findings given by Commissioner Kelly when
he heard the argument under the appeal
provisions of the Industrial Arbitration
Act. He indicated that on, a number of
occasions the question had been raised of
previous judgments having been applied
and of retrospectivity having been granted
to all workers under the locomotive engine
drivers' award in this State.

During the hearing the Government re-
lied on three grounds to disagree with ret-
rospectivity. The main argument rested on
the question that the union in this State
was not prepared to accept all the prin-
ciples contained in the Commonwealth
award. Of course, there is nothing new
about this, because we have a coalmining
industry award which is covered by a
separate tribunal, and the Federal deter-
minations are the yardstick for the fixa-
tion of coalmining awards in this State.
We do not have the position of coalmining
companies saying, "Unless you accept the
lot, you get nothing." However, this is
what the commissioner is saying in this
instance.

If anyone cares to examine the submis-
sion made during the conference called
by Commissioner Kelly, it will be found
that this is the usual line of argument
advanced by the Commissioner of Rail-
ways. But how true is it? Surely this
should not be introduced when we are
considering, a question of custom. The
principal question is: Where does this
union in Western Australia find itself?
It could go to the Industrial Commission
and say, "We apply for a marginal
rise"; but due to a custom which is not
denied, the industrial Commission would
say, "We cannot hear the application until
a Federal movement occurs." This is the
accepted principle in a number of awards
given by Commonwealth jurisdiction.

Of course, the point could well be taken
that the union, due to being involved,
could be penaised in this State because, if
the way is not open for it to move for a
marginal increase until some ]Federal
determination has been made, the workers
under the State award can be prejudiced.
This is the situation in which they are
placed in those circumstances.

The Minister has not considered the
union in this move. The union moved in
November. 1968, under the arbitration
legislation, It could not have moved much
quicker than that when we consider the
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processes that are involved. Therefore
there is the question of the Federal deter-
mination to be considered with the appli-
cation that Is before the Industrial Com-
mission in this State.

The main point I make is that this
principle has been accepted previously by
the Western Australian Government Rail-
ways; that is, where margins have been
granted on wages of workers in the East-
ern States they have been applied retro-
spectively. This cannot be denied, because
it was not denied during the compulsory
conference held before Industrial Com-
missioner Kelly.

Mr. O'Connor: But the commissioner
agreed to this.

Mr. JONES: No, he did not agree; be-
cause I referred the Minister to the West-
ern Australian Industrial Gazette wherein
he quoted a number of cases in which re-
trospective payments had applied. I have
the Western Australian Industrial Gazettes
here if the Minister cares to peruse them.
There are also three other cases listed
showing where this principle has been
adopted by the Commissioner of Railways
in this State. Therefore this is an unreas-
onable situation. In this State we could
find ourselves in the Position where a very
sound case could be Presented on behalf
of the industry as a result, but because no
proper action has been taken under the
Federal jurisdiction, the process is ruled
out.

We could have a Position where our men
in this State could be Prejudiced, and they
are being prejudiced in this instance. It
could be found that perhaps the railway
men could have presented a stronger case
much earlier than the Commonwealth case
but because of the Processes involved, and
the question of custom being accepted, this
would not be Possible; and, of course, it
is not possible under a number of awards.

Mr. O'Connor: It is Possible.

Mr. JONES: I would like to hear the
Minister explain how it has been applied
and accepted. I do not think the Min-
ister would deny that custom is accepted
by all industrial authorities. I was associ-
ated with industrial authorities for many
years, both in regard to the Collie mines
tribunal, and the Arbitration Court, as it
then was, and if custom could be proved
it became law. In this case no-one will
deny that the Yardstick for marginal fix-
ation within the locomotive engine drivers'
award in this State is what previously ap-
plied under the Federal award. How can
it be changed? Where do the locomotive
engine drivers in this State find themselves
because the Federal determination is used
as a yardstick for fixation in Western
Australia? It is an unreasonable situation.

This Government is always saying to
union workers, "Go to arbitration." I
know when the coalmniners went out on

strike the Premier said to them, "Go back
to work and go to arbitration." It is not
denied that arbitration authorities shall
make a determination where industrial
unrest occurs. Even in this evening's
flaily News the suggestion is made that
arbitration is the Proper solution to resolve
the bank officers' demand for increased
wages. Of course the locomotive union in
this State has been to arbitration and the
Government changed the old arbitration
system by appointing a number of indus-
trial commissions which now preside over
industrial disputes. Surely in appointing
the industrial commissioners the Govern-
ment must have had some confidence in
them.

One of the commissioners, Mr. Kelly, is
highly regarded by the Government. He
saw the situation and said, "In this set
of circumstances I suggest the Govern-
ment should agree to retrospectivity."
This is not denied because he makes this
point at the conclusion of his submissions.
I quote what the Industrial Commission
had to say, as follows:-

Subject to the qualifications men-
tioned at the beginning of these com-
ments, I am satisfied that, in the cir-
cumstances of this particular case, the
union has a Just claim to retro-
spective payment of the wage in-
creases in question from the begin-
ning of the first pay period in May,
1968, and I recommend accordingly.

What could be fairer than that? The
situation was that the compulsory provi-
sions of the Industrial Arbitration Act
were put into operation. The two parties
came together and the Industrial Com-
mission heard the submissions of both
Parties and brought down a very strong
finding in favour of the employees.

So, having proved that custom is the
established principle, what is wrong in fol-
lowing that practice in those circum-
stances? This will cause unrest among
the locomotive engine drivers In West-
ern Australia. I do not know what
action they Intend to take. Of course, if
they take some positive action they will
be called all sorts of names and be told
they should accept arbitration. if this is
the situation, the Government should
accept arbitration in this instance and
follow the recommendations of Commis-
sioner Kelly. If this Is not done the Posi-
tion will become chaotic, to say the least.
The locomotive drivers in this State have
a good case for marginal rises now and if
these are not granted the men will be
penalised. This is not good enough.

The member for Mt. Hawthorn indi-
cated lbe thought all Federal awards pre-
scribed retrospectivity. This should be one
of the provisions contained in the Indus-
trial Arbitration Act in this State. If every
other State in the Commonwealth can
have such provisions in respect of awards,
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why cannot a provision be incorporated in
the Industrial Arbitration Act of this
State? What is unreasonable about that
proposition? I think that the action taken
by the Government is Just looking for
trouble. It is always saying that arbi-
tration should be the order of the day. I
think the Minister has not denied that
there has been some preliminary unrest
already within the railway section of
workers for some time, but whether that
will continue is a question that no-one
would like to answer.

I know how railway workers feel on
this matter. I know the union is very
upset about the decision, and I think the
Government should have another look at
the position in view of what speakers have
said on the motion before the Chamber
at present.

The CHAIRMAN: The lionourable mem-
ber has one minute left.

Mr. JONES: The real action is to be
found in an amendment to the Indus-
trial Arbitration Act, and I would request
the Government to have an immediate
look at the question. If It is good enough
for workers in other States of the Com-
monwealth to be covered by the retro-
spectivity provision why cannot the
workers in Western Australia be covered
similarly? Why should they be singled out
to be denied the benefit of such a provi -
sion? I hope that in view of what has been
said the Minister for Railways will take
heed of the situation and do something
about it.

Mr. BERTRAM: As the member for
Collie has said, the members of the Loco-
motive, Engine Drivers and Firemen's
Union have a very real and just cause
for grievance. As I said earlier, there is
not one Person in this House who would
not adopt the same attitude and hold the
same grievance if he had been dealt with
in the way that these men have been
dealt with. Why should we have one
expectation for ourselves and another
expectation for someone else? Why should
we expect others to abide by arbitral de-
cisions if we simply ignore them?

As I have said, arbitration jurisdiction
involves fair dealing. I suppose; a type of
natural justice of doing unto another
person what one would expect to be done
to oneself. Equality is equity. Is equality
obtained in this instance where there are
many anomalies arising; where one man
is being treated in one way, and another
is being treated in another way? Is that
equity?

if we expect equity from others we
should give it to others. In this case, let
us assume the Minister and the Govern-
ment have something up their sleeves of
which they do not see fit to inform the
Industrial Commissioner. Let us start with
this premise. Is not this a case where they
should waive it so that It appears to the

workers concerned and the public that
the Government is prepared to go along
with an arbitral decision? Should this not
be the case, even if the Government has
reasons within its own singular exclusive
knowledge which may justify the Govern-
ment wanting to act in another way? I
maintain the Government should go along
with an arbitral decision, give leadership,
and set an example to the workers.

No member can tell me that every
decision by every tribunal is right, because
that is an absurd proposition. However,
our law works on the basis that one accepts
the decision handed down after one has
taken the case to the highest tribunal and
appropriate forum. If decisions are not
accepted, where would we be? I say we
would be in chaos.

The Government should do something
about this in the interests of ordinary
equity, fairness, and justice. After all, we
are not asking the Government to do
any more than it would expect others to
do to it. The Government will not go broke
if this retrospectivity is applied, and it is
not to late to make an amendment to its
desision. What a magnificent example the
Government would set. Who would score if
this wvere done? It would not be the
Opposition, but the Government. I do
not care who scores, but I want to see
justice done towards men who do not
earn the best of wages. I want to see them
receive their just entitlement. What is
rightfully theirs should not be taken away
in a Petty and unjust way, as has been
the case up to date.

I have stressed the point of parties go-
ing before an industrial arbitrator who is
expected to hear the case with the mental
reservation that the Government will not
be bound by his findings. I would say that
would be the worst conceivable approach
Possible. No person on a tribunal should
have that state of mind and nobody should
be expected to go to a tribunal with that
state of mind. Nevertheless, this is what
we have been told by the Minister: namely,
that neither party to the dispute committed
itself to an acceptance of any recommen-
dation he might make.

Is this true? if one goes to a court is
there not an irresistible inference that one
is going there because one wants a deci-
sion and, more importantly, one will be
bound by that decision? That is why
one goes, and for no other reason. I have
already indicated this.

Would anybody be more amazed than
the commissioner to be told that parties
come before him with this mental reserva-
tion? He would be amazed to be told that
the Government came before the commis-
sion for an exercise and with a mental
reservation from the very outset that if the
finding was adverse, it would not be ac-
cepted.
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This is what the Minister is saying in
this printed answer. No other interpre-
tation can be placed upon it. Further, we
are told that this is what occurred in this
case. I do not accept it, and I put it to
members they cannot accept It If they take
their responsibilities seriously.

Also, I resent the statement that there
are no new factors. After the union had
failed, the Trades and Labour Council took
up the matter and moved into action. How-
ever, it was met with the answer that no
new factors had been introduced which
were not subject to the previous considera-
tion and therefore there was nothing to
gain by again referring the matter to
Cabinet.

The Minister has said there are no new
factors, No-one is aware of any factors
other than the ones argued before the
commissioner in this case. As I have said,
if the Minister has some aces up his sleeve,
this is a most improper and unwise way
to act. The case went before the commis-
sioner and I believe that every scrap of
ammunition available was used by the
Government. If the Government did not
use all its ammunition, it should not blame
it on the unions.

There does not need to be new factors
so far as the union is concerned. The
commissioner has made a decision and
there is no question about it. It is only
necessary to read the last half dozen or
10 lines of his decision. Qualifications
were made, but let us go to the end of the
decision. The decision goes on for some
pages, but if members read this decision
they will find there is no cause to doubt
what I have said. I support the amend-
ment.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pa.

Mr. McIVER: The amendment moved
by the Opposition is justified. The record
of the E.D.P. & C. Union is aL very good one.
If the history of this union is looked at it
will be seen that over the years the union,
in many instances, has co-operated to
avert the industrial stoppages that have
arisen over the last three or four Years.
I can speak very authentically in support-
ing this union, as prior to my election as
a member for Parliament I was a loco-
motive driver and I was closely connected
with the E.D.F. & C. Union, and I am a
past president of the Northam branch. I
was also a delegate of the union to the
State executive.

The history of this union and the con-
tribution it has made to the trade union
movement have been lauded by many fel-
low unionists not only In this State, but
also in the other States of the Common-
wealth. When the Government disbanded
the arbitration system under the judicial
balance of Mr. Justice Nevile, and -replaced
it with the three-mnin Industrial Commis-
sion, our union executive was one of the

first to foresee the industrial troubles on
the horizon: and they certainly have
arisen.

Recently I spoke to some railway engine-
men from various parts of the State, and
I can assure members that the growing
unrest of the enginernen of Western Aus-
tralia is intensifying. If one places one-
self In the position of a locomotive driver
in Western Australia one will see that
one's counterparts in every other State
have received retrospective increases in
their rates of pay; and this has applied
in all States, except Western Australia.
The' locomotive engine drivers consider
they have been very poorly treated by the
decision of Cabinet.

It is no use repeating what has been
said by the other speakers, but in order
to place the facts before the Committee,
I will read a letter that was written by
the secretary of the E.D.F. & C. Union
(Mr. Kingston) to the Minister for Rail-
ways on the 23rd December, 1968. This
letter sets out in very tangible words the
requirements of the union. I quote-

Dear Sir,
As agreed during the deputation

held on the 23rd December concern-
Ing the request by this Union for in-
creased rates of pay for enginemen
which came into operation on the
1/12/68, to be operative from the
beginning of the first pay period com-
mencing in April 1968, 1 now submit
the following details for your con-
sideration.

For many years it has been the
Practice for Industrial Tribunals in
W.A. to award similar margins to
those Prescribed for enginemen by
the Federal Award:

It is very important to bear this In mind,
because the Government has argued that
as the E.D.F. & C. Union works under a
State award the Yardstick which has been
applied to the unions In the other States
should not be applied to the union in
Western Australia. The E.D.F. & C. Union
is not the only one to take the attitude
that this Yardstick Should be applied:
many other unions which have been abile
to use the yardstick to determine margins
and wages for many years past are also
Of the same Opinion. To continue-

exam ple of this is the decision of
Nevile, J. On this subject when hand-
ing down the Minutes 'of Award No.
10/62, which reads-

I now turn to Clause 10-Rates
of Pay.

The Union's amended claim
sought margins similar to those
now prescribed in the Federal
Award since its recent am end-
ment by the Commonwealth Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Cominis-
Sion which increased by ten per
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cent., the margins previously pre-
scribed. By a counterclaim the
Commission sought a reduced rate
for certain shed drivers. It has
always In recent years been the
practice for enginemen through-
out the different railway systems
in Australia to receive generally
speaking similar margins. As long
ago as 1948 Mr. President Dun-
phy when dealing with this award
expressed himself as follows:-

There has never been in the
history of the award over the
past twenty years, a time like
the present, when there could
be said to be almost complete
uniformity throughout Aus-
tralia because at the moment
there is a much closer ap-
proximation to an absolute
standard than there has ever
been before. In addition
there is a growing tendency
towards standardisation in
matters of this type, and when
one has to consider mar-
gins for skill, there are very
strong arguments in favour of
the proposition that a margin
of skill for the same type of
work in the same industry
should be constant, irrespec-
tive of the locality of the work
or the industry (28 W.A.I.O.
252).

In the fifteen years that have
elapsed since that statement there
has been no departure from that
general uniformity of margins for
enginemen throughout Australia.
For enginemen in New South
Wales, Victoria, South Australia
and Tasmania, the rates are pre-
scribed by one Federal Award
which has generally been followed
by the Arbitrator prescribing rates
for the Commonwealth Railways
by the Industrial Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission of
Queensland and by this Court.
Furthermore, the general Rail-
ways Award in this State which
prescribes the margins for trades-
men and for members of the
W.A.A.S. of R.E. was recently
amended by this Court to increase
the margins by ten per cent, and
there can be no possible justifica-
tion for not granting a similar in-
crease to the workers under this
Award. Ref. W.A.IG. 43 p. 634.

Because of the inevitable delay
which would result because of the
necessity for the Federal Union to
conduct a Works Value case all rail-
way Commissioners were asked to
agree to increases granted being made
retrospective from the first period
after the 22nd January, 1968.

As a result of the failure to obtain
agreement on the matter the dispute
came before Commissioner Neil and a
copy of the decision is attached.

The Order to vary the Federal
Award to which enginemen in South
Australia, Victoria, New South Wales
and Tasmania are parties, was issued
on 7th November, 1968 and provided
for the increased rates to be operative
from the beginning of the first pay-
Period commencing in April, 1968.

The increases granted to enginemen
-in the Commonwealth Railways were
by agreement made retrospective from
29th February, 1968.

The Industrial Commission in
Queensland when ordering a variation
to the Railway State Award granted
retrospective operation from the 8th
April, 1968.

If it is good enough for every other State
to grant retrospective payment, it should
be good enough for this State. To con-
thnue-

The situation existing in Queens-
land is similar to that applying in
W.A. in that conditions are regulated
by a State Award and the application
for increased rates was based on the
Federal determination.

Mr. Jamieson: There is one difference.
We are the State on the move.

Mr. McIVER: To continue-
From the foregoing it will be seen

that enginemen in all other States,
including those employed on the Com-
monwealth Railways have been granted
retrospection to a date not later than
8th April, 1968.

The procedure requiring this Union
to follow decisions of Federal Tri-
bunals usually results in some delay
in our members receiving increases,
however in special circumstances in
the past retrospection has been agreed
to,-one instance being in 1955 when
increased rates granted on the 11th
March were made retrospective from
the 13th December, 1954.

As the W.A. Industrial Commission
has no jurisdiction in regard to this
matter we are hopeful that the request
by this Union will receive sympathetic
consideration.

We know the consideration it received.
It was flatly refused, and I say again that
if harmony is to prevail between the Rail-
ways Commission and its employees, in
order to prevent the rapid rate of resigna-
tions by which we are losing our trained
men, whom we need more than ever be-
cause of the increased tonnages and
intricacies of diesel locomotives, the Gov-
ernment should change its attitude. This
is not an apprenticeship which can be
gained overnight.
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Mr. Rushton: It is a pity the department
lost one of them!

Mr. McIVER: Here is the back-row
chorus. I did not catch the interjection.
What was it?

Mr. Rushton: I was paying you a com-
pliment. I said it was a pity the depart-
ment lost one of its employees.

Mr. Graham: You would pay him a
better compliment if You listened instead of
interjecting.

Mr. McIVER: The situation must be
closely studied. Workers in every other
industry in Australia are getting increases,
but the loco drivers are being left out in
the cold. They are working long hours
and are co-operating in every way. They
have a reduced staff and, as I have said
before, they have the responsibility of the
longer trains and bigger tonnages. Instead
of operating one loco, they are now operat-
ing three.

On many occasions in this House I have
heard Ministers say the trouble with the
trade union Movement is that it will not
accept the decisions of the arbitration
commission. Here is a ruling by Com-
missioner Kelly, who says-

Subject to the qualifications men-
tioned at the beginning of these com-
ments, I am satisfied that, in the cir-
cumstances of this particular case, the
union has a just claim to retrospective
payment of the wage increases in ques-
tion from the beginning of the first
pay period in May, 1968, and I re-
commend accordingly.

There it is in black and white, so why has
the Government made a contrary decision?
Why cannot our enginemen be retrospec-
tively paid and our State thus kept In line
with its counterparts in the Common-
wealth?

I doubt very much whether this Govern-
ment is really concerned with any Indus-
trial stoppage which might occur. I have
nothing to support my claim, but I under-
stand that inquiries have been made of big
transport companies concerning the freight
rate which would apply if a stoppage did
occur.

The CHAIRMAN: The honourable
member has one minute.

Mr. Mc1TVER: As I have said, I do not
have anything to substantiate my state-
ment, but I am sure there is some sub-
stance in it, which is why I believe this
Government is not really concerned with
the impending stoppage and the discontent
which is increasing among the eneinemen
in this State.

if the Government is as sincere as it
leads everyone to believe it is. it should
look at the situation and give justice where
justice is due by granting retrospective Pay
to the enginemen of Western Australia,
who have done a marvellous job in the

past, who are still doing a marvellous job,
and who will continue to do it in the
future.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I rise to oppose the
amendment moved by the member for
Swan. Members in this Chamber know
it has been Government policy for quite a
number of Years to refuse retrospectivity.
This policy has been continued since I
have been a Minister.

Mr. Lapham: Does that make it right?

Mr. O'CONNOR: The honourable, mem-
ber has had a chance to speak. It is now
my turn.

Mr. Graham: You did not continue the
policy with the judges' Bill. You made
that retrospective.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am speaking in re-
spect of departments, and particularly the
Railways Department. If retrospectivity
is granted it should be granted to all
departments, but retrospectivity has not
been the Policy of this Government.

Mr. Graham: Oh yes, it has.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I would like to make a
couple of brief quotes from the report made
by Commissioner Kelly. In the first page
of it he says-

The Commonwealth award applies to
the State railway systems of New South
Wales, Victoria, South Australia and
Tasmania.

Why does it not apply to the Western
Australian system? There are reasons for
this and one of them is that the union-
and this is fair enough-on behalf of its
members believes it is getting a better
deal under the State award; and this is
one of the reasons why it has retained
the State award and not applied to come
under the Federal award. However, if the
union wishes to apply it can do so.

Mr. Lapham: Are you trying to drive it
to the Federal award?

Mr. O'CONNOR: No. I am merely
stating a fact. As a matter of fact, I have
spoken to union officials who have told
me they Prefer to remain under the State
award.

Mr. Lapham: The Government would
prefer them to stay under it too, because
that way it has a degree of control.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I feel I should read
some more of what Commissioner Kelly
said, as follows:-

It was apparent at the conference
that no agreement could be reached
on the Question and I did not feel that
the issues raised had been explored in
sufficient depth to enable me to make
any recommendation. The parties
agreed, however, that I should con-
sider all matters relevant to the issue
and make a written recommendation.
I make it clear that, in so agreeing.
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neither side committed itself to an
acceptance of any recommendation
I might make-

I will repeat that-
*... neither side committed itself to
an acceptance of any recommendation
I might make..

This was because the cornmissioner had
no jurisdiction over this particular item.
To continue-

-but undertook to re-examine their
respective attitudes in the light of
any such recommendation.

There are two things that should
be clearly understood at the outset.
First, the Commissioner is not em.-
Powered under the Act to make retro-
spective orders.

I think that is a most important point.
The commissioner is not empowered to
make retrospective orders. To continue-

Secondly, the Government has,
according to my understanding, a
general policy that award increases
for Government wages employees will
not be given retrospective effect...

Commissioner Kelly has made this state-
ment in his report, and I will repeat it.-

..the Government has .. . a general
policy that award increases for Gov-
ernment wages employees will not be
given retrospective effect except in a
particular circumstance in which it is
decided that all Governement employ-
ees will be given a retrospective wage
adjustment. It is apparent therefore
that the general policy of the Govern-
ment, with respect to its own employ-
ees, is the same as the policy which
Parliament has decreed that the Com-
mission must adopt with respect to all
employees.

I think that makes clear what the com-
missioner knew of this particular item
before he took any action on it. It is
strange that all members of the Opposition
are now coming forward to support Com-
missioner Kelly's recommendation. They
have not always done this. As a matter of
fact, on many occasions they have been
critical, but in this case when a decision
is made they are supporting him. I would
like to quote from Hansard of 1.963 at page
2329. Mr. Ron Thompson, a member from
another Place, said-

That girl was reinstated, but no
thanks were due to Eric Kelly. I re-
peat, he would be -one of the most
reactionary types of people employed
in the Civil Service, and not even ac-
cepted in the Civil Service. So, if
he is going to be one of the commis-
sioners, Gold help the Workers!

That is the comment of a member of the
Opposition in another place, in connec-
tion with this particular commissioner. I
do not agree with those comments but it
does show how a division can come about,
and how members can use aL particular

Point or Person to suit their own purpose.
As I Pointed out, the parties agreed that
they would not be bound by a decision
of the commissioner. In fact, the com-
missioner was not empowered to demand
anything of this nature.

Mr. Lapham: What was the-leason for
going before the commissioner?

Mr. O'CONNOR: The commissioner
called the parties before him to discuss
a point over which he had no power.

Mr. Lapham: If he had no power why
did he call the parties together?

Mr. O'CONNOR: We were there because
we were called together by the commis-
sioner. Is that not a good reason?

Mr. Lapham: I cannot understand that.
Mr. O'CONNOR: The unions could have

made earlier application for an award
increase had they wanted to. However.
they did not choose to do so, and one
migh ask why.

Mr. Lapham: What was the period of
delay?

Mr. O'CONNOR: The unions chose to
wait until the Federal award result had
come forward rather than make applica-
tion themselves. They could have made
application but they decided to wait.

Mr. Brady: Would they have been heard,
or held up for six months?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Any case which has
been held up has been granted restro-
spectivity. However, in this case they
chose not to apply. It is obvious they
wanted to wait for the Federal award.

Mr. Lapharn: It was only five weeks to
the poll.

Mr. O'CONNOR: That is not so; it was
five weeks between the Federal Poll and
when the application was made here. If
the unions felt the State award was uin-
favourable to them they should have ap-
plied for Federal affiliation. However,
they chose not to do so. The unions have
endeavoured to get the best of the Federal
award, and also the best of the State
award. If unions want to be covered by
the State Industrial Arbitration Act they
must abide by that Act. if they want to
be controlled by the Federal Act, they
should not expect to get the best of both
Acts.

Mr. Laph am: The unions also realise
that the State Industrial Commission will
follow the award set by the Common-
wealth.

Mr. O'CONNOR: And they also know
the State Government does not grant
retrospectivity. However, they chose to
forget this at the time. r do not criti-
cise the unions for this. They waited to
find out what the Federal award was, and
I have no objection. However, the unions
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could have been a little quicker in ap-
proaching the 'court after the decision was
made in the Eastern States. There was
a delay of five or six weeks. The unions
should have had their case ready. The
fact that they did nbt have their case
ready affected the time involved.

Mr. Lapham: The arbitration regula-
tions would prevent them from making
an approach before five weeks.

Mr. O'CONNOR: They could have pre-
pared their case. It has been Govern-
ment policy not to grant retrospectivity.

Mr. T. fl. Evans: Does that apply to
school teachers and judges?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I think the unions are
seeking to get the best of both worlds.
The fact that they chose to wait for the
Federal award caused the delay. If they
want to come under the State award then
they must abide by the State Industrial
Arbitration Act.

Amendment (to reduce item) put and
a division taken with the following re-
suit:-

Ayes-la

Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr. Burke
Mr. H. D. Evans
Mr. T. D. Evans
Mr. Fletcher
Mr. Graham
Mr. Harman
Mr. Jamieson

Mr. Boveli
Sir David Brand
Mr. Cash
Mr. Craig
Mr. Dunn
Mr. Orayden
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Kitney
Mr. Lewis
Mr. Mensaros
Mr. Mitchell

Ayes
Mr. May
Mr. Hall
Mr. Moir
Mr. Bateman
Mr. Bertram

Mr. Jones
Mr. Lapham
Mr. Mclver
Mr. Norton
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Toms
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Davies

(Tellel
Noes-21

Mr. Naldor
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. O'Neil
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runciman
Mr. Rushton~
Mr. Stewart
Mr. Williams
Mr. Young
Mr. I. W. Manning

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
Mr. Burt
Mr. Court
Mr. MePharlin
Dr. Rena
Mr. Gayfer

Amendment thus negatived.

Vote put and passed.
Part 13: Minister for Mines-
Vote: State Batteries, $541,000-put and

passed.
Part 16: Minister for Works and Water

Supplies-

MR. TONKIN4 (Melville-Leader of the
Opposition) [8 p.m.]: I wonder whether
the Minister for Water Supplies is able
to give the House any Information about
the water supply in Beacon.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I gave the Inform-
ation the other evening.

Mr. TONKIN: Are there any later devel-
opments or are the people In Beacon still
as far away from getting a supply of water

as they ever were? The situation is that
the residents of the town are reduced to
a ridiculously low ration of water.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Was the Leader
of the Opposition in the Chamber the
other evening when I said what we were
doing?

Mr. TONKIN: No.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson; I will let you

know.
Mr. TONKIN: If the Minister Is pre-

aved to give me some Information, all I
can do now is to emphasise that some
special effort should be made, I believe, to
deal with the situation of this town.

MR. ROSS IHUTCHINSON (Cottesloe-
Minister for Water Supplies) L8.2 p.m.]:
I made some comments in the Chamber,
Perhaps last week, on this subject when a
query was raised with regard to the steps
being taken to assist the people of Beacon
so far as water supplies are concerned. I
think the member for the district raised
the matter.

I1 said that the daily ration, which was
eight gallons per person per day, was to
be increased by water cartage. I mentioned
that the cartage of water would not be
immediate, but it has commenced by now.
As a result of this the people will receive
approximately 16 to 20 gallons per
day. At the same time I said that drilling
was proceeding some two miles or more
from the town to establish a source of
supply. It Is not the best of water, but it
is good enough. This will be brought in as
soon as possible. I understand the drill is
now producing water and that a pipeline
is being laid to the town supply.

I also announced that as a result of
planning which had been undertaken
earlier a commencement would be made
on the construction of a 4,000,000 or
5,000,000-gallon dam with a bitumninised
catchment which will satisfy the town's
requirements in future years.

MR. BICKERTON (Pilbara) [8.4 p.m.]:
I wonder whether the Minister would be
good enough to make an explanation to
me in connection with the Millstream
water supply. I heard a news item this
evening to the effect that a judgment was
given against the Minister in connection
with the supply of water from Millstream
and this will naturally affect Dampier,
Cape Lambert, and Karratha.

Can the Minister give the Chamber any
information as to just what effect this
will have upon the supply of water to
this area and what the Government's pro-
posals are to overcome the situation in
which the Minister finds himself at thes
present time?

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe-
Minister for Water Supplies) 18.5 p.m.]:
I am afraid I am unable to satisfy the
honourable member completely on the
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question he has raised. Indeed, I am not
satisfied myself. I listened with no little
surprise to the statement that I, as Min-
ister for Works, had trespassed on this pro-
perty. I will have to see my officers to
assess the result.

Mr. Tonkin: There is no doubt what
the result will be.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The situa-
tion seems quite impossible to me. I can-
not see that anything should be placed
in the way of the people in the north re-
ceiving a good water supply from such an
excellent source. I should think the hon-
ourable member himself would have feel-
ings in this regard.

However. I do not know what course
will be followed from now on, but I should
think that, as time goes on, the State
must be in the situation of being able
to harness this water for Public use.

Mr. Bickerton: Would the Minister give
an undertaking to me that he will keep
me fully informed from time to time of
the various steps taken, on account of the
fact that I represent the people who need
the water?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I do not
have any influence with Mr. Justice Hale.

Mr. Bickerton: I would not reflect on
the judiciary.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINTSON: The honour-
able member may be assured that I will
see he is kept fully informed.

Vote: Country Water Supplies, Sewerage,
Drainage and Irrigation, $13,658,000--put
and passed.

Schedules A to E put and Passed.
Clauses 1 to 4 put and passed.
Preamble put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

State Trading Concerns Estimates:
Tabling

On motion by Sir David Brand (Treas-
urer), the State Trading Concerns Esti-
mates were tabled.

in Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. W.

A. manning) in the Chair; Sir David
Brand (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Votes: The West Australian Meat Ex-
port Works, $3,693,000; State Engineering
Works. $1,629,800-put and passed.

Report
Resolution reported and the report

adopted.
Third Reading

SIRt DAVID BRAND (Greenough-
Treasurer) [8.10 P.M.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta--Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) L8.11 pi.m.]: Those
members who were present in the Chamber
may recall that I endeavoured in vain to
mention a particular matter relating to
traffic. It became obvious that I could
make no progress with the Chairman of
Committees but, fortunately, if I may para-
phrase a term, I received a message which
indicated to me that I could take advantage
of the third reading to discuss the matter.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate that this will
be subject to your indulgence and approval
and I observe you are perusing the Stand-
ing Orders-perchance looking for ways and
means to request me to resume my seat.
For that reason Ilam deferring commencing
my exercise, because I have already had
the experience once today of getting started
and then being shot off at the socks.

The SPEAKER: I was merely looking
up the time you may speak.

Mr. GRAHAM: There is an anticlimax,
if you like! I was somewhat taken
aback by a remark of the Minister
for Works when replying to the
member for Northam. He indicated that
consideration was being given to the up-
grading of the road between Northamn and
Perth and that he, the Minister, envisaged
the possibility of a dual carriageway.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Well in the future.
I would say.

Mr. GRAHAM: That is what I am con-
cerned about. The Minister indicated that
the road could be made a dual carriageway
on account of the volume of traffic it will
be called upon to carry. As is well known.
the majority of the roads which radiate
from the metropolitan area have town-
ships astride them. There is no need for me
to itemise Pinjarra, Waroona, Brunswick,
and so on to the South; and, going east,
Northam, Meckering, Merredin, and the
rest. In every direction that appears to
be the order of the day.

If movements are made to upgrade these
country highways, a problem will be accen-
tuated and something will be created which
should be avoided. At the present moment
in respect of these various roads, the over-
whelming majority of the vehicles which
pass through the main streets of the town-
ships have no business whatsoever in those
townships. It is a source of annoyance to
the motorists that they must, when anxious
to reach a point some distance further.
slacken their speed and drive carefully to
avoid Pedestrians. This also is a disturb-
ance to the local people who want to do
their shopping and other business and cross
from one side of the road to the other.

The policy should be for the main arterial
roads to by-pass the various townships. If
I might use as an example the road from
Perth to Bunbury, let the existing road re-
main and do not upgrade it in any respect
whatsoever. Place a speed limit on It be-
cause, when all is said and done, paddocks
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and sheds front the road, stock is moved
along it, and machinery Is shifted from
one Place to another. At other places
small community towns interrupt the flow
of traffic. Alter all, these are rural areas
and it would not be very expensive,
measured by the price per acre, for the
Government to acquire land at this stage.
A great deal of it should have been acquired
already some distance away-a halt a mile
or a mile or five miles-either to the east
or the west of the existing road to build
a new road which could then be made a
limited access road so that every 20 miles or
thereabouts drivers would be able to peel
off to attend to business at a certain
centre. A person proceeding from Perth
to Bunbury would travel along the new
road at whatever the maximum speed limit
happened to be-say, 65 miles per hour-
without all these interruptions.

To me it was a matter of some regret
to see, again on the Bunbury road, that a
great deal of widening by way of road re-
servation had already been undertaken. A
one-chain reservation is ample for the
Purpose, and a strip a couple of chains
wide, or more, should be acquired some dis-
tance away to provide a controlled access
road along the lines I have indicated.

I am aware that I have probably bored
members from time to time when trying
to recall some of the things I saw and
learnt when on a study tour overseas
some two or three Years ago. I have
mentioned that in northern Italy-I have
produced a map of this and I still have
it in my office-the freeways, or autos-
trada as they are called, were deliberately
planned to bypass cities. Several miles
before a driver approaches a city there is
a sign to indicate that there is a run-off.
I could see nothing wrong with this. Those
who use the freeways have to pay a road
toll; they pay something for the privilege,
and most People who are travelling long
distances willingly pay the amount which
is required. If one has any objection,
then one can use the old roads with their
speed limits and interruptions because of
townships, villages, traffic lights, railway
crossings, and so on.

It is appreciated that there would have
to be a great number of overhead cross-
ings-that is to say, road bridges-over
the proposed freeway if we went into that
sort of development here. However, having
seen from my office window the speed and
the ease with which Bailey bridges have
been erected on the Narrows interchange,
I do not think it would be an exceedingly
expensive exercise. I am sufficiently
realistic to appreciate that it would be a
job completely beyond the resources of
tbe State at the moment to acquire, first
of all, the necessary land with the mini-
mum of interruption to the people in
rural areas, and then to get on with the
job of constructing the dual carriageways
to carry traffic at high speeds.

However, now surely is the time to look
ahead and plan and to gradually acqwire
the properties. I know there is some dis-
taste about this but, after all. it has been
done here in the metropolitan area within
a couple of hundred yards of where I
stand. We are acquiring properties cost-
ing many hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars and more. Indeed, to my left, over
$500,000 has been paid for air space over
a property owned by a particular com-
pany.

It would be shortsighted and wrong
thinking and planning to go about this
business of gradually widening the exist-
ig roads so as to throw, even with
gradual impact, many streams of
vehicles through the main shopping centres
of small country towns, upsetting every-
body-the people who live in the localities.
and the people who are driving from point
A to point B and who want to arrive at
point B with a minimum of interruption.
I therefore suggest that the Minister for
Works, in this instance, give attention to
this matter. The foundations should be
laid now.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
her has five more minutes.

Mr. GRAHAM: Mr. Speaker, I will
oblige you and, indeed, the Premier and
others by resuming my seat, having made
my point. I would indicate to the Gov-
ernment that it would be my intention.
when next we meet to ask some questions
in respect of this matter in order to get
an appreciation of the thinking of the
Government and the department in con-
nection with it. I realise it would be wrong
of mue to expect the Premier at a moment's
notice to give any worth-while judgment;
on the Question.

MR. CRAIG (Toodyay-Minister for
Police) L8.20 P.m.]: I wish to speak in
reply to the comments of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, because be did
attempt to make them during the course
of the Police Estimates. His remarks, more
or less, were directed to the Minister for
Works. He expressed concern at upgrading
the Perth-Northam road to make it a
dual carriageway because he felt this
would have an effect on the towns situated
along the highway between Perth and
Northam.

The same circumstances exist on other
main roads in this State. At this point I
disagree to a considerable degree, because
I think a dual carriageway on such a
major highway is the ultimate in road-
making. I would not like to see the road
system in this State developed to the same
degree as road systems have been developed
in certain overseas countries. The De-
puty Leader of the Opposition has seen
many highways overseas where one will
travel from, say, one city to another and
shoot through-if I can use that expression
-towns en route without even seeing them.
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This, to me, is conducive to the very high
speed travel about which the honourable
member expresses concern.

Let us not forget that many motorists
in travelling from, say, Perth to Northam,
or from Perth to Bunbury, like to see some
of these towns. 'Their speed whilst travell-
ing through them is restricted of course
by the speed limit that is imposed. No
harm is caused to any motorist who has
travelled great distances at high speed'to
be forced to slow down on occasions. He
can then collect his thoughts a little to
think of the section of road that is before
him before reaching the next town.

It must not be forgotten, also, that it is
a fact that business people in towns along
the highway object violently to any by-
passing of the area which is served by their
businesses. From my own experience I
know that this has happened on a number
of occasions not only on the Perth-
Northam road but also on the YancheP
road, and now it is mooted that the
route of the Great Northern Highway is
to be charged to go around the Pearce
aerodrome, and this will affect the busi-
ness people in that area. They are
objecting, of course, most strongly.

As I have said, I think a dual carriage-
way is the ultimate in the provision of
roads, and I agree with the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition that we have to have
these slip roads that will take a motorist
into the townsite, and also provide for
access for his return to the highway. I
repeat that this is the ultimate, and I think
that all members will appreciate that the
Provision of such roads will cost a great
deal of money.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson:
Leader of the Opposition
pletely new road, though.
fine, too.

The
wants

This

Deputy
a com-
will be

Mr. CRAIG: As I have been saying, this
is the ultimate, and this is what the Main
Roads Department is developing in its
long-range plan for the construction of
Toads in this State. We could overcome
the financial problem in a way by imposing
tolls, to which the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition referred. I hope we never reach
the situation where we have to impose
tolls on the major highways of our State.
I can recall travelling from Montreal
to a place 60 miles distant-it would be
comparable with a trip between Perth and
Northam-and having to Pay five tolls on
that road. I do not think anyone in West-
ern Australia would want such a situation
to be created here.

Mr. McIver: Would you say that the
Northam road would have top priority for
the dual carriageway?

Mr. CRAIG: it is not my prerogative to
say that. The honourable member should
ask my colleague, the Minister for Works.
However, I think I am expressing the views

of the Minister for Works when I say that
this matter is under the constant con-
sideration of the Main Roads Department,
and I feel it will meet the wishes not only
of the honourable member but mine also.

Mr. Graham: I thank you.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time, and transmitted

to the Council.

WHEAT DELIVERY QUOTAS BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

METROPOLITAN REGION TOWN
PLANNING SCHEME ACT AMENDIMENT

BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 6th November.

MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta - Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) t8.27 pm.]:
This Bill contains only one small provi-
sion. It is designed to prevent something
from occurring which has not already
occurred. I have no objection to the Bill,
although I have a query in my mind. The
position is that if a person has a block
of land, and, say, one-half of it is re-
served for certain purposes under the
metropolitan region Plan-perhaps for the
construction of a freeway or something of
that nature-in the process of years action
will be taken to acquire that parcel of
land for public purposes.

As the law stands at present, when the
acquisition occurs, the compensation will
be paid to the owner. The proposition
here is that the compensation shall apply
only in respect of the person who owned
the land at the time the reservation was
made. Ostensibly on the grounds that
somebody who was rather shrewd could
pay the original owner something less
than the land was worth because of this
disability to which it was subject, and
then at a later stage could receive double
benefit by being granted compensation
from the authority, it is felt that this
would be wrong. In the view of the
Minister the Purchaser should make the
necessary inquiries and inform himself,
and the only Person to be protected is
the owner at the time the reservation is
made.

To a certain extent I suppose this is
all right, but, by the same token, Mr.
Speaker, if you happened to own this block
of land and I were the interested buyer
I may be completely unaware of the fact,
shall we say, that the rear half of the
block is to be acquired for public pur-
Poses. I Pay You for the block in full
and some time later I find to my dismay
that half of the block Is to disappear. I
cannot receive compensation, but it is to
go to you as the original owner. I have
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Paid You for the block in full, and there-
fore you have been compensated for the
whole block. I do not know whether on
thie actual acquisition of the land you,
as the original owner, having been paid
for all of it by me, could then claim the
money that is due to be paid by the
Metropolitan Planning Region Authority
for having taken physical possession of
the land.

It appears that this Bill, while seeking
to protect the situation, will virtually be
creating one-way traffic. It will ensure
that the smart aleck will not be able to
put one over the original owner, but it
will not protect an unsuspecting pur-
chaser if there be a smart owner. I
would say this would be possible, because
I understand there Is nothing appearing
on the title deeds when he sells to a
simple soul who is unaware of the niceties
of the situation.

He might have a look at the title deeds
and find there is a 10-acre block of
land in my name which I propose to
sell to him for a certain figure. He may
want to buy the land but he will not
know that one-half-namely five acres at
the rear of the block-is reserved for
authority purposes. After he discovers this
and has paid me for the 10 acres, it will
be too late for him to do anything about
the fact that he is actually only getting
a permanent right to five acres and that
he is not entitled to any compensation for
the five acres which are to be taken by the
authority.

I do not know whether or not my inter-
pretation is right. I have read the speeches
made in the other House, as I have also
read the remarks of the Minister when he
introduced the Bill here, and I have had
a brief discussion with him on this point.

As I have already indicated, I have no
intention of opposing the Bill but unless
I have in some respect misinterpreted the
fact as to how it will operate I can see
injustices occurring which this Bill is seek-
ing to prevent, but there has been no
known case of this having happened al-
ready.

I know the Minister for Education has
had talks with the Minister for Town
Planning and he may have been able to
satisfy himself on this point. I realise
the position is technically involved and
even although the Minister Is unable to
Satisfy me completely it is not my inten-
tion to oppose the Bill or pursue the point
any further.

MR. LEWIS (Moore-Minister for Edu-
cation) [3.33 p.m.]: I want to reply briefly
to the points raised by the Deputy Leader
of the opposition and I thank him for
his generous support of the Hill Which, as
I pointed out, is to correct shortcomings
in the Act. It seems that most of the
amendments introduced to this Act have
been introduced to tidy up shortcomings
along the line..

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
cited a hypothetical example where he
might sell a property to somebody else,
a property which already had a reserva-
tion on it. Being an honest man I should
imagine the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion would make sure that the intending
purchaser knew there was a reservation
on the property. But not everybody would
be so scrupulous. We must bear in mind
that most of the transactions go through
a land agent of some kind or another and
surely if there were a simple soul who was
seekIng to purchase the type of property
referred to by the honourable member, the
land agent would draw his attention to the
fact that there was a reservation on it.

Most people are aware of these things.
Town planning schemes are on exhibition
at shire offices and at the town Planning
office, and intending purchasers can make
sure of the position and see whether or
not there Is a reserve on a property -
before they purchase.

Mr. Graham: Most people would go to
the Titles Office. They would not go to
the local authority or the town planning
office to see about this.

Mr. LEWIS: If a person were aware of
some pitfall-and there are not many-r
feel he would not take the trouble to go
to the Titles Office; he would go to the
local authority and conduct his inquiries
there.

I discussed this with the Minister for
Local Government and he felt it would be
impractical to have some note placed on
the title; that it would be more convenient
for People to go to the local authority
to make their inquiries.

The Hill is not designed to protect the
smart aleck; it is designed to ensure that
the owner at the time of reservation,
and he alone, will be compensated for any
loss of value due to reservations. The Bill
merely seeks to tighten up the position and
I commend it to the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by

Mr. Lewis (Minister for Education), and
passed.

APPROPRIATION BILL (GENERAL
LOAN FUND)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 21st October.

MRt. JAMIESON (Belmont) [8.37 pim.]:
There are one or two matters I wish to
discuss on the general debate, the first
of which deals with the State Electricity
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Commission. This matter of the State
Electricity Commission concerns me
greatly. The Auditor-General's report on
this organisation has been consistent over
a number of years; indeed it reminds me
very much of the report that was made
by the Commissioner of Police for many
years recommending the legalising of S.P.
bookmaking. Hie made this recommenda-
tion year after year because of his in-
ability to effectively control the position.'In his report the Auditor-General has this
to say-

A survey by the Audit of the un-
read meterage in the Metropolitan
Area indicated that this amounted to
approximately $2,630,000 as at 30th
June, 1969. As in previous years.
an amount of $90,000 was brought in-
to the accounts as earnings, leaving
an unrecorded earning of $2,540,000
compared with $2,518,712 at 30th
June, 1968. The accumulated profit
of the Metropolitan System is there-
fore approximately $26,263,494
($23,723,494 plus $2,540,000). Unread
meterage is fully accounted for each
year in the accounts of the other
undertakings. For the year 1968-69
the amounts credited as earnings
were: South-West and Great South-
ern, $625,090; Eastern District,
$175,240; Northern District, $18,100;
Port Hedland, $24,936; Albany Gas
Undertaking, $4,550.

If the Government is not going to take
notice of what the Auditor-General has to
say then surely it is necessary for us
to alter the Audit Act so that he need
'not bother with the S.E.C. account. But
he has a job to do and if he reports that
something should be done which is not
being done, the Minister should inform
his department of what needs to be done,
otherwise there would be no necessity for
the Auditor-General. The Auditor-General,
as -we know, is not responsible to the Gov-
ernment but to Parliament itself. Hle has
made this recommendation and there ap-
pears to be no reason why it should not
be carried out. This is not being done,
because of sheer cussedness on the part of
the S.E.C. The Minister should explain
why no action has been taken.

Mr. Cash: Other Auditor-General's. re-
ports have contained the same things ever
since 1959 but you have never taken any
action.

Mr. JAMIESON: I am not generally at
a loss for words but they fall me on this
occasion. The computerised mind of the
member for Mirrabooka is whirling around
at such a fantastic speed that he is well
in front of rue and at the same time
behind me. I have merely indicated a
certain set of circumstances that need
correcting. I pointed out what the Com-
missioner of Police used to do, but whether
this is of any interest to the honourable
member I would not know, nor do I care.
The cold hard fact is that here we have

a recommendation made by the Auditor-
General being disregarded, and the Min-
ister owes the H-ouse an explanation as
to why his department does not follow
this recommendation, when other sections
of the S.E.C. which are also dealing in
electricity do so and include unread meter-
age as an earned amount when they are
making up their accounts.

I was disappointed not to see many
undertakings listed in the Loan Estimates.
While provision is made for schools,
nothing has been listed for a library build-
ing in the Belmont High School. I have
had correspondence with the Minister on
this subject and I hope that this will be
contained in the extras clearly covered in
the additional amount appropriated for
the purposes of school buildings.

This high school was built at a mini-
mum cost. It was built during the Labor
Government's term of office and I think
at that time the Minister for Education
would probably have been vying for some
of the building material which was avail-
able. The Minister for Housing was get-
ting the lion's share-and deservedly so-
of the material available to catch up with
the housing shortage.

However, the building of the Belmont
High School left a lot to be desired. It
was necessary to build the school at the
time and it was built on a minimum basis.
Whereas other high schools all have fairly
elaborate buildings the one at Belmont was
mostly built of prefabricated classrooms.
and the rest of it was timber frame and
brick veneer. In addition, it has many
other disadvantages. Although it Is
aesthetically disadvantaged it has obtained
some remarkable results with students. The
attendances have been very high. As a
matter of fact, when it was only a three-
year high school I think it was the biggest
In the State.

It was not developed to the stage of
being a five-year high school for a number
of years, but was finally approved. Now
it requires a ha'porth of tar to make it
a decent school. I invited the Minister
to come out personally and examine the
situation for himself, and I Invite any
member of this Parliament to compare the
Belmont High School with any other high
school which has been constructed re-
cently. The school requires some amieni-
ties to bring it up to the standard of the
other schools. One amenity required is
the expansion of the library facilities. The
Minister did promise this, but I was dis-
appointed that no reference at all was
made to this matter in the Estimates for
this Year.

The people who are associated with the
school, such as the members of the parents
and citizens' committee, have done a lot
to help overcome the disabilities and to
make life a !ait happier for the students.
in line with the conditions applying at the
neighbouring Kewdale High School. At
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that school they have everything they
require, including a library far and above
the requirements of the school at the pre-
sent time. Of course, that should be the
position so that it can accommodate the
children when the school is created a five-
year high school.

Surely some finance can be allocated to
upgrade the facilities and provide a decent
hall. Most of the other schools have halls.
I have a clear knowledge of the Canning-
ton High School and the Kewdale High
School where, if they have not a hail they
have the foundations with an open air
assembly area. Both schools have stage
facilities, but at Belmont they have noth-
ing of this sort to offset the disadvantages
the school has suffered since it was- built.

I suggest that the Government look at
this school and provide a few amenities
to offset the disadvantages which prevail
with the buildings which have had to be
tolerated as, indeed, tolerated they have
been.

No doubt -the children have appreciated
the fact that the high school has been
available. Also, the parents have appre-
ciated the fact that they have a high
school to which they could send their
children. However, when the people
look around and compare the school with
those which have been constructed in other
places, they must realise that Belmont is
really- the poor relation.

I ask anybody to go out to have a look
for themselves. I am sure they would
come back with the conclusion which r
have put to tis House: compared with
other schools it is a very poor relation
indeed.

Mr. Rushton: The difficulty is that some
areas have not got a school at all.

Mr. JAMIESON: Of course they have
not got one at all, but when they do get
a school there will be no end to the fin-
ancial resources available from the Gov-
ernment. When we see what amounts to
practically gilt-plated balustrading on some
of the schools, and cantilever construction
-but I do not want to go over all that
again. Surely I have been through it be-
fore. We know it is most expensive and
luxurious, and appreciated by the people,
but the other schools should not have to
suffer while the new high schools are
supplied with more than ample facilities
in aesthetic surroundings.

I suggest a close examination should be
made of the Belmont High School to up-
grade it to a reasonable standard in the
provision of facilities for the students.

MR. JONES (Collie) [8.49 pi.m.]: I was
rather disturbed when studying the Esti-
mates to see there was no reference to
any boring to be carried out on the Collie
coalfield. I think the Government showed

that it was concerned about this matter
following the survey that was conducted. I
imagined that following the investigations
and the report delivered by the Eastern
States mining engineers, some thought
would have been given to this matter.

It will be recalled that the last survey
was carried out In 1960 when Mr. Mar-
shall, a mining consultant from Sydney,
was brought to Western Australia to make
a study of the potential of the Muja de-
pression, He brought down his findings
and said that there were 86.000,000 tons
of extractable coal in the Muja depression,
and it will be remembered that shortly
after he returned to Sydney, he indicated
that he had underestimated the quantity
by 10,000,000 tons.

I am informed that Hancock and
Wright approached this Government for
permission to bore the coalfield to ascer-
tamn the reserves. This Information was
given to me, and I understand it to be
correct. I understand the Government
considered the question and it was thought
that it should know the position of re-
serves- before it made a determination.

Following that point, I asked a number
of questions during this session and last
session. Some people may not consider
this matter to be important, but to me,
to the mining industry, and to the State, it
is of the utmost importance, because at
some time we must ascertain the potential
of the Collie mineral coalfield. I will briefly
refer to four questions I asked in this
House. The first was on Thursday, the
17th April, 1969, when I asked the Pre-
miler the following question-

In view of the fact that he advised
Parliament on the 23rd September,
1965, in answer to a question, that
the reserves of both open-cut and
deep mine coal are well known
following geological and geophysical
examination, drilling, and the mining
operations conducted aver the years,
will he advise the reason for bringing
Eastern States' mining experts to Col-
lie recently to reassess the reserves of
coal?

The answer given by the Premier was,-
Eastern States' coalmining experts

have been asked to carry out a
survey and report on the econo-
mics of the Collie coal field. They
will be concerned mainly with the
economics, engineering, and trans-
port problems involved in Increasing
Collie's coal output.

Then, on Wednesday, the 30th April, 1969,
I asked the Minister representing the Min-
ister for Mines the following question:-

Does he consider that the reserves
of Collie coal can be accurately
assessed without an additional boring
programme being instituted at Collie?
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The Minister for Lands, on behalf of the
Minister for Mines, replied-

The report to be submitted by the
New South Wales coal mining engin-
eers on Collie is awaited. Further con-
sideration will be given to the ques-
tion when this report Is received.

We all know that the report was brought
down and tabled in this House on the
5th August. It was a rather lengthy re-
port, and I agreed with some points con-
tained in it and disagreed with others, and
members will recall that I spoke on the
matter in this House. However. I asked
two further questions the first of which
was iii regard to the cost of the inquiry,
and I was told it amounted to $1,213.22.
The next question, which is important.
was on the 30th October, of this year,
'when I asked the Minister representing
the Minister for Mines--

(1) Has the Government studied the
report made by Eastern States
mining authorities on the Collie
coalfields?

(2) If "No", when is it anticipated
that the study will be completed?

(3) If "Yes", what recommendations
will be implemented?

Once again, the Minister for Lands, on
behalf of the Minister for Mines, replied-

(1) to (3) The report is being studied
in the context of the State's fuel
and energy resources and require-
ments. The study will be com-
pleted as soon as possible, having
regard to the importance of fuel
and energy in the State's econ-
omy.

Anyone who studies this report will find
that one of the Important factors men-
tioned In the findings of these engineers
was that they felt an early boring pro-
gramme should be instituted in the Collie
coalfield. This was mentioned in the
summary of conclusions, page 2, paragraph
3 of the report. It is only a brief para-
graph and, with your permission, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, I will quote it-

Two areas marked 'A' and 'B' on
attached Plan No. Ci on present
knowledge each appear capable of
outputs up to 1-million tons per
annum. with reserves sufficient to war-
rant large scale miechanisation. A
third area marked 'C' on Plan Cl has
lesser reserves but could be exploited
for more than thirty years at outputs
up to 500,000 tons per annumn. How-
ever. some stout drilling is desirable
to establish whether large seam dis-
locations occur in the nominated
areas. This would coat in the order
of $22,000 to $30,000 depending on the
results of the initial bores. If results
were encouraging actual proving of
the areas from a practical mining
point of view should become the re-
sponsibility of any company or com-
panies who may be interested In their
Ioug term exploitation.

of course, whilst they mentioned the re-
sponsibility of the companies, where do the
companies find themselves? The Govern-
ment Is required to safeguard the natural
resources of the State. A company would
be prepared to institute a drilling pro-
gramme to ascertain where the coal is
located. I do not suggest that one par-
ticular company should be permitted to
move into Collie and take over all the
resources. Hdwever, as I said earlier,
Hancock and Wright are interested to
prove the total reserves of coal in the
Collie field.

If we look at the annual report for
1968-69 of the Joint Coal Board of New
South Wales we find that the board is
very active in this respect. Everyone
knows how the Joint Coal Board was in-
troduced, its activities, and why it was
set up. The annual report shows that
some 166 bores were put down in the coal-
fields of New South Wales, involving a
total drilling of 86,721 feet.

The report on the Collie coalfield was
received on the 5th August, which is over
three months ago. The Government has
now indicated that the findings included
in the report will be subject to the com-
mittee it has set up. I urge the Govern-
ment to give this matter early considera-
tion. if private parties are interested in
drilling the coalfields, I think they should
be encouraged.

Of course, at the moment nobody knows
where we are going in relation to the
Policy concerning drilling. I think it will
not be denied that this is a very import-
ant matter; so important that the Govern-
ment saw fit to bring over Mr. Afenzles
and Mr, Hanrahan from New South Wales
to advise the Government on the policy
it should adopt in relation to the develop-
ment of the Collie coalfield. In view of
what Is transpoiring in the Eastern States,
and the fact that nobody knows the actual
coal reserves at Collie, I would urge the
Government to make a special effort to
bring down a policy if it is not prepared
to institute a drilling programme as it has
on a number of occasions in the past.

A drilling programme was carried out
In the 1950s and later a programme en-
compassing the MuJa depression was also
carried out. I think the Government
should allow private enterprise to deter-
mine-if It Is prepared to do so-the
amount of extractable coal in the Collie
coalfield,

MR. T. D. EVANS (Kalgoorlie) (8.57
p.m.]: I would like to take this oppor-
tunity to engage, briefly, the attention of
the Minister representing the Minister for
Mines. At this time in Western Australia.
and particularly in the area I am proud
to represent, there is an unprecedented
interest in mineral exploration. One needs
only to walk through any of the townis
In the goldfields In which there is a dis-
trict mining registrar's office, and one will
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be amazed to see the array of mineral
notices and applications for mining ten-
ments, One can imagine the amount of
revenue being drawn to the State Treas-
ury from this source. One has only to
look at the weekend Paper, Thre Independ-
ent, and one will find a number of pages
which carry mining notices. If one then
takes the trouble to peruse the pages of
the regulations made under the Mining
Act, one will find that 'there are no
provisions requiring mineral tenements to
be worked in accordance with strict labour
conditions.

It has been said that if the various
mineral claims now spread throughout the
mining areas of this State were, in fact,
being manned in accordance with the
regulations, the Population of the gold-
fields, which is now approaching some
30,000, would increase to 90.000 at least
Of course, we all know that it has not
increased to anywhere near 90.000.

1 am advocating that the department
should take action to enforce the labour
conditions. I realise this would not be
Practicable, but I draw the attention of
the Minister who represents the Minister
for Mines in this House to the fact that
early in August of this year a prospector
for gold-that forgotten metal-was the
holder of a prospecting area; and, because
this prospecting area, consisting of a mere
24 acres, happened to fall within an area
favoured with Prospects of nickel, an ap-
plication, pursuant to regulation 10 made
under the Act, was made in the warden's
court for it to be forfeited on the ground
that the labour conditions required to be
complied with by the regulation had not
been honoured.

It has long been the unwritten law of
the goldfields that one person does not
jump another person's claim. This was,
in fact, what happened. Regulation 10
provides that on every prospecting area-
it consists generally of 24 acres in the
case of gold or minerals other than coal-
bonaz Mie work shall be carried out on
each and every working day of every week.

During the dark days of the goldfields-
I am referring to the dark days of recent
ties-and Prior to the advent of nickel,
prospecting was only kept alive by men
commonly known as weekend prospectors.
They were men who worked elsewhere
during the week and gave up their week-
ends in search of the elusive, lustrous,
yellow metal. The goldfields owes a great
deal to these weekend prospectors: and
they were the ones who kept prospecting
alive in the Years Prior to the finding of
nickel at Kambalda.

The man to whom I have been refer-
ring was the holder of a claim this year,
and he was a weekend prospector. An
application was made for the forfeiture
of his prospecting area on the ground that
he had not worked the area each and
every working day of every week,_ Under

the regulations it is only necessary for a
Person applying for the forfeiture of a
claim to Prove that he. the applicant,
had sat on the area for three clear work-
ing days and had not observed the
holder of the claim working the claim In
accordance with the regulation.

The regulation does provide that where
an application is made for forfeiture the
warden may dismiss the claim for good
and sufficient reason. When this applica-
tion came before the warden's court, after
hearing the evidence the warden held that
because this man was a weekend pros-
pector it could hardly be said that was
a good and proper reason: so, he had no
alternative but to forfeit the prospecting
area.

There is provision in the Act to enable
the warden in these conditions to impose
a fine, but in view of all the circum-
stances of the case he felt it would be
unjust to impose a pecuniary penalty on
the prospector, so he had no alternative
but to forfeit the prospecting area.

This case caused a great deal of con-
cern to the goldfields, people, generally, be-
cause they are aware of the many mineral
claims that are now dotting the country-
side for miles and miles. These are
mineral claims in name only, and they are
not being worked in accordance with the
regulations. No effort is being made by
the holders of these claims to man them,
and no effort is being made by the depart-
ment to enforce the manning of them;
yet here was a prospector with a humble
24 acres who was looking for the for-
gotten metai-gold-and his claim was
forfeited.

Prior to the 7th August last I asked some
questions of the Minister representing the
Minister for Mines, and T referred to the
questions and the answers in my contribu-
tion to the Address-In-Reply debate of
that date. One of the questions was-

What action, if any, does the Gov-
ernment intend to take to amend
regulation 10 of the regulations under
the Mining Act so as -to afford pro-
tection from forfeiture for bona fie
'weekend prospectors"?

The reply of the Minister was-
In the light of a recent forfeiture

plaint, regulation 10 has been ex-
amined and it has been decided not
to make any change in the regulation
at least for the time being....

Applications for forfeiture, in regard
to areas held by the type of operator
referred to, are not generally prac-
tised and the position 'will be watched.

Some months have passed, and I would
like to learn the fruits of the Minister's
labours in watching the situation.

The Minister says that the position will
be watched. That is a poor attitude for
him to adopt. Regulation 10 is one of the
original regulations made under the Act.
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and the Act was enacted in 1904. In all
those years there have been very few
instances of claim-tin the proverbial
idiom-having been Jumped successfully
by somebody else. I think It Is high time
that some realistic approach was brought
to bear in respect of this matter, because
there are still many persons in the gold-
mining areas of this State who are pre-
pared to devote their time and attention
to looking for the yellow metal rather
than the grey, silvery metal that has cap-
tured the Imagination of mining interests,

I take this opportunity to request the
Minister to Impress upon his colleague In
another place the desirability of examnr-
iug this regulation, with a view to making
it possible for weekend prospectors to
legally hold their areas until sich time
as there is an increase in the price of
gold, so that those areas will remain
sacrosanct to anyone who wants to claimn
them in the search for nickel.

Question put and passed.
Dill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. W.

A. Manning) in the Chair; Sir David
Brand (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Votes; Railways, $11,054,000; State Elec-
tricity Commission, $4,500,000; Public
Works, $33,904,000; Metropolitan Water
Supply, Sewerage and Drainage Board,
$2,500,000; Mines, $71,000; Housing,
$5,200,000; Agriculture, $850,000; Forests,
$400,000: Fisheries, $29,000: Industrial
Development, $406,000: Other State Under-
takings, $3,951,000; Sundries, $1,150,000
-put and passed.

Schedules A to C put and passed.
Clauses I to 3 put and passed.
Preamble put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

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

David Brand (Treasurer), and trans-
mitted to the Council.

MARKETING OF EGGS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Council's Amendments
Amendments made by the Council now

considered.

* In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr.

W. A. Manning) in the Chair; Mr. Nalder
(minister for Agriculture) in charge of
the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council
were as follows:-

No. 1.
Clause 2, page 2. line i-Add after

the word "amended" the passage

No. 2.
Clause 2, page 2, line 10-Delete

the passage "months; ." and sub-
stitute the following passage:-

months; and
(b) by adding after subsection

(2) the following subsec-
tloii-

(3) For the purposes of
the interpretation "com-
mercial producer" con-
tained in subsection (1)
of this section, any eggs
sold by a producer pur-
suant to a permit granted
by the Board under see-
tion twenty-three of this
Act to him or to the Pur-
chaser of the eggs shall
be deemed to have been
delivered by that pro-
ducer to the Board.

No. 3.
Clause 3, page 2, line 11-Delete

all words in the clause after the
word "amended" and substitute
tbe following:-

(a) by deleting paragraph (a)
of subsection (3);

(b) by substituting for the
word "two" in the first line
of paragraph (c) of sub-
section (3) the word
"three"; and

(e) by repealing subsection (4)
and re-enacting it as fol-
follows:-

(4) A person who is a
member of the Board by
virtue of paragraph (c)
of subsection (3) of this
section shall forfeit his
office if for any continu-
ous period of three
months he falls to hold
the qualifications required
for his election.

No. 4.
Clause 5, page 2, line 35-Delete

all words in the clause after the
word "is" and substitute the word
"repealed".

Mr. NAILDER: The Legislative Council
has suggested a number of amendments.
If the Committee wishes I amn prepared
to go into the details of the amendments.
The first two indicate the requirement
that has to be complied with by a person
who is nominated as a candidate tar elec-
tion to the board.
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Some People have a Permit from the
board to sell eggs privately. They must
inform the board of the number of eggs
sold. It is felt that if the number of
eggs sold privately by a Producer reaches
3,000 dozen, he should qualify to be elected
to the board. I therefore move-

That amendments Nos. 1 and 2
made by the Council be agreed to.

Question Put and Passed; the Council's
amendments agreed to.

Mr. NALDER: The Council's amend-
ment No. 3 covers a provision which was
amended in 1949. The provision was that
two shall be persons who are commercial
producers and who are elected by the com-
mercial producers for appointment by the
Governor as members of the board . In
1949 Parliament agreed that three persons
should be elected in this way. To bring
the situation in this clause into line, this
amendment has been suggested in another
Place. I move-

That amendment No. 3 made by the
Council be arced to.

Question put and Passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Mr. NALDER: Because of the long
period in which the board has operated,
it was felt in another Place that the board
should be given a Permanent life. I have
no objection to this amendment and I
therefore move-

That amendment No. 4 made by the
Council be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Report
Resolutions reported, the report adopted.

and a message accordingly returned to the
Council.

MARKETING OF LINSEED BILL
Council's Amendments

Amendments made by the Council now
considered.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. W.

A. Manning) in the Chair; Mr. Nalder
(Minister for Agriculture), in charge of
the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council
were as follows:-

No. I1.
Clause 5, page

the words "each
stitute the words

No. 2.

2, line 19-Delete
of the" and sub-
"at least".

Clause 5. page 2, line 20-Insert
before the word "in" the word
"generally".

No. 3.
Clause 5, Page 2-Delete all words

after the word "State" in line 20
to and including the word "respec-
tively" in line 22.

No. 4.
Clause R, page 5, line 15-Delete

the word "elective'.
No. 5.

Clause 9, page 5, line 17-Add
after the word "and" the passage

"where he is an elective member,".
No. 6.

Clause 9, page 5, line 18-Add
after the word "re-appointment"
the passage "and, where he is not
an elective member, is eligible for
re-appointment".

No, 7.
Clause 9, page 5. line 19-Delete

the word "elective".
No. 8.

Clause 9, page 5, lines 23 and 24-
Delete subeclause (7).

No. 9.
Clause 9, page 5, line 31-Delete

the passage .", if that member was
an elective member,".

No. 10.
Clause 17. page 9, lines 9 and 10

-Delete paragraph (f).
No. 11.

Clause 19, page 10, line 22-Add
after subclause (5) the following'
subclauses: -

(6) Where, under subsection
(5) of this section, the Board
controls production of linseed
and a person is adversely affec-

-ted by the operation of the
terms and conditions referred to
in that subsection he may, in
the prescribed time and manner.
make an application to the
Minister for an exemption from
those terms and conditions.

(7) Where a Person makes an
application under subsection
(6) of this section, the Minister
may, if he thinks fit, exempt
that person from all or any of
the terms and conditions refer-
red to in subsection (5) of this
section and the Minister may
vary the terms and conditions
in whole or in part.

No. 12.
Clause 29, page 14, lines 32 to 36--

Delete subclause (1) and substitute
the following:-

(1) Where there are reason -
able grounds to believe that a
provision of this Act has been or
may have been contravened in
respect of any linseed, a person
authorised by the Board may
at any time enter and search
any place. premises or vessel
where that linseed is or is sus-
pected to be and may inspect
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any stocks of linseed and
accounts, books and documents
relating to linseed.

Mr. NALDER: Amendments Nos. 1 to 3
deal with advertisements. At the moment
clause 5 states that any necessary adver-
tisement shall be placed in The West Aus-
tralian, the Farmers' Weekly, and the
Countryman respectively. These amend-
ments seek to delete the reference to these
specific papers. I agree with this sugges-
tion and I therefore move-

That amendments Nos. 1 to 3 made
by the Council be agreed to.

Mr. JAMIESON: When this Bill was be-
fore us originally, I intended to refer to
the difficulties associated with the termnin-
ology in this clause. If any one of the
three newspapers named changed Its
name, the Act would be practically inoper-
able. In my opinion it Is not the respon-
sibility of the Legislature to name com-
mercial enterprises, particularly when they
are all, I think, owned by the one company.
The Independent and the Sunday Times
would not be too happy with the inclu-
sion of these three Periodicals. I feel that
the suggested amendments are an improve-
ment on the situation and 11 think the
Legislative Council has done a good job.

Question put and passed: the Council's
amendments agreed to.

Mr. NALDER: Amendments Nos. 4 to
9 refer to the Period of time during which
an elected member shall hold office.
Amendment No. 8 is designed to delete
subelause (7). This amendment is quite
In order, because it Is now intended that
any member of the board, whether he be
the chairman or any other member, shall
hold Office for a Period of three years.
Members have had an opportunity to study
these amendments. I move-

That amendments Nos. 4 to 9 made
by the Council be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendments agreed to.

Mr. NALDER: The Legislative Council
desires to delete paragraph (f) because
it is considered that its provisions are
covered under Paragraph (h). I agree and
I therefore move-

That amendment No. 10 made by
the Council be agreed to.

Mr. JAMIESON: I oppose this amend-
ment for very obvious reasons. If the
paragraph had not been included In the
Bill, what the Minister has just said might
have been very true. However, if the
L.egislature now deletes this Provision after
it was included originally, it will be very
doubtful whether the powers exist, despite
what paragraph (h) contains.

I think it is very desirable that such an
authority should have the right to under-
take printing, publishing, and transport
services. After all it may have an offset

machine and may wish to send out notices
to members on a basic matter. If the board
wishes to send out any advice which has
to be printed, surely it is entitled to print
it.

The Minister has informed us that
another place believes that paragraph (h)
covers the situation. I say that it does not
and that paragraph (f) should not be
specifically removed from the legislation.
Surely we rely to a great extent on
parliamentary draftsmen. On other occa-
sions Ministers have proclaimned that the
men who draft legislation know what
they are doing and include provisions for
specific reasons. Paragraph (f) has been
included for the specific reason of ensuring
that the board will have this power.

No mention was made when the debate
took place in this Chamber that there was
any danger that a bad principle was being
adopted through the inclusion of this
paragraph. Consequently, I see many pit-
falls if it is removed. The action of the
Legislature would imply that in the future
the board will not be entitled to carry
out this practice. I oppose the amend-
ment.

Mr. NALDER: This information was
checked by people who are available to
advise the Government. It was stated that
paragraph (h) mentions other things
which the board may do and that para-
graph (f) specifically outlines functions
which the board may undertake.

The Legislative Council considered that
paragraph (f) -namely, undertaking
printing, publishing, and transport services
-was well and truly covered in the legis-
lation, because paragraph (g) says that
the board may act as a shipping agent
and would cover the example, say, of the
transport services which are mentioned in
paragraph (f). Also, Paragraph (e) reads-

establish or maintain premises,
machinery, plant, or other equipment
for receiving, handling, classifying,
storing, Protecting, purifying. treating,
processing, packing, or selling linseed:

Further, paragraph (h) reads-
do all other things which are neces-

sary or convenient to be done by the
Board for giving effect to the Act.

The interpretation which has been placed
on paragraph (h) is that this will allow
the board to do anything whatsoever it
requires to do in carrying out its oper-
ations effectively and planning its pro-
grammes. For these reasons, it has been
recommended that the Chamber accept
the Legislative Council's amendment and,
on that basis, I recommend that we accept
it.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Minister's explan-
ation has further complicated the situa-
tion. If what he has said is correct, he
should be moving to delete paragraphs (e).
(f), and (g). If the Minister is going to
be specific on one matter I cannot see
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why, say, paragraph (g)-namely, act as
a shipping agent-is not covered by para-
graph (h), which says that the board
may do all other things which are neces-
sary or convenient to be done by the
board for giving effect to the Act. Why
delete one only? Simply to pick on one
to be deleted seems a ludicrous move on
the Part of the Minister.

I consider there is some nigger in the
woodpile and I am not happy with it at
all. 'I say again that if the Legislature
rejects the provision now it will be con-
strued to mean that Parliament did not
intend the board to have this power. It
will not be construed to mean that Para-
graph (h) covers the position.

I am sure that if this point was con-
tested at law in future and the situation
was examined and found to be that the
Legislature had seen fit to remove this
paragraph from the Hill, there would be at
1epst some doubt in the minds of the legal
fraternity that this had not been removed
fbr a particular purpose. I consider it
should be left in the Bill. It would do no
barm if what the Minister has said is
correct. However, if, as I suggest, it might
not be correct, taking it out of the
legislation could do a lot of harm and
could inhibit the activities of the board
to a considerable degree. We will know
exactly where we stand if it stays in the
Bill.

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

- Ayes-21
Mr. Hovel!
Sir David Brand
Mr. Cash
Mr. Craig
Mr. Dunn
Mr. Grayden
Mr. Hutcinson
Mr. Kitney
Mr. Lewis
Mr. Mensaros
Mr. Mitchell

Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr. Burke
Mr. H. D. Evans
Mr. T. D. Evans
Mr. Fletcher
Mr. Graham
Mr. Harman
Mr. Jamieson

Ayes
Mr. Burt
Mr. Court
Mr. MePharlin
Dr. Henn
Mr. Cayfe,

Mr. Molder
Mr. O'connor
Mr. ONeil
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runo lman
Mr. Rushton
Mr. Stewart
Mr. Williams
Mr. Young
Mr. 1. W. Manning

(Teller)
Noes-IS

Mr. Jones
Mr. Laphamr
Mr. McIver
Mr. Norton
Mr. Sewell
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Toms
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. navies

Pairm

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Noes
Haill
May
Moir
Bat em an
Bertram

Question thus Passed: the
amendment agreed to.

Mr. NALDER: I move-
That amendment No. 11 ma

Council be agreed to.
This amendment has been sung
the Legislative Council and pro
the addition of two subclauses

19 on page 10, line 22, of the Bill. It is
suggested that the following subolauses
should be added:-

(6) Where, under subsection (5) of
this section, the Board controls pro-
duction of linseed and a person is
adversely affected by the operation of
the terms and Conditions referred to
in that subsection he may, in the
Prescribed time and manner, make an
application to the Minister for an
exemption from those terms and con-
ditions.

(71) Where a person makes an ap-
plication under subsection (6) of this
section, the Minister may, if he thinks
fit, exempt that person from all or any
of the terms and conditions referred
to in subsection (5) of this section and
the Minister may vary the terms and
Conditions in whole or in part.

Subolause (5) of clause 19 on page 10 of
the Bill details the situation should it be
found necessary to restrict the growing of
linseed.

The amendment which is proposed
through the addition of the two subelauses
would give an exemption to a person who
may be in a difficult or embarrassing situa-
tion. If he makes an application to the
Minister and is able to support it with
reasons, then the Minister may do a num-
ber of things.

I believe It is a satisfactory addition to
the Bill and I suggest that the Committee
accept the Legislative Council's amend-
menit No. 11.

Mr. JAMIESON: I must be in a disagree-
able mood, because I am not going to
agree to this amendment either. It would
certainly complicate the running of orderly
marketing. In the first place, the Minister
has certain rights under clause 19 (5)
which reads--

(5) If, at any time after the ap-
pointed date, it appears to the Board
that there is likely to be a surplus of
linseed that would adversely affect Its
marketing, the Board may, with the
consent of the Minister, control pro-
duction of linseed on such terms and
conditions as may be Prescribed.

(Teller) Further, this is analagous to bringing in
a quota system for wheat and then inform-
Ing anyone who is adversely affected that
he Is able to apply to the Minister to opt
out. I can imagine how many applications
the Minister would have received. Certainly
they would be considerable.

Council's When the Hill was being debated in this
place, I mentioned that linseed is a com-
modity which could be overproduced quite
easily. With a few good Years, and if

de by the farmers changed from wheat to linseed,
this position could easily come about.

rested by How would a person be adversely
vides for affected? Doubtless it would be because he
to clause was required to market his product through
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the board. He could say that he was
adversely affected and could do better by
selling individually elsewhere. If one
Producer were released, the board might
as well release all producers, because a
sham would be made of the legislation.

At least there will be some control under
the measure which is proposed and if the
board does not wish to exercise the power
to limit production, it will not have to.

I can imagine what would have happened
had the Minister come to Parliament with
similar suggestions on the wheat quota
legislation. We would not have got to first
base. This suggestion would not work, be-
cause the very principle of orderly market-
ing is that there must be some protection
against overproduction.

If one gives people the chance to opt
out, I imagine the Carattis and the Smarts
would have opted out of the wheat
quota system. Similar circumstances
would apply to producers of linseed who
would soon be approaching the Minister
to opt out.

Such a provision would only defeat the
purpose of the legislation and, in conse-
quence, I cannot go along with it. it
proposes only to give a way out to growers
who are discontented, and there will
always be such people. Will the Minister
be Plagued with requests? I suggest he
might be if the amendment is accepted.
The Inclusion of the amendment would
not help the proposal to market this pro-
duct in an orderly manner.

The provision is satisfactory as it is
and I consider the inclusion of the amend-
ment would allow a loophole so large that
the biggest wagon which ever rolled out
of the western areas of America could pass
through. I advise the Minister not to be
misled by the Intention of these further
subelauses. They certainly overcome the
provision of what is otherwise reasonable
legislation.

Mr. NALDER: I think the honourable
member has missed the Point. The posi-
tion is that the board may decide to have
restrictions placed on acreage or bushel-
age, as the case may be. In this particu-
lar case there may be five or 10-year
farmers who are economically embarrassed
by those restrictions.

Mr. Jamieson: How do you reconcile
this with your argument on the Wheat
Delivery Quotas Bill?

Mr. NALDER: This Is exactly what hap-
pened in regard to the Wheat Delivery
Quotas Bill, because the wheat quotas have
to be varied. In this provision the
Minister is allowed to consider applica-
tions submitted by a number of farmers
who feel they are faced with special cir-
cumstances.

If these two provisions are inserted in
the legislation they will provide for any
situation that may occur. There may be

(89)

other special reasons why some small
farmers with a few acres and a small
bushelage, which has been brought about
as a result of a storm or bad growing con-
ditions, are depending on the whole of
their crops to get them out of their dif-
ficulty. If the board says, "There shall
be a 20 per cent. reduction" such farmers
would have to apply to the Minister for
special consideration, and he may grant
it. I think the provision is quite reason-
able, and I am prepared to accept the
Council's amendment.

Question Put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Mr. NALDER: I move-
That amendment No. 12 made by

the Council be agreed to.
This amendment has been made by the
Council because it is considered that the
provisions in the Bill were perhaps a little
harsh; and, here again, when this legis-
lation was brought into being, a provi-
sion from the Marketing of Barley Act
was included in It. That provision has
been in the Marketing of Barley Act for 20
years. The conditions that were laid
down, and which had to measure up to
the board's powers, were probably a little
different in regard to taking any action
against a person who the board thought
may have contravened the provisions of
the legislation. This suggested amend-
ment, although it enables the board to
do practically the same thing, does pro-
vide that it shall have reasonable grounds
before taking the action suggested.

However, speaking from experience
there have been practically no occasions
on which action has had to be taken by
the Barley Marketing Hoard. This is
probably due to the fact that there has
never been an overproduction of barley.
The board has been able to sell all the
barley that has been grown. In this
situation it is expected that the produc-
tion will be marketable and there may not
be any. necessity for this provision, al-
though it is quite necessary to allow the
board or its representative to make any
inspection if it is considered that the pro-
visions of the legislation are not being
complied with.

I have sought advice on the amendment.
My advisers consider it is reasonable, and
I am Prepared to accept it. I therefore ask
the Committee to agree to it.

Mr. JAMIESON: I sound a different
note from that sounded by the Minister.
So far as I can see all the amendment
seeks to do is to Put some sugar on the
pill, because the words in it mean exactly
the same thing: it provides the same
powers that can be exercised by the board.
In other words, instead of one of the
board's representatives saying. "Can I
Please come in?" all the amendment says,
in effect, is, "I will come in anyway."
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However, if it is considered necessary
that the clause must be sweetened to
Pacify those who do not think it was
sweet enough before, I do not think it
will do any harm.

Mr. T. D). EVANS: I have taken only
a hurried look at the provision in the Hill
and compared the Council's amendment
with it, but I find that the amendment
sought by the Council is more desirable.
The board, In both instances, is empowered
to act in a certain way, but under the
terms of the proposed amendment it can
act only in a certain way if it has reason-
able grounds for believing that a certain
set of circumstances exists. This means
that the board can be challenged in a
court of law and be expected to satisfy
the court that reasonable grounds did
exist before it took any action. I sup-
port the Council's amendment.

Question put and passed: the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Report
Resolutions reported, the report adopted,

and a message accordingly returned to the
Council.

MARKETING OF CYPRUS BARREL
MEDIC SEED BILL

Council's Amendments
Amendments made by the Council now

considered.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. W.

A. Manning) in the Chair; Aft. Nalder
(Minister for Agriculture) in charge of the
Bill.

The amendments made by the Council
were as follows:-

NO. 1.
Clause 5, page 2, line 19-Delete

the words "each of the" and sub-
stitute the words "at least".

No. 2.
Clause 5, page 2, line 20-Insert

before the word "In" the word
",generally".

No. 3.
Clause 5, page 2-Delete all words

after the word "State" in line 20 to
and including the word "respec-
tively" in line 22.

No. 4.
Clause 9, page 4, line 23-Delete

the word "six" and substitute the
word "five".

No. 5.
Clause 9, page 4, lines 2'7 and 28--

Delete paragraph (b of subclause
(1).

No. 6.
Clause 9, page 5, line 15-Delete

the word "elective".

No. 7.
Clause 9, page 5. line fl-Insert

after the word "and" the passage
"where he is an elective member,".

No. 8.
Clause 9. page 5, line 18-Insert

after the word "re-appointment"
the passage "and, where he Is not
an elective member, Is eligible for
re-appointment".

No. 9.
Clause 9. page 5, line 19-Delete

the word "elective".-
No. 10.

Clause 9, page 5, lines 23 to 25-
Delete subclause (7).

No. 11.
Clause 9, page 5, line 32-Delete

the passage "., if that member was
an elective member,".

No. 12.
Clause 17, page 9, lines 9 and 10-

Delete Paragraph (f).
No. 13.

Clause 29. page 14, lines 15 to
19-Delete subelause (1) and Sub-
stitute the following: -

(1) Where there are reason-
able grounds to believe that a
provision of this Act has been
or may have been contravened
in respect of any seed, a person
authorlsed by the Board may at
any time enter and search any
place, premises or vessel where
that seed is or is suspected to be
and may inspect any stocks of
seed and accounts, books and
documents relating to seed.

Mr. NAI.DER: In this Bill the amend-
ments made by the Legislative Council are
almost Identical with those it made to the
Marketing of Linseed Bill. I move-

That amendments Nos. 1 to 3 made
by the Council be agreed to.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: In view of the reasons
outlined by the member for Belmont I am
quite happy to agree with the amendments.
I do not think It is desirable to have even
one named daily Paper included in the
Dill.I

Question Put and passed; the Council's
amendments agreed to.

Mr. NALDER: As far as Council's
amendments Nos. 4 and 5 are concerned
I would request the Committee not to
accept them. Clause 9 of the Bill reads
as follows:-

9.. (1) The Board shall consist of
six members appointed by the Gover-
nor namely-

(a) two persons who are producers
elected by producers;

(b) One person who is a producer
nominated by the minister;



[Wednesday, 12 November, 1989.1 2619

(c) one person nominated by the
Minister to represent con-
sumers of cyprus barrel medic
seed for other than seed Pro-
duction;

(d) one Person nominated by the
Minister to represent pasture
seed merchants and pasture
seed selling agents; and

The Council's amendment No. 4 suggests
that the word "six' in the first line of this
clause shall be deleted and that the word
"five" substituted. In amendment No.
5. the Council seeks to delete para-
graph (b) of subclause (1). The Legis-
lative Council suggests that the producer
who is nominated by the Minister should
not be appointed, and that the board
should be reduced from six in the proposed
legislation by one, making the total five
members.

Mr. Bickerton: Does that mean it does
not trust the Minister?

Mr. NALDER: I cannot see the reason
for its seeking this amendment, because.
as I outlined in the first place, the provi-
sions contained in the Bill to constitute
this board are exactly the same as those
in the Marketing of Barley Act, and the
Marketing of Barley Board has given en-
tire satisfaction for many years.

When the cyprus barrel medic seed pro-
ducers were informed of the proposed
legislation, this was one of the points out-
lined in the details that were cir-
cularised among them. When they were
asked to vote on whether they were
in favour of the Proposed board, they
were advised that the board would
be the same as that which had been
constituted under the Marketing of Barley
Act, and the proposal was that there should
be three producers to be elected by the
producers themselves, and one producer
to be nominated by the Minister.

We would not be carrying out, in good
faith, the decisions that were made by
the growers if we agreed to the Council's
amendment. They voted overwhelmingly
in favour of the setting up of this board,
and, as I have said, in the information
that was circulated among them they were
informed that there would be three pro-
ducers on the board.

on that basis the producer representa-
tion on the board should be continued.
This principle has been accepted by the
producers in other legislation, such as the
marketing of Eggs Act and the Marketing
of Linseed Bill which we have just dealt
with. I see no good reason to depart from
this principle. I therefore move-

That amendments Nos. 4 and 5 made
by the Council be not agreed to.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: These amendments
seek to reduce the membership of the
board from six to five Persons. The mem-
ber to be excluded from the board is to
be a producer nominated by the Minister.

As the Producers have been given to
understand that the board will be set up
in a particular way, it seems hardly fair
that after casting their votes and after
giving authority for the board to be set
up, they should be faced with a change
in te membership of the board. We
should not go along with these two amend-
ments.

Question put and passed; the Council"s
amendments not agreed to.

Mr. NALDER: The circumstances which
applied to the relevant amendments to the
Marketing of Linseed Bill apply to amend-
ments Nos. 6 to 13 made by the Council,
If there is no objection I shall move for
those amendments to be agreed to.

Mr. H. D). EVANS: I do not agree to
amendment No. 12. Provision should be
made to enable the board to undertake
printing, publishing, and transport ser-
vices. At some stage the organisation will
need to avail itself of these services. I
fully agree wth the logical presentation
of the member for Belmont, who dealt
with a similar amendment in the Market-
ing of Linseed Bill. We should not delete
paragraph (f). I therefore oppose amend-
ment No. 12 made by the Council.

Mr. JAMIESON: Many of the amend-
ments made by the Council are supported
by the Opposition, but by grouping them
together we will be denied the opportun-
ity to oppose any of them.

The CHAIRMAN: This can be rectified.
Mr. NALDER: As there is some opposi-

tion to amendment No. 12, 1 move-
That amendments Nos. 6 to 11 made

by the Council be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendments agreed to.
Mr. NALDER: I move-

That amendment No. 12 made by
the Council be agreed to.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: I oppose the accep-
tance of this amendment.

Mr. JAMIESON: I also wish to indicate
my opposition to it. It is claimed that
advice has been obtained from the Crown
Law Department, but this is the same
source from which the Government ob-
tained advice in the preparation of the
Bill. Paragraph (f) was included in
clause 17 on the advice of the Crown Law
Department. To delete the paragraph
would be to deny the board the right to
undertake the functions mentioned. I am
opposed to the amendment on the ground
that the advice given on two occasions
by the same source Is different.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Mr. NALDER: I move-
That amendment No. 13 made by the

Council be agreed to.
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Mr. H. D. EVANS: We on this side agree
to the amendment. The member for Kal-
goorlie has outlined the legal situation. I
was thinking particularly about some safe-
guard against an overzealous officer, and
the wording of the provision in this
amendment will serve to remind him of the
need to have reasonable cause before he
takes action.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Reprt,. etc.
Resolutions reported and the report

adopted.
A committee consisting of Mr. H. D.

Evans, Mr. Rushton, and Mr. Nalder
(Minister for Agricuture) drew up reasons
for not agreeing to amendments Nos. 4
and 5 made by the Council.

Reasons adopted and a message accord-
ingly returned to the Council.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading: Defeated
Debate resumed from the 10th Sep-

tember.
MR. NALDER (Katanning-Minister

for Agriculture) [10.19 p~m.J: in replying
to the Bill introduced by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, I want first of
all to say I appreciate his willingness early
in the session to agee to the postpone-
ment of this amending Bill. It was to
have been debated at an earlier stage but
it was not convenient for myself, as Minis-
ter representing the Minister in another
place, to proceed with it.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
was willing to allow the Bill to be post-
poned and, for that very reason, of course,
it has been delayed for some considerable
time. I want to make the Point that I
appreciate the co-operation in this regard.

Mr. Graham: I will expect a little re-
ciprocity and co-operation from the Minis-
ter.

Mr. NALDER: I will endeavour to pro-
ceed as quickly as possible to enable the
House to debate this amending Bill, as
proposed by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. Graham: I am not seeking speed, I
am seeking co-operation.

Mr. NATDER: The honourable member
commenced his speech by claiming that
an unfortunate mistake and a grievous
error was made when the council of the
Shire of Onowangerup, was given authority
to exercise its powers by raising money and
imposing rates for the purpose of a church,
and he claimed that it was never contem-
plated or Intended by Parliament that a
local authority should be Permitted to act
in this fashion.

The declaration of the Governor that
the construction of an all-denominational
church at Jerramungup was a work and an
undertaking for which money might be
borrowed was certainly not a mistake.
A decision was made only after careful
consideration was given to the proposal
and after the Minister for Local Govern-
ment was satisfied, because of the wide-
spread demand, that the proposal had the
support of the vast majority of the rate-
Payers in the area to be affected, and the
support of all the churches with ratepayers
in the area.

The suggestion that the action taken
in the case of the ,Jerramnungup building
was one which was not intended by Par-
liamnent cannot be substantiated; and the
fact that this project has been the sub-
ject of decisions of the courts, and its
validity has been upheld on each occa-
sion, indicates that it was within the scope
of tbe Statute created by Parliament.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
has claimed that the action of the council
has broken down concepts which are cen-
turies old, that it violates principles in
connection with which thousands of lives
were lost, and that the decision is in
violation of decisions and enactments of
Parliament.

Such emotive language, of course, is
based on an entirely incorrect appreciation
of the situation in Jerramungup; and on
the assumption that there is some degree
of force applied to the religious beliefs of
the electors of the shire and that local
government can become an instrument of
the church.

There has, in fact, been no violation
of established principles, and no-one is
being coerced in respect of his religious
beliefs. No authority is interfering in
matters of religion. No-one is contribut-
ig by means of his rates to the finances

of any church organisation.
Might I Just continue in this vein: it

is quite obvious that it was a free deci-
sion made by the ratepayers of the area
of Onowangerup. I think the history of
the exercise had been well and truly dis-
cussed by many of those involved, and it
was quite obvious that the majority had
accepted the principle of allowing the
shire to raise a loan and for the rate-
Payers to pay the rates to the shire. Fun-
damentally, although it is called a church,
the building itself is the result of a de-
cision of those people to have a building
for the purposes of all denominations using
it.

The principle which has been employed
in this undertaking has been that the
wishes of the majority of the ratepayers
in the district have been met. These
wishes were tested by a democratically
conducted Poll which endorsed the pro-
posal of the council. It is emphasised
that this building is the property of the
municipality. It is on land vested in the
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municipality and is not the property of
any church organisation. Its use is not
limited to any particular faith.

It would be fair to say that the con-
struction of this fine building has en-
hanced the value of the properties in the
area and it Is therefore just and equitable
that the owners of the properties should
contribute towards the cost of the building.

No doubt every ratepayer will not in
fact utilise the building, but this is not
material. The same may be said of prac-
tically every amenity provided by a muni-
cipal council from the funds it obtains
from rates; and, of course, the same can
be said of expenditure in every sphere of
government including both State and Com-
monwealth. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has quoted section 118 of the
Constitution of the Commonwealth of
Australia as follows:-

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

None of this has any relevance to the
construction of a building as an all-
denominational church. No religion is
being established by the council. No law
is being made for enforcing religious ob-
servance. No prohibition of the free
exercise of religion has occurred.

Mr. Graham: What sort of funds were
used to build it?

Mr. NALDER: It was ratepayers' money.
Mr. Graham: Loan funds?
Mr. NALDER: Yes, but the ratepayers'

funds.
Mr. Graham: That Is where it has re-

ference.
Mr. NALDER: But this was not built

for any special religious purpose. It was
built for use by anyone.

Mr. Graham:- Was it built for the play-
ing of two-up?

Mr. NALDER: I meant It was not built
for any particular denomination. It was
built for anyone who wished to use It for
the purpose of worship. It was not for
any particular religious belief.

Mr. Graham: Would free thinkers and
non-believers be permitted to use it?

Mr. NALDER: I understand any group
of people can use it.

Mr. Graham: What you have said is
not true, even if you understand it to be
true. A disbeliever cannot use It.

Mr. NALDER: I thought you said any
believers.

Mr. Graham: No, I said any disbelievers.

Mr. NALDER: Of course, if a group
wanted to discuss its beliefs, no doubt it
could use the building. I know that any'
denomination can use it for worship.
When the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition said a "disbeliever" I took it that
the disbeliever would have a belief in
something. ]If such a person wanted to
use the building there would be no
objection. However, that is a very fine
point.

The reference to section 116 of the
Constitution of the Commonwealth of
Australia is completely irrelevant to the
subject.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
has also quoted the Universal Declara-
tion of Human Rights, and again the
reference is irrelevant. He emphasised that
"everyone has the right to freedom of
conscience"; but there is absolutely no
suggestion that the action of the Council
of the Shire of Gnowangerup was designed
to, or in fact did, interfere with the right
to freedom of conscience of any ratepayer.

The honourable member stated "with-
out being melodramatic about it" that
thousanlds of people suffered the loss of
their lives in the struggle to separate
church and State and claimed that we
owe them a duty because this could
become a Precedent. It can only be re-
peated that the honourable member's
understanding of the position is incor-
rect. No church, as such, is being sub-
sidised by the council, but municipal funds
are being expended for the benefit of the
municipality.

Mr. Graham: That is Just playing with
words.

Mr. NALDER: Well, the Deputy Leader
of the opposition would probably know
that only too well.

Mr. Graham: Yes, I do.
Mr. NALDER: The honourable member

devoted a considerable amount of time In
his attempts to prove that the Minister
for Local Government's decision to recom-
mend that the Governor declare the con-
struction of the building as a work and
undertaking for which money may be
borrowed was based on incorrect informa-
tion. He used strong language. He claimed
that the decision was based on a lie. This
is not so.

Mr. Graham: Oh yes, it is.

Mr. NALDER: I am quoting inforna-
tion obtained from the Minister for Local
Government, who was the Minister Invol-
ved in this situation.

Mr. Graham: it was based on a state-
ment that this proposal had had 100 per
cent. support. That is completely and
utterly untrue. The Minister for Agri-
culture and the Minister for Local Gov-
ernent both know that to be so.
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Mr. NALDER: The shire clerk stated
that a canvass of the area had been con-
ducted by clergymen of differing religions
and a report had been received that 100
Per cent. of those approached were in
favour of the proposal.

Mr. Graham: That is not what the
letter from the shire council stated.

Mr. NALDER: That is what the Min-
ister indicated. The Secretary for Local
Government in his minute to the Minister
drew attention to the fact that this in-
formation differed from that obtained by
the department in a survey of the opinion
of various churches which had been made
a year before. On that occasion one
church expressed opposition to the Pro-
posal, but this church had no ratepayers
in the area.

From that, I take
nomination had no
payers in the area.
quite Possible.

it this particular de-
adherents or rate-

Of course, that is

The answers given to the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition in response to his ques-
tions in this House were entirely correct:
no survey was in fact conducted by the
Department of Local Government in the
Jerrarnungup locality. The opinions of
various church bodies were sought, and
I repeat again that all those concerned
supported the proposal. This was vividly
demonstrated by all the denominations
taking part in the laying of the founda-
tion stone of the church and the official
opening by the Governor.

Had the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion given an indication of the nature of
the information he was seeking, it would
have been readily available. In fact, at
his request the papers were laid on the
Table of the House, and there was cer-
tainly no intention to conceal the facts
or to mislead the honourable member.

Mention has been made of representa-
tions made by various bodies in recent
months in connection with the rating for
the loan. The opinions of church repre-
sentatives have been quoted. Here again
the opinions appear to have been in-
fluenced by an erroneous view of the
situation, mainly derived from the hysteria
which was whipped up by the Press. The
publication of many letters written by ob-
viously bigoted individuals unacquainted
with the true facts tended to distort the
true picture.

Incidentally, there is a good example in
The West Australian of the 1st October
of the manner in which false information
can be propagated. On the leader page
there is a letter from a correspondent
which contains the claim that section 581
of the Local Government Act provides for
an extra 10 Per cent. to be added to the
rates of pensioners-that is, rates which
have been deferred. There is absolutely
no truth in this claim, and no responsible

newspaper should have published such a
statement without attempting to verify its
truth. I can imagine the disquiet which
such a statement appearing on one of the
main pages of the paper could cause
amongst our elderly citizens. This irre-
sponsibility is to be deplored: but it is an
example of what has been the general
attitude applied in recent years and par-
ticularly to the case of the Jerramungup,
church.

Mr. Graham: The newspaper published
other people's opinions.

Mr. NALDER: Not so much in the case
of the Jerramungup church.

Mr. Graham: The paper does not neces-
sarily endorse the correspondent's views.

Mr. NALTER: That Is not what I was
talking about. I am emphasising the posi-
tion that an incorrect statement had been
made in this case.

Mr. Graham: In a controversial issue
there are two sides, and obviously-one
of them is wrong.

Mr. NALDER: That may be so; and, as
the honourable member knows, in every
case the Press indicates that the informa-
tion is supplied by a correspondent: but
this does not indicate that it is the cor-
rect information. It is only an opinion
which is expressed.

Mr. Graham: Why make such a fuss
about it?

Mr. NALDER: This also applies to the
arguments of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. Graham: They would still be my
views.

Mr. NALDER: The Seventh Day Ad-
ventist Church has referred its opposition
to the levying of rates and taxes for "re-
ligious purposes." I repeat that the rates
are levied to repay the cost of a building
belonging to a municipality and not for
"religious purposes." The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition stated that the Council
of Churches said that the present diversity
of conviction about the provision of a
church building by compulsory rating
shows that there appears to be a case for
finding some form of option under speci-
fic conditions for conscientious objectors.
He said the Council of Churches further
stated that such option may also be found
in the case of rating for the erection of
amenities other than churches.

What administrative Problems this
would create! We Would have people con-
scientiously objecting to paying rates for
all manner of reasons, and it would be
necessary to segregate the rates to indi-
cate what proportion was levied in re-
spect of every amenity; and some form
of appeal system would have to be intro-
duced to enable an impartial hearing of
the claim that a ratePayer objected to
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meeting the Cost of a Particular amenity.
The proposition is too ridiculous for fur-
ther Comment.

The Local Government Association, has
written to the Minister for Local Govern-
ment advising that it believes that clause
5 Of the Hill would tend to erode the power
of local government In respect of a1 law-
fully raised loan and would create a dan-
gerous precedent as well as being unfair
to those ratepayers whose Contributions
are Increased by relieving the "conscien-
tious objector."

When a matter becomes the subject of
Press hysteria and emotive utterances, it
is surprising how particular objectives are
repeated ad nauseam. We have heard
much about "Compulsory" rating for
church buildings. To my knowledge all
rates and taxes are compulsory and when
they cease to be compulsory they are no
longer rates and taxes but donations. Yet
we continue to hear the emphasis placed
on the word "compulsory" as though some-
thing new and sinister had been intro-
duced.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition ex-
pressed concern about the prescribed area
to which differential rating in respect of
the loan will apply. He believes it is
extraordinary that properties five and a
half miles west of Jerramungup will not
be rated, whilst those 46 miles to the east
are included. The honourable member
should realise that it is not practicable or
desirable that rating should apply only
to properties equidistant from the Centre
in all directions. If he studies the boun-
daries of many shire districts, he will note
that the centres are close to the boundary
of the district nearest to the metropolitan
area. It would appear that most main
roads lead towards the city and that it
Is convenient for the ratepayers of a dis-
trict to have their Centre located accord-
ingly. It is apparent that the ratepayers
who use Jerramungup as a social and
business Centre would come mainly from
the prescribed area. Property owners west
of the prescribed area would use other
towns.

The reference of the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition to the creation of the shire
of Jerramungup is quite incorrect. His
statement that the area surrounding
Jerramungup has been excised from the
Onowangerup Shire and comes within the
jurisdiction of a new local authority is
premature. The shire of Jerramungup has
not yet been created, and Is unlikely to be
created unless a Petition from represen-
tatives of the area is presented.

The creation of the shire has been
recommended by the boundaries commis-
sion, but the recommendations will not
be Implemented without the wish of the
ratepayers. As always, democratic prin-
ciples will apply.

The statement by the Deputy leader of
the Opposition that the Onowangerup
Shire Council did the dirty work and has
now Passed the baby Into someone else's
arms is entirely false. The proposal for
the creation of a church In this district
was first mooted many years before the
new shire proposal was introduced. The
opposition to the Jerramungup building
emanated mainly from persons or organisa-
tions which are not represented in the
area, are unacquainted with the district,
and are not ratepayers in the district. It
is therefore obvious that they are actuated
by motives other than direct concern for
their own personal democratic rights.
Whatever the reason-misunderstanding
of the true position, religious bigotry, Or
political opportunism-the opposition to
the project has attracted attention out Of
all proportion to the number of People
involved.

The bonourable member quoted the
views of his colleagues in the Australian
Labor Party on this matter, and this per-
haps explains the main reason for the
Introduction of this Bill-the grasping of
the opportunity to exploit, for political
reasons, the apparent opposition to the
action of the council as recorded in the
daily Press. It is Indeed strange to hear
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition quote
from a leading article in The West Aus-
tralian and comment that he is heartily
in accord with the sentiments expressed.

Those who were fortunate enough to be
present when His Excellency the Governor
opened this building were able to realise
that the project had the support of the
vast majority of people in the area.
Religious bigotry and intolerance are
creating discord and disruption in other
parts of the globe; surely we can learn
from this sad experience, and encourage
any move towards co-operation between
religious organisations. The Government
opposes the proposal contained in the 'Bill
because it does not believe that ratepayers
should be deprived, if they so desire, of
taking this small step towards unity-unity
which is greatly to be desired today in a
world which is torn apart by so much
hatred, discord, and violence.

As I see it, the situation in this case
is obvious. The ratepayers of the area
requested the shire, first of all, to make
provision for a loan to pay for this build-
ing for use by all and sundry as far as
the various religious denominations are
concerned. I think this would have been
quite a happy situation had it not been
for a few people who felt that they could
not support the proposal. The demo-
cratic principles involved in this matter
were carried out in all good faith. I
think possibly the experience in this case
will be a pointer to those who might
suggest the same sort of thing in the
future. I will be very surprised if this
does happen again.
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I think the position at Meckering when
a Proposal was mooted to develop along
similar lines suggests that this type of
situation does no good for a district.
Again, I think the experience of Jerra-
mungup will probably be sufficient to allow
full consideration to be given should a
similar position develop.

The Point is that If we agree to the
Proposal of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition we could interfere with some
development, not exactly the same but
Perhaps similar in some way, being car-
ried out by a local authority in the future.
For argument's sake, I can see a situation
arising where It might be necessary to
erect a building in the interests of the
religious denominations. It could be used
for a number of other purposes, which I
think has been the case in many instances
in the Past. This could be done accord-
ing to the wishes of a group of People
in a ward of a shire, and If we accept
this Hill local authorities in the future
Possibly would not be able to approach
the council to enable this to be done,
and the council might not be able to ap-
proach the ratepayers.

Mr. Graham: You are so right. That is
the Prime purpose of this Bill: to prevent
a recurrence.

Mr. NALDER: I was saying that the
proposal of the Deputy Leader of the Op-
Position could prevent this.

Mr. Graham: Yes, that is the Purpose
of it.

Mr. NALDER: I am thinking of a group
of People wanting to Put up a hall which
could also be used for religious purposes
by the various denominations.

Mr. Graham: You have not read my
Bill if that is the conclusion you draw.

Mr. NALDER: I understand that to be
the situation.

Mr. Graham: Just read the Bill, it is
a short one.

Mr. NATER: Provision was to be made
so that this would not occur again.

Mr. Graham: That is so.

Mr. NALDER: For example, take a shire,
or a ward of a shire which is far away
from any small town or community. Such
a shire or ward might wish to erect a hail
which could be used for religious purposes,
or for other reasons. Those people might
be Prevented from doing so if we accept
the honourable member's amendments. So
I think we have to allow the local autho-
rities to continue as at present, as was
suggested in a letter to the Minister by
the Local Government Association in sup-
port of the continuation of the present
system. Therefore I oppose the Bill sub-
mitted by the fleputy Leader of the Op-
position.

MR. YOUNG (Roe) [10.44 P.m.]: I rise
to oppose the Bill introduced by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. The Minister
covered remarkably well the ground con-
cerning such an occurrence ever happening
again within this State. I want to be
more specific and confine myself mainly
to the actions of the Onowangerup Shire
and the Jerramungup Progress Associa-
tion which, In fact, brought this project
into realisation.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
stated on one occasion that the whole
project was based on a lie. I think this
casts a great reflection on the shire
council and the members of the Jerra-
mungup Progress Association.

Mr. Graham: It was intended to do that,
because they penned that caption.

Mr. YOUNG: I disagree entirely. These
are men of integrity. I know them all
personally, and I know that they acted in
good faith. The clergy were asked to con-
duct a survey in the area to gauge the
reaction to the Proposal Put forward by
the Jerramungup Progress Association.

Mr. Jamieson: Do you think that was a
right and proper move?

Mr. YOUNG: Of course it was. It was
necessary to find out the views of the
people who are involved in religion in the
area. The member for Belmont will ap-
preciate that in any exercise where the
clergy are asked to conduct a survey, they
will naturally do so within the confines
of their own religions.

There would not be sufficient overlapping
to guarantee that 100 per cent. of the rate-
payers in the area would be contacted, but
they would in their own wisdom report to
the shire and say that in fact 100 Per cent.
of the people who were interviewed would
be In favour of the proposal within their
own religious order. In fact, the letter that
came from the shire to the Secretary for
Local Government did say that a canvass
of the area had been conducted by clergy-
men from different religions and a report
of 100 per cent, in favour of the proposal
had been received.

This, of course, would be based on the
premise that the ministers had only
made their Investigations according to
their own religious beliefs. But anyone
who attended the opening of the church
after it was built and opened would ap-
preciate that the clergymen concerned did
a remarkably good job, because there were
700 people present on that occasion and
there was only a small group of 10 or 12
dissenters standing apart. Accordingly, a
remarkably good job was done because it
was obvious that the people who worked
in the district were wholeheartedly behind
the proposition.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
said that the Onowangerup Shire Council
did some dirty work and walked out
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on the proposal and asked to be excised
from the area of Jerramungup, where the
church was built; that it had nothing
further to do with the rating. This of
course is nonsense. Any request for the
break-up of the shire would come from the
residents in the area who would petition
the boundaries commission. This commis-
sion heard the case and made a report to
the Minister to the effect that the shire
may be set up in that area. But that is
not the case at the present moment,
because the shire has not been so set up.
The whole of the Gnowangerup Shire re-
mains as it was. We can refute any
argument that the councillors in question
did some dirty work and abdicated their
responsibility. This was not the case,
because they did what they did in good
f aith.

We have a proposition where the local
authority raised money to build a church
for religious instruction and religious pur-
poses within the shire. The opposition has
come from people who say they do not
want to use the church because it is
sectional; that it has been built only for
certain religions. But we find throughout
the whole length and breadth of the State
that lbcal authorities are raising loans and
building halls which in a great number of
cases are used as places of worship within
the area. There is no argument about
rates being raised to build a hail or in
allowing a hall to be used for religious
purposes. No ratepayers come forward and
say that the hall is being used for religious
purposes and they are not prepared to pay
the rates.

Had the people of Jerraniungup called
this the All Saints Hall there probably
would have been no argument at all, but
because they called it All Saints Church
they bought into an argument. This pro-
position had the backing of the people and
it has been put to good purpose; it does not
merely support three or four small identi-
ties in the area. So everything that was
done in connection 'with this matter was
done according to the rules which were
carried out to the letter and the people
in the area were wholeheartedly behind
the proposition.

The Deputy President of the Onowan-
gerup Shire Council, who Is a member of
the Jerramungup Progress Association,
held meetings throughout the centres of
the area. Meetings were held at Gairdner
River, Fitzgerald, Jerramungup, and Jacup.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
told us the People were not aware of what
was going on; that the lines of commu-
nication were not very good in the area;
and that many people were uninformed.
If the honourable member knew the dis-
trict he would know that the four centres
in which the meetings were held con-
stitute the four corners of the area served
by the township of Jerramungup. So any
argument that the People of Jerramungup

and the Shire of Onowangerup acted in
anything but good faith can easily be
refuted.

There is certainly no basis for saying
the church was built on a lie. The Onow-
angerup councillers petitioned the Min-
ister on three occasions, and on the first
two occasions the Minister refused their
application to have a further look. at the
matter; and at all times this was the pro-
position that was being discussed within
the area and the word must have spread
as to what was happening.

There was no variation of the position.
The building had reached plate high when
this small body of dissenters tried to pre-
vent the completion of the church. They
had ample opportunity prior to this to
step in to say the project was wrong in
their opinion and that it should not be
continued. The council had called tenders
and the builders were in operation, apart
from which a large amount of money had
been spent; and then we find these people
trying to move in to stop the project. They
had ample opportunity under the rules of
local government to oppose the project
by referendum, that is assuming they could
get sufficient support.

The dissenters had in fact voiced some
opposition early in the piece and even
though there was insufficient opposition
for a referendum to be held the shire
council decided to make absolutely cer-
tain that the project was one that was
wanted by the people of the Jerramungup
area. Accordingly the shire held a referen-
dum and found that the result was over-
whelmning. A poll was conducted which
showed that there were 182 in favour of
the project and 86 against. This made a
total of 268 valid votes which were re-
corded with four votes being informal.
There were 439 eligible votes. I en-
deavoured to obtain the figures of the
number of people which these eligible
votes represent because, as we know, under
the system of local government multiple
votes are recorded by Individuals on a
proportional basis. So, in fact, 439 eligible
votes need not mean 429 eligible people.
But the votes Polled represent a remark-
ably good percentage, because as members
know legislation was introduced recently
providing that a 15 per cent. vote must be
recorded to make a poll valid.

Some reference was made to the rela-
tionship of the church to the district as
a whole and it was said that people some
five or six miles to the west of Jerramun-
gup would be free from rating while those
to the east would have to pay rates. Un-
fortunately this Is the situation in a great
number of local authorities in Western
Australia where the settlement has
extended from the west to the east of the
township and where the area first settled
has become the major Centre. This means
that the people from the west travel back
to their Centre and as the extension goes
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eastward the people return. Jerramun-
gup was originally the centre and the
people travelled north from Gairdner River
and west from Fitzgerald. Jerramungup is
in fact near the western boundary.

I have a leader from the Anglican Mes-
senger, of September, 1969, which indi-
cates that the K~algoorlie Synod upheld
the Jerramungup principle. The article
states-

The Synod of the Diocese of Kal-
goorlie. meeting on July 20, decided
overwhelmingly in favour of the
principle of building churches using
public monies.

A motion was tabled "That this
Synod strongly opposes the principle
of using public monies, iLe-municipal
or shire rates, for the purpose of
building churches or buildings to be
used exclusively for religious pur-
poses."

Heated discussion took place on this
-the "Jerramungup" situation. For
many members the true facts were
unknown, and it was not realized that
the dissentors at Jerramungup were
using the situation as a platform to
propogate their "sects".

A referendum revealed that over
96% of the population wished to build
the Church, and on such an over-
whelming majority the shire built the
Church for all denominations.

The synod voted overwhelmingly
against the Motion.

This conclusively proves that at least 96
per cent. of the people in the Jerramungup
area are in favour of the proposition.

Mr. Graham: Where did they extract
this 96 per cent.?

Mr. YOUNG: We had the fact that the
clergy felt that in the event of a poll
100 per cent. would be in favour. A figure
of 96 per cent. was also mentioned as
being in favour of the proposition. Any
reference to the lesser figure would Prob-
ably be incorrect because, as I Previously
said, on the day of the opening some 700
people were present and there were about
10 or a dozen on the other side of the street
who dissented. We know the eligible
votes but we do not know the total numn-
ber of people. The records refer to the
eligible votes, but they are not broken
down to show the number of individuals.

I have covered all I want to say on the
subject and I can see nothing wrong with
the proposition at all. Throughout the dis-
tricts of Western Australia we have the
situation of shires raising loans to build
amenities, some of which the people
will never use. People have even voiced
objection to the use of swimming Pools
that might be provided. I am sure we
will find, however, that in a person's life-
time he will surely make use of a church
at some time or another.

If people do not use a church for their
christening or their marriage, then per-
haps, when the final accounting occurs.
the services of a parson will be required,
to bury them. Therefore, although a per.
son might say that in his lifetime he will
never make use of a church, he will pos-
sibly do so when his life has passed; but
he will not be aware of the occasion.

MR. JAMIESON (Belmont) (11.1 p.m.]:
If this had not been such a serious mat-
ter, I would not have become involved In
the debate. I do not know the specific
reasons the Deputy Leader of the Opposiw
tion gave for the Introduction of this Bill.
I did not bother to look up his speech.

Mr. Graham: It was a masterpiece!
Mr. JAMIESON: I remember hearing

portions of It when I was in and out of
the Chamber; but what we must bear In
mind-and so must the member for Roe
-is the historical experience between
Governmnent, and church. If the honour-
able member wants that to occur again, I
do not.

Mr. Young: We are not building any-
thing.

Mr. JAMIESON: Do not let us go into
that again. The People who contested
this legally made the greatest faux pas
anyone could ever make. I do not know
what went wrong with their advisers, but
they tested the case to ascertain whether
It was legal under the Local Government
Act of Western Australia for the Minister
to approve of such a loan. Of course It
was proved to be legal. We are a Crown
State and we can make any laws we like.
Section 116 of the Constitution was never
raised, and that was the whole crux of the
situation. It should have been.

The cold, hard facts are that funds were
used-and firstly the approval of the Com-
monwealth Government had to be obtained
-for the purpose of assisting a religion.
It does not matter how many religions
were Involved. It was a religion. What-
ever the Minister said and whatever his
notes contained, we cannot get away from
that salient fact. The unsavoury feature
of this situation is that It has caused dis-
ruption. If the request had been refused
by the Minister In the first place, this dis-
ruption would not have occurred.

Mr. Graham: He did refuse It for a
period of two years.

Mr. JAMI7ESON: Yes, he refused It a
couple of times, but then the stage was
reached when the father went around and
asked his flock, "Are You in favour of
this?" Naturally the reply was. "Of course.
father." The clergymen asked their flocks
whether they were in favour of It, and they
received the same reply. Does any mem-
ber here believe that a reasonable and
accurate assessment could be obtained
under those circumstances? Of course not!
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A similar situation would exist if I went
to all the houses in Nedlands, and asked the
residents whether they would vote Labor at
the next election. They might all tell me
they would, but after the election the ballot
box would reveal that they had not. There
is nothing more stupid than to believe
that anyone would give a correct answer
under such circumstances. The member
for Roe is not so naive as to believe what
he said. You are more worldly than that,
and you know it, because you have been-

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member will address the Chair.

Mr. JAMIESON: The honourable mem-
ber has been involved in local government
elections and he is quite well aware of
the situation. He is well aware of the
answer given if a direct approach is made.
He is not going to convince anyone by that
line of action.

Mr. Young: You suggest that the refer-
endumn should have been held before the
survey was done?

Mr. JAMIESON: A referendum should
have been held and held properly, like the
Minister has done with regard to barrel
medic seed and linseed, so that the correct
information is made available. A refe-
rendum should have been held at the
instigation of the Minister in the first
place.

Mr. Young: It was conducted correctly
though.

Mr. JAMIESON: Yes, but at the wrong
stage.

Mr. Young: Before the church was built.

Mr. JAMIESON: Yes, I know that. There
is no need for the honourable member to
reiterate the situation. The whole posi-
tion Is that the wrong premise was adopted
by those in local government in the first
place. They should not have become as-
sociated with such a move. There has been
talk of balls being erected and then let for
church purposes. Of course that occurs,
but that is not assisting a religion ina
direct way.

What we are referring to is that everyone
is obliged to pay a tax because of what
the local authority thinks, the State Gov-
ernment thinks, or the Federal Govern-
ment thinks.

If the Minister had a case at all he
would have been able to quote other
incidents where this has taken place in
Australia, in New Zealand, or in the United
States-or somewhere else where there had
been a. similar occurrence. However, not
one was he able to cite. This ought to sug-
gest to the Legislature that it should exer-
cise caution in dealing with the situation.
It should never endorse the unfortunate
occurrence, for which we could all be very
sorry.

Mark my words: if we open the
floodgate on such an issue we will encour-
age not only the interdenominational
groups but denominational groups also.
Approaches will be made by Methodists,
Presbyterians, and Catholics, ini order that
they might get their churches off the
ground. How silly would the situation be!

Mr. Nalder: You do not really believe
that.

Mr. JAMEESON: The Minister would
not know what day or year it was.

Mr. Craig: You would not know what
week it was. Why pick on churches? What
about your own party and your influence
on local authority? I am waiting.

Mr. JAMIESON* The Minister confounds
me. I had a few words to say in respect
of another member tonight, However, I
am afraid that although those few words
might have had some effect on him, I
believe that no matter how many words I
used they could not Possibly have any
effect on the Minister.

Mr. Craig: Say some words of value, and
they might.

Mr. JAMIESON: The Minister would
not know what I was talking about if I
did, so what would be the use of wasting
my time in that respect? There is a prin-
ciple involved and to me it Is a vital
principle. I am sure that if the Minister
handling this legislation sat down and
thought about it he would agree with me
wholeheartedly.

Because this unfortunate occurrence has
transpired, the Minister has said that it
will probably never happen again because
of the reaction and the unsavoury com-
ments associated with it. However, we
should clearly indicate that it shall not
occur again and we should indicate what
should happen in respect of the situation
which has already occurred.

This having been done, we should leave
it and not get involved in the intricacies
of raising church finance through Gov-
ernments, whether they be Federal Gov-
ernments, State Governments, or local
governments. This was obviously raising
church finance irrespective of whether we
call it a joint venture; and that is the
salient feature which we must watch. I
am sure that If we do not watch It we will
be sorry, just as people in historical times
were sorry for situations which de-
veloped.

MR. TOMS (Ascot) (11.9 P.m.]: I feel
moved to enter this debate tonight after
having listened to the reasons given by
the Minister for his Opposition to this
Bill. When the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition' set out his reasons for the
introduction of the measure he said that
the project was based on a wrong pre-
mise and I believe that statement was per-
fectly correct.
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The information given to the Minister
which persuaded him in the end to agree
to the loan being raised was that 10D per
cent. of the residents of the district were
in favour of the loan. Tonight I was very
interested to listen to the member for
Roe who is, no doubt, vitally interested in
this particular project. He told us that
the figures for the referendum were 184
for and 86 against. He also told us there
was no indication of the number of people
who had voted, because of the multiple
voting system. It is possible that the
184 who voted for the project could have
had the multiple vote and that the 86
who voted against it could have had only
one vote. This could have made it a
much worse proposition than it sounded
at the time the figures were given.

Then again, it could be that the 86 had
the multiple vote and the 184 the single
vote. Out of the total vote of 400 the 86
would represent 10 per cent., and therefore
this 10 per cent. would be opposed to the
loan.

I know the Minister waited until the
figures were presented to him before he
made his final decision. However. I think
the principle which was adopted in
this particular case was, indeed, a very
wrong one. It was encouraging to hear
the Minister say that because of the way
the situation was highlighted, a similar
situation would Possibly never occur again.
I only hope he is right.

The Minister also indicated that there
was nothing in the Local Government
Act to prevent a council erecting a hall
and then making it available for all pur-
poses, including those connected with re-
ligion. That still remains the position.
I believe that when the Deputy Leader
of the opposition introduced his Bill he
desired that no spectacle similar to that
which occurred at Jerramungup should
occur again; and I believe every member
in this House would say, "Aye, aye" to
that.

Whether this situation might occur
again should not enter this debate. I be-
lieve that the Purpose of this Bill is a
good one and that Is what we should
judge, not whether or not the same situa-
tion will arise.

For the reasons I have outlined I be-
lieve the Bill should be supported. It
is not one to be decided along party lines,
it will affect the whole State and may-
be other parts of Australia. I believe
any opposition to this Hill is not based on
truly sound foundations.

MR. GRAHAM (Balcatta--Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [11.13 P.m.]: First
of all, let me say how sorry I am
for those people who have been in the
gallery for many hours now waiting for
the debate on another matter in which

they are interested. I wish I could oblige
them by speaking for a few moments only,
but I have a duty to perform.

Mr. Craig: You'll get on!
Mr. GRAHAM: It is not my fault that

this Bill is here at this hour. All I can
say to those in the gallery is that after
I have resumed my seat, and the vote is
taken, the matter in which they have
a particular interest will be before the
House.

Mr. Craig: You'll do well, my boy!
Mr. GRAHAM: I have heard some

noises from the Minister for Police, but
I do not know the source of his merri-
ment.

Mr. Craig: Why didn't you make your
apology about two hours ago?

Mr. GRAHAM: I do not know what the
Minister has been doing in the last two
hours and I am not going to hazard a
guess, not for publication, anyhow.

On the 31st July, the day this session
opened. I gave notice of my intention to
introduce this Bill. It was not until the
10th September-41 days later-that I was
able to move its second reading. It is
now the 12th November, the last day of
sitting of this period of the session, and
I have only now-after 104 days-become
apprised of the Government's attitude.

Mr. Nalder: I think you probably broke
a record.

Mr. GRAHAM: I think so! it is a
shocking commentary on the system under
which we operate when a member-
whether he be senior or Junior-takes ad-
vantage of the first opportunity to move
a matter and Yet finds himself dealing
with the matter during the last couple of
hours of the session.

Mr. Nalder: I regret my part in this
picture.

Mr. GRAHAM: That Is so and It Is most
unfortunate. However, It has been within
the competence of the Government to
bring this matter forward at any time.
There was a delay, of course, for reasons
I appreciate-nevertheless a delay to
my measure-but this could have been
made an Order of the flay at any time. This
was not done. Instead, it will be the second
last debate in the whole of the session.
This does not do a great deal to enhance
the image of the Government; nor do some
of the weak, half-hearted truths which are
submitted by Ministers enhance any image.

Straightaway I will deal with the matter
which the Minister felt delivered the
coup dte grace; namely, the Local Govern-
ment Association had pontificated and, be-
cause it had made a declaration, that goes
to show how wrong was the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition! I Point out for the
benefit of the House and not so much for
the benefit of the Deputy Premier, who is
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doing a job on behalf of somebody else,
but more particularly for the benefit of the
Minister for Local Government, that there
are 144 local authorities in Western Aus-
tralia.

On the 19th September a meeting of
the Local Government Association was
held to deal with this matter, and 17 local
authorities were present. I ask members
to consider this for themselves; namely,
17 out of a total of 144. The official record
states this fact.

Mr. Rushton: They are not all repre-
sented on that association, They could
not have been there.

Mr. Janileson: He Is not back again, Is
he?

Mr. GRAHAM: What Is wrong with the
member for Dale?

Mr. Jamieson: I wonder!

Mr. GRAHAM: I repeat for the edifica-
tion of the member for Dale that there
are 144 local authorities In Western Auis-
tralia. I do not care whether one-half.
three-quarters, or one-tenth are members
of the association. Only 17 local authori-
ties were represented. I will now read from
the minute which say-

After discussion, in which a number
of delegates expressed opposition to
Councils borrowing for church pur-
p3oses--

I pause there. The minute refers to a
number of delegates. Would that be three.
four, or five?

Mr. Rushton: From each shire.

Mr. GRAHAM: Altogether. Shall we
say four? The minute continues-

And some suggested It be re-
examined by the Executive Commidt-
tee-

That might be three people. I do not
think I am being unfair In suggesting
these numbers. It suggests there were
probably seven out of a miserly 17 who
were In support of the principles of this
Bill or, at the very least, wanted some
further re-examination of the situation.
Eventually the motion was put and car-
died. It was resolved-

That the Minister be informed that
the Association was opposed to any
erosion of the powers of Councils, such
as that envisaged by the proposal that
persons having "conscientious" objec-
tions to a loan should be able to avoid
paying rates.

They were concerned with this and this
only. They did not express support for
local authorities sponsoring churches, but
were concerned only with the clause in the
Bill Which Would affect no more than 10
people in the whole of Western Australia
who, If they could satisfy a court that

they were conscientious objectors, could
be exempted from the payment of the par-
ticular rate in respect of the church.

In any event, how clued up were the
local authorities? It must be borne In
mind that tbere was a mere handful or a
half-handful of local authorities. I read
again from the official minute, namely-

The Secretary gave a short sum-
mary of the provisions In the Minis-
ter's Bill.

They did not even know whose Bill it
was!I That is how apprised they were of
the situation.

The position is that 17 local authorities
out of a total of 144 were represented,
which is less than 12 per cent.: and,
further, there was a great divergence of
opinion amongst those who were repre-
sented at the meeting held on the 19th
September of this year.

Fortunately, I am aware of the facts.
Had I not been, members would have been
entitled to draw the conclusion which
the member for Roe drew; namely, in all
its greatness the Local Government Asso-
ciation stood firm in its opposition to the
principles contained in the Bill, when, in
fact, it did not if one can believe its
minutes. No resolution was carried in
opposition to the Bill. The authorities
were only concerned that there might
be a little erosion; that some number of
persons, less than 10, might be exempted
from the payment of rates.

I hope, therefore, that the minister can
see things in a better perspective than
that In which he presented them to the
House. It was not wilful misrepresenta-
tion, but I wager the Minister for Local
Government knows all about it. I would
be prepared to bet-if that were per-
missible-that he has a copy of these
minutes in his office. Nevertheless, the
Minister for Local Government has cooked
this up and presented it to the Deputy
Premier in this form for the purpose of
pulling the wool over members' eyes-and
we have seen many examples of this in
the session.

There was an esteemed gentleman
known as Sir Robert Menzies who was
one time Prime Minister of the Common-
wealth of Australia. He made a state-
ment that Western Australia in his view
was some two years behind the rest of
Australia. There has been ten and a half
years of Liberal Government in this State.
If there was anything wrong with Sir
Robert's assessment of the situation. it
was probably that he underestimated it.

r hold in my hand something known
as "The Compulsory Church Rate Aboli-
tion Act, 1868" of the United Kingdom.
I remind members that 1868 is 101 years
ago. The battle of the church and the
State was fought out in that country more
than 900 years ago, as members know.



[ASSEMBLY.)I

Nevertheless, Western Australia is re-
entering the arena in the year 1969 under
one of the mast conservative Governments
that has ever blighted the State of West-
ern Australia-second only perhaps to that
of the State of Victoria. It is because of
the Government's backwardness that 'We
are getting the outrageous statements
which are being made by a certain Minis-
ter who Is overseas. The Statute of 1868
to which I have referred says--

Whereas church rates have for
some years ceased to be made or col-
lected in many parishes by reason of
the opposition thereto, and in many
other parishes where church rates
have been made the levying thereof
has given rise to litigation and Ill-
feeling; and whereas it is expedient
that the power to compel payment of
church rates by any legal process
should be abolished: be it enacted as
follows:

I will only read the first clause, which
says-

From and after the passing of this
act no suit shall be instituted or pro-
ceeding taken in any ecclesiastical or
other court, or before any justice or
magistrate, to enforce or compel the
payment of any church rate made in
any parish or place in England or
wales.

However, in a little place south of the
equator known as Western Australia we
have a Government of the complexion
of the present Government which gives
its blessing to the present state of affairs.

I have already indicated that there is
a Statute which was passed by the Par-
liament of Western Australia early in the
century in which the powers and respon-
sibilities of local authorities are set out
very clearly. in that Act direct and
specific reference is made to all sorts of
important undertakings of works, build-
ings, and projects. Indeed, it is an ex-
ceedingly long section of the Act and it
enumerates a host of minute details as
well as the important works which may be
properly undertaken and for which money
may be raised so that they can be carried
out.

As in most Acts, there is the "grand-
father" clause at the end which Provides
that any unspecified works sought to be
undertaken must be approved by the Min-
ister. This was inserted just in case some-
thing was not specifically mentioned over
which the Minister should have the right
to exercise discretion. However, I empha-
sise the construction of church buildings
was never contemplated. An item as im-
portant as that would assuredly have
received specific mention.

Of course the Minister for Local Gov-
ernment knew that. This is why, not on
two occasions-for those who do not have
their briefs, somebody denied three times

and the cock crowed-but on no fewer
than six different occasions the Minister
for Local Government rejected overtures.
When the seventh approach was made to
him the secretary of his department made
a commnent on the letter received from the
local authority. What did the local
authority say? Certainly it did not say
what the member for floe and the Deputy
Premier have endeavoured to tell us. I
should have put them In the reverse order,
and I am sorry for this. It certainly Is
not that, because I have seen the letter
written by the local authority which said-

A canvass of the area has been con-
ducted by clergymen from differing
religions and a report of 100 per cent.
in favour of the proposal has been
received.

Mr. Young: That Is exactly what I read
out.

Mr. GRAHAM: There Is no suggestion
this was a canvass of the congregation.
Perchance the reverend gentlemen in-
formed the local authority, I do not know,
but I do know the local authority in Its
letter to the Minister told him that 100 per
cent, were In favour.

Mr. Young: A representative.
Mr. GRAHAM: It said, "A canvass of

the area has been conducted." It is refer-
ring to the Jerramungup area which is
about 50 miles from east to west and I
think about 20 or 30 miles from north to
south.

Mr. Young: I agree.
Mr. GRAHAM:, Then the Minister who

had rejected the approaches on so many
occasions said, "In view of the Informa-
tion from the shire that the religious
orders are 100 per cent, in favour of the
one church, I am prepared to approve the
proposal for the loan."

It will be seen that the "100 per cent."
of the people was the motivating force
and It caused the Minister to go back on
what he had originally decided when he
told the then member for Roe, as he told
the council, that the proposition could not
be entertained; that It would be the basis
of too many Ills, troubles, disputations,
and the rest of It. So it has come to pass!

It is true no issue can be headlines on
every day of the week but the fact re-
mains that very many people are most per-
turbed about this. As It has happened
once, the question Is: Will it occur again?
I will be prepared to wager this Govern-
ment Is not prepared to permit a second
instalment and most certainly a Labor
Government would not. What, then, Is
wrong with being a bit honest and writing
It Into the Statute as proposed by this Bill
so that there will be no question that It
can happen again?

Mr. Rushton, If 100 per cent. were In
favour, would you support It?
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Mr. GRAHAM: of course I would not.
I wonder If I may deal with an obser-

vation of the member for Roe which I
think is pertinent to the point. He seemed
to think there Is some merit In the fact
that a survey of these people by the clergy
had resulted In a 100 per cent. return,
and that was Justification for going ahead
with the construction of this church. I
wonder what would be the reaction If the
proposition were for the establishment of
a trades hall in, say, Albany, and the union
secretaries in that town undertook a Sur-
vey of their union membership and ob-
tained a 100 per cent. return, Would that
be a sound reason to construct a trades
ball?

Mr. Young: if they held a referendum,
yes.

Mr. GRAHAM: If it were a Labor-domi-
nated town such as Boulder, Colle, or any
other centre one can visualise. or even if
certain areas In the metropolitan region
where a Labor majority would be assured,
were Involved, would It be considered that
the right and proper thing to do would be
to make a survey and get a 100 per cent.
return?

Mr. Young: Provided the law was avail-
able to everybody.

Mr. GRAHAM: Under that arrangement
we could have the members of a whole
community Paying for a church built by
church people for the practice of their
religion. Where are we heading? I say
that a similar situation is never likely to
occur again. So why not be honest about
the position and put a provision In the
Statute? No, the Government will not do
that. In addition to humiliating the
Deputy Leader of the opposition, who was
right on the ball on opening day and
who is expected to speak on the last night
of the session In support of his Bill, the
Government, instead of being honest In
the matter has chosen to reject it, as it
feels it is its obligation, in order to save
face, virtually to oppose any proposition
that emanates from the Opposition ranks.
That, I suppose, is regarded by the Gov-
erment as being a sign of statesmanship.

I will now finish referring to what
the member for Roe had to say, in view
of the fact that I started with him. He
mentioned something about the Kalgoorlie
synod and the Anglican Church and the
group in that town, but he knows as much
about the people there as the Deputy
Premier. I am not criticising the Deputy
Premier for that, because he is merely
speaking from notes prepared for a Minis-
ter In another place.

Mr. Nalder: You are running true to
form.

Mr. GRAHAM: I hope and trust I will
always run true to form. The honourable
member seemed to be unaware of the
significance of the fact that 96 per cent.

of the people were in favour of it. The
speaker up there could have said 99 Per
cent. or 89 per cent., or any other figure.
From where did he get his 98 per cent.?
Only one referendum has been taken on
the question, and it shows that whilst
the majority of the votes were in favour
of the proposition, only 40 per cent, of
the votes that could have been cast were
cast in favour of it.

Mr. Young: And only 20 per cent.
against.

Mr. GRAHAM: That is so. I am on
that point now. Where is this figure of
96 per cent. plucked from? Apparently it
is a figment of a man's imagination, be-
cause only one referendum has been held.
Yet the Government's opinion is so strong,
that these are the sorts of subterfuges
that are produced in order to prevail
upon members to vote against this Bill.

There was some criticism, too, of the
objectors in that they waited for a cer-
tain period until the building had reached
a particular stage of construction, and so
on. What has that to do with the posi-
tion? We should be responsible members
in a responsible Parliament, and the
question of a principle being protected is
involved in this legislation.

Let us address ourselves to the subject
of whether someone has got to sign a
petition several hundred miles away. What
has that to do with the substance of the
Bill? It is true, as the member for Roe
indicated, and as I indicated when I in-
troduced the measure, that in many small
communities the churches are struggling
because they are trying to build three or
four churches in their area. It is a far
better proposition if they are able to
combine and share the one building by
conducting their individual services in
accordance with a proper arrangement.
There is nothing to stop the churches
doing that. This Bill is to prevent public
funds being used to erect churches, and
of course I do not go along with the sug-
gestion concerning the construction of
swimming pools, bowling clubs, and so on.

If members do not understand the car-
dinal distinction between religious matters
and ordinary public activities they have
not read their history books and do not
know very much of the country in which
they are living, or its environment. There
is every difference between the two and
it is impossible to bring them together.
as has been admitted. Apparently the
Government is taking the easy course by
compelling taxpayers and citizens-athe-
ists and disbelievers alike-to pay taxes to
erect and maintain churches.

There are, of course, many points I
have covered either directly or indirectly
against all the points that have been ad-
vanced by the Deputy Premier. Therefore
there is no occasion for me to go through
the exercise of dealing in turn with the
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Points he endeavoured to make. The
principal point I wanted to make is that
there is no substance, no merit, and no
word in his submission regarding local
government resistance. Secondly. I wanted
to establish, and I repeat what I said
before, that this church was conceived
and born on a lie which was transmitted
by the Onowangerup Shire to the Minister
for Local Government, and unfortunately
he accepted that letter as being the truth.
it was on the basis of that letter that he
granted his approval for the loan to be
raised.

When protests were made to the Premier
he signed the letters of reply in his own
handwriting and in his letters made men-
tion that the loan had been approved by
the Government because of the 100 per
cent. support that had been given
to it. The Deputy Premier tried to make
something of the fact that the Australian
Labor Party supports the Bill, and there-
fore automatically I obeyed instructions.
The executive of the Australian Labor
Party decided to support any move to re-
move churches from the scope of the Local
Government Act after I had indicated
that I was introducing a Hill for that
purpose.

Then of course the member for Roe
tried to suggest that the churches are not
supporting my stand. I should remind
members, I suppose, that it is necessary,
as it was on the 10th September when I
introduced the Bill, to point out that the
Western Australian Council of Churches
unanimously Passed a resolution that
something should be done to relieve the
situation by providing a way out for
people such as the dissenters at Jerramun-
gup. I would also point out that the West
Australian Council of Churches includes
the Anglican Church, the Methodist
Church, the Presbyterian Church, the
Congregational Church, the Church of
Christ, the Greek Orthodox Church. the
Serbian Orthodox Church, the Salva-
tion Army, and the Society of Friends.

I also received a letter from the Presi-
dent of the Seventh Day Adventist Church
who told me he supported this Bill 100
per cent. From at least one of the pro-
gress associations in the area was received
a resolution of objection. This was sent
to the Minister, notwithstanding that the
member for Roe has said they were all in
favour of the proposition.

It Is true that the Australian Labor
party, the largest political party in West-
ern Australia, expressed opposition to the
proposal,' and the majority of letters pub-
lished in the Press were also expressed in
the same vein. I have here petitions that
have been signed by hundreds of people
expressing concern at what this Govern-
ment has allowed to be done through the
Minister for Local Government. A meeting
was held in the Builders Exchange in
Havelock Street, which was packed to

overflowing, and at that meeting unanirn-
ous opposition was expressed against what
was being done; and I think I have men-
tioned that The West Australian news-
paper also felt that this matter. needed
some attention and expressed the opinion
that never again was it likely that a simi-
lar situation would arise.

So, apart from the perversity of the
Government, it can be seen that there will
be only a few people who will directly
benefit. Those are the only factors raised
in opposition to the Hill. If the Govern-
ment did Its homework, and knew its his-
tory and the struggles that have gone on
over the centuries it would have second
thoughts about this matter, but It appears
to be well and truly marshalled, and once
again we will see the H.O. demonstrated
by those who will go left, right, or centre,
or Wherever their ministerial spokesman
cares to lead them.

Finally, I say how disappointed I am
that a question such as this should not
receive consideration on a non-party
basis. I addressed myself to it as moder-
ately as I possibly could. I could have
been severely critical of the Minister,
whereas I expressed some sympathy for
him, realising and appreciating that he
was a victim of accepting as a truthful
document the letter he received from the
Onowangerup Shire.

I would have thought there would not
have been a bunch of petty Parliamentari-
ans Playing follow-the-leader but that
they would have been Impressed by the
fact that there had been established over
the centuries a serious principle of
prime importance which, to my knowledge,
no civilised British-speaking country has
ever contravened.

However, it is to the discredit of this
Government that, on its way out it gives
its parliamentary blessing to the blunder
that was made by the Minister who re-
jected the proposition on six occasions,
but who, finally, on New Year's Eve, the
31st December, 1965, succumbed on ac-
count of the assurance he had been given
of 100 per cent, support for the proposi-
tion. The Parliament of Western Austra-
lia has certainly lost something if mem-
bers are no longer intending to vote in
accordance with their conscience on a
matter that has no semblence of being
party political.

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

Ayes-la

Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr. Burke
Mr. H1. D. Evans
Mr. T. D3. Evans1
Mr. Flether
Mr. Grahlam
Mr. Harrm
Mr. Jamnleson

Mr. Jones
Mr- LAphamn
Mr. Mclver
Mr. Norton
Mr. Sewel
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Torus
Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Davies

(Teller)

2632



[Wednesday. 12 November, 1969.] 2633

Mr. Dovell
Sir David Brand
Mr. Cash
Mr. Craig
Mr. Dunn
Mr. Orayden
Mr. Hutehinson
Mr. Kitney
Mr. Lewis
Mr. W. A. Manning
Mr. Mensaros

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Ayes
Hall
May
Moir
Bateman
Bertramn

Noes--22
Mr. Mitchll
Mr. Nalder
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. O'Nel
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runcitnan
Mr. Rushin
Mr. Stewart
Mr. Williarms
Mr. Young
Mr. 1. W. Manning

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
Mr. Burt
Mr. Court
Mr. MePharlin
Dr. Hern
Mr. Gayfer

Question thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

WOOROLOO HOSPITAL
Retention: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 17th Septem-
ber, on the following motion by Mr. Me-
Iver:-

That in the opinion of this House
the retention of Wooroloo Hospital as
an institution continuing to minister
to the needs of the people as It has
been doing is in the best interests of
the district and the State.

MR. DAVIES (Victoria Park) [11.48
pm.): The member for Northam intro-
duced this motion on the 17th September
last, and on the same evening the Minis-
ter for Works, who represents the Minister
for Health, took part in the debate. Since
that time there has been continued opposi-
tion to the Government's moves to close
the hospital and to have It converted Into
a prison. The people who have followed
this matter closely are to be congratulated
for the enthusiasm they have shown and
for the manner in which they have stuck
together in putting forward their case,
despite the fact that the Government from
time to time has refused to take any fur-
ther action in respect of the matter. In-
deed, the Premier refused to interview
those persons.

Because of the lengthy time that has
elapsed since the motion was introduced
I should briefly go over the facts of the
ease as they were Presented by the mem-
ber for Northam. It will be recalled that
in April, 1967, when there was some sug-
gestion that the Wooroloc Hospital would
not continue as a hospital, the Minister for
Health journeyed there on one occasion.
]Following his visit he made it quite clear
that the Government wished to continue
making use of the hospital for the purpose
that it was being used. Indeed, in the
newsletter poster on the staff notice board
on that occasion the following appeared:-

The future of Wooroloo Hospital is
assured in the overall State Hospital
planning, and investigations are now
being carried out to plan the full
utilisation of this Hospital's facilities.

The Minister for Health made this
comment when he broke his journey to
Northam yesterday to visit the hospital
to have discussions with Acting Medi-
cal Superintendent, Secretary and
Matron. He also took the opportunity
to see first hand the need for improved
bath-rooms, toilet and utility areas for
the patients.

It is most stimulating to have a visit
from the Minister and more so when
we find that he is planning for the
future development of the Hospital.

I think statements like that would at least
assure the people who were working in the
hospital that their employment in their
existing capacity was safeguarded, and
would indicate that the Government saw
some hope of continuing the use of the
hospital and its facilities.

However, in August, 1968, the position
changed considerably. We find that the
Minister in reply to questions asked at the
time indicated that he was thinking about
altering the standing of the hospital. It
transpired subsequently that Wooroloo
Hospital was to be disbanded as a hospital
and was to be made into a prison. Just
what kind of prison it is to be made into
we have not been told. We have been told
that it will be made into a Karnet type
of institution, but we do not know the
cost involved or the procedure to be fol-
lowed. What we do know is that the days
of Wooroloo Hospital are numbered If the
decision of the Government is implemen-
ted.

There was spontaneous opposition to
those proposals. It did not require anyone
to stir up the local residents or to point
out to them what could happen if the
hospital was disbanded. They could see
immediately what the Government's move
would mean to them. They would lose the
hospital and the associated amenities that
go with it, because the inmates of the
proposed penal institution and the public
would not be allowed to mix together.
Therefore it is ridiculous to suggest that
if Wooroloo is disbanded as a hospital the
Public will be able to use the various
amenities which have been provided mostly
by the good graces of the women's auxil-
iary.

The people have some real cause for
concern because of the loss of the
amenities and because of the loss of the
services which the hospital provides to the
district, not only as a geriatric hospital.
but as a general and a maternity hospital.

The need for the hospital has been
recognised by all kinds of people. Indeed.
the member for Northam listed 20 or
so organisations which had expressed op-
position to the Government's proposed
move. Amongst these were the Young
Liberal movement, which expressed opposi-
tion at the State convention in March.
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1969, and also the State conference of the
Country Party, which expressed opposition
to the move earlier this year.

One would think that if political unity
means anything to the Government, the
fact that the State conference of the
Country Party on the one hand, and the
Young Liberal conference on the other
hand, had expressed opposition would have
had some effect on the Government's
action. one would think the Government
would appreciate the feelings of people
within its own political parties even if the
Government wanted to exclude the view-
point of the various local associations
which had expressed opposition and, of
course, the viewpoint of other State-wide
organisations.

Indeed, a petition was subsequently Pre-
sented to the House, but when the Minis-
ter for Works was replying to the motion
he seemed to deride the value of petitions.
Indeed, I felt he indicated they were of
little value at all, and people who signed
a petition for one thing one day would
sign a petition for something completely
opposite the next day. I do not think
this remark reflected very well on the
organisers of the petition and, Indeed, I
think it would have been better left un-
said.

Mr. Dunn: Well, leave it unsaid.

Mr. DAVIES: I am reminding the House
that expressions of public opinion are be-
ing increasingly derided by the Govern-
ment in this Chamber. This is further
evidence of the way in which the Govern-
ment regards the views of the people.
However, the people can always remind
the Government of their views at election
time when the members of the public, in a
practical way, have the opportunity to
express their feelings.

Another point to which I take exception
is that the Minister said the motion was
a Political stunt on the part of the Aus-
tralian Labor Party. If the Country
Party will not take the matter up; if the
Liberal Party will not take the matter up;
if men who have been to Wooroloo from
this Parliament and who believe the hos-
pital should stay will not get to their feet
and say so, then the Opposition has the
right to bring the matter forward. Every
member on this side of the House is free to
express his opinion in any way whatsoever
in regard to the future of Wooroloo or
on any other matter.

The fact remains that a committee was
organised. A number of meetings were
held, which I will not detail, because they
are well known to members through the
various Press reports and through the
statements made by the member for
Northam when he moved the motion. How-
ever, the meetings have not got anywhere.

Indeed, I believe the Minister for Police
threatened to leave one of the meetings,
because he thought it was unfair.

Mr. Craig: I did what?

Mr. DAVIES: I believe the Minister
threatened to leave one of the meetings.

Mr. Craig: No. I can face up to one any
time.

Mr. DAVIES: Well, Perhaps the Mini-
ster took umbrage at the manner in which
it was organised.

Mr. Craig: I did that.

Mr. DAVIES: The fact remains that
although further strong expression of
opinion emanated from several of the
the meetings held, the Government still
refused to take any action. The Committee
for the Retention of the Wooroloo Hos-
pital was formed at one of those meetings
and received something like $100, from
donations within the hall. Then the
organisers of the committee decided
to take the matter as high as they
could go as far as Government is con-
cerned; namely, to the Premier. They
wished to talk the matter over with him.
Although the Farmers' Union and other
organisations which can be normally
looked upon to support the Government
sought to get the Premier's agreement to
meeting a deputation, the Premier wiped
his hands and said, "No. The matter has
been dealt with by the Minister. It is no
good coming to me."

This attitude is regrettable, I believe,
because people always feel there are stages
within any Government structure which
are open to the people. One starts with
the local members, goes to the depart-
ment and then to the Minister, and.
if the Minister says "No," of course there
is always the Premier. I do not believe
everyone has a right to take his grudge to
the Premier, but I do believe that In this
instance, when opposition to the proposal
was expressed over such a wide field, it
would have been courteous for the Premier
to at least give the organisation half an
hour and say, "I will try to appease you
and I will take your views back to Cabi-
net." This may not have done any good.
but it would have been a courtesy, because
we look upon the Premier as the highest
person to whom we can appeal within the
Government.

Sir David Brand: It was not a matter of
discourtesy. It was purely a matter of the
Minister dealing with this problem. If I
were to receive every deputation that re-
sulted from dissatisfaction with a min-
ister's decision I would be receiving
deputations all day every day.

Mr. DAVIES: I believe this occasion is
different. The opposition which had been
expressed was very strong and spontan-
eous. At least the committee would have
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been appeased if the Premier had given
half an hour of his time to meet a deputa-
tion. I agree the Premier cannot see
everybody who wants to see him. However
I have mentioned several times the
size of the organisation and the importance
of the issue to the People of the district.
At least the members of the committee
would have been appeased and felt less
aggrieved had the Premier been able to
see them and say, "I have listened to the
Minister for Health as have my colleagues
in the Cabinet and nothing said today is
new to me."

Therefore, I cannot do anything further.
This is purely my judgment against that
of the Premier and, of course, It is merely
a matter of individual opinion. The Mini-
ister's reply to the member for Northam
included five reasons, which have been
given on a number of occasions to the
Persons who were representative of the
retention committee.

The member for Northam had a difficult
task putting his case. He had a great
number of interjections and I think he
would probably have got through his
speech in half the time if he had been
able to deal with the subject rather than
the interjections. The fact remains; he
had quite a job in making his speech.
However, it was tit for tat, because when
the Minister was replying he got his share
of interjections.

The Minister commenced his reply by
saying that it was only for political
reasons that the Opposition had brought
this motion to the House. I have already
dealt with that matter and I do not want
to deal further with it. However, the
whole tenor of the Minister's speech, apart
from the five reasons-and perhaps inclu-
ding the five reasons was that we have
enough beds in Western Australia to
accommodate all the geriatric patients
who are available. That is completely
wrong.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I did not say that.

Mr. DAVIES: Perhaps I am wrong: I do
not want to hurt the Minister again to-
night. My summing up of the Minister's
speech led me to believe that the Govern-
ment had sufficient beds for geriatric
patients in Western Australia, and could
therefore close Woorolo with confidence.
The Patients could be placed in a number
of other hospitals. At the Home of Peace
there are 140 beds: at the Perth Medical
Centre there will be 150 beds; at Albany
there will be 40 beds; at Bunbury there will
be 40 beds; at Manimup there are 20
beds; and at Northam there will be 40
long-term beds. I believe they will be in
the old Northam Regional Hospital. That
was my summing up of the speech made
by the Minister after I had read it several
times, and after I considered the other five

points which have been mentioned on a
number of occasions. Obviously the Min-
ister does not agree with me.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Of Course, I did
not say that.

Mr. DAVIES: The Minister does not
agree with my summation.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: You have already
been taken to task for views expressed on
a certain home which you referred to as
being "bedlam."

Mr'. DAVIES: I am pleased to say that
we cannot find the word "bedlam" in my
speech. Also, according to the Press report,
the Government will take some action on
that case, which Is what I wanted. So I
had a win. As soon as the home is cleaned
up I will be very happy.

Nevertheless, the Minister now indicates
there are not sufficient beds, although he
said that my summing up of the position
was not correct, and that I should not
have adopted this line. Does the Minister
agree with me that there are not enough
beds for all the geriatric Patients? That
is what I claim.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: I said arrange-
ments were able to be made and were be-
ing made to cater for the reception of
those from Wooroloo-plus others, of
course.

Mr. DAVIES: If the People are to be
removed from Wcoroloo and scattered
around the country and arrangements are
being made to look after them, it meai~s
that Wooroloo will not be used as a hos-
pital. Therefore I believe it is reason-
able to ask the Government whether it
believes Wooroloo is not required as a
hospital. Surely no Government can
afford to do away with a hospital as well
equipped and as well run as Woorolno. It
is ideally situated for geriatric patients.
even ignoring the maternity and general
purpose wards. The Minister merely
pointed out that arrangements were being
made for the patients to be transferred
elsewhere and, as a result, Wooroloo could
be closed.

I say that, irrespective of what the Gov-
ernment thinks, we should not -close
Wooroloo Hospital. If the Home of Peace
were to announce tomorrow that it had
240 beds available, it would receive 240
applicants, and more, in a flash. I1 ani
sure that any member could Put at least a
dozen patients into that hospital. I know
I could from my own area of Victoria Park.
Although the geriatric service is very good,
and I applaud the good work, the fact
remains that we still have not reached the
Position where everyone is satisfied.

There is no indication at all as to the
number of persons who require hospital-
isation of the type which can be made
available at Wooroloo. I do not believe



636[ASSEMBLY.]

there has ever been a general survey of
the need for geriatric hospitals throughout
the State. As I have said, we can always
fill them. The Minister said that more
beds would be made available when
required.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: This Government
has taken steps to try to help the geria-
tric patients in this State.

Mr. DAVIES: I have just applauded
that,

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: And we have done
a good deal towards helping them.

Mr. DAVIES: The Minister is agreeing
at last, but what does that mean?

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: We have helped
them a great deal in many, ways, and we
have appointed a director who is conduct-
ing his own survey.

Mr. Graham: You could do with hun-
dreds more beds.

Mr. DAVIES: I have applauded the work
done by the Government geriatric service
under the directorship of Dr. Lefroy. How-
ever, the fact remains that no Information
has been supplied to this House regarding
the number of beds needed throughout
Western Australia for geriatric patients.
If I could be convinced that we have
enough beds and that we do not need
Wooroloo Hospital. I would sit down im-
mediately.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: As many patients
as Possible should be eared for in their
own homes.

Mr. DAVIES: I agree. The Minister
and I are getting on famously. However,
there are still dozens of people who could
reasonably be put into a hospital such
as we have at Wooroloo. I refer to
people who have no relatives and those
whose relatives do not care.

There has been some indication that
the patients will be scattered around the
country, and I think that something like
$300,000 will be spent in placing additional
beds in the Home of Peace. That
$300,000-whleh, will provide something
like 140 beds--would have made a fine,
spanking hospital out of what Is available
at Wooroloo, and it would have accom-
modated another 180 or 200 patients.

I am sorry the Government felt it was
necessary to abandon Wooroloo Hospital
in favour of private enterprise. I do not
deride the Home of Peace at all. It
is a charitable Organisation subsidised by
the Government and some people do not
like charity.

The hospital at Wooroloo is fully equip-
ped and has excellent facilities. It has per-
manent doctors and a well-trained staff.
Surely that is the nucleus of any good hos-
pital. The flame of Peace and Sunset do
not have those facilities to the same

degree. I have visited the Home of Peace
and Sunset, and I speak from nmy own
observations. I have also been to Wooro-
loc and it is very pleasant to look across
the valley on the eastern side of the hos-
pital. I have almost wished that I could
be sick so that I could stay at that
hospital. It is an Ideal institution for
looking after elderly people-and I some-
times feel I am rapidly getting to that
stage.

Mr. Bickerton: The lack of sleep could
be the cause.

Mr. DAVIES: The Minister stated that
some of the Patients could be transferred
to other hospitals at Albany, Bunbury,
Maui imup, and North am. Other hospitals
are the Homne of Peace, the Perth medical
Centre, and the Swan District Hospital.
However, the facilities at a hospital like
the Swan District Hospital are not as
good and the hospital is not as
well equipped as the hospital at Wooro-
loc. The hospital at Wooroloo specialises
in geriatric patients. The patients I1
spoke to were delighted with the treat-
ment they received.

Incidentally, I understand that a numa-
ber of people have been ringing members
of Parliament and expressing concern that
Woorolco Hospital is to close. I had four
phone calls and there masy have been
others, but I was at a meeting during
the morning. One of the calls was from
a person who had been at Wooroloo and
who had very much enjoyed the treatment'
there. Another was from a person who
had relatives there and who was very
happy with the way they had been treated.
She was quite happy to go there regularly.
The third phone call was from a sister
who was nursing at Woorolco in 1946 at
a time of acute staff shortage when it was
a T.B. hospital. She said that she, to-
gether with another sister and a matron,
had been the only qualified staff at the
hospital, but she added the atmosphere
of the place and the attitude of the
patients had made her job relatively easy
even though the hours were long.

When she returned to Wooroloo after
it had been changed to a special hospital
for geriatrics she was staggered by the
improvements. She said she felt over-
whelmed. I asked her what she thought
about the isolation of the place whilst
she was nursing there and she replied
that the Isolation did not matter at all.
She said that plenty of people visited the
place and many of them enjoyed the ser-
vices provided, but the families of some
patlents would not care two hoots about
them.

This person spoke later about nursing
at the Mt. Henry Hospital and said that
the relatives turned up on Mothers' Day
and strewed petals of white flowers about
the place. She said that that is all thcy
were fit to do.
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The enthusiasm of the retention com-
mittee moved it to place an advertisement
in The West Australian on the 11th Nov-
ber in connection with the hospital at
Wooroloc. The advertisement dealt with
five points and I think I might reason-
ably be allowed to say something about
these points myself. The five points were
those initially issued in a ministerial
statement made at Wooroloo Hospital on
the 28th November, 1968. These were the
reasons given for closing Wooroloo and
the first point was that patients could get
better care near larger hospitals. At the
end of that statement there is a com-
ment, "Where are you now moving the
Wooroloo patients Mr. Maci~innon? Sixty-
odd have gone to wherever they could be
accommodated, irrespective, and 60-odd
are still waiting and wondering appre-
hensively where they are going. None
want to be moved."

I think that is fair comment and when
considered with what I have already said
there is no necessity for me to say any-
thing more because some of the alterna-
tives named have been found to be lack-
ing in the field of geriatrics. The adver-
tisemnent in the paper then continues-

You said (2) Visitors find Wooroloo
difficult owing to distance, so now you
are moving them further out.

This was referring to the Minister for
Health.

I repeat there are plenty of people who
would find Wooroloo a splendid place. If
the Government does not wish to use it
to provide a geriatric service it can move
some of the people from the Mt. Lawley
hostel to which I referred earlier and
which is used by the Government for
patients from Claremont and Heathcote.
Wooroloo would be an ideal place in which
to accommodate them.

If the Government feels that the pri-
soners deserve Preference, then of course
they are entitled to it. The fact remains,
however, that In other parts of Australia
the authorities are taking advantage of
the situation and are moving people out
to the country. Indeed, at Wenwortli
Falls in New South Wales there is a
hospital which was earlier a TZ_ hospital
which has been converted into a hospital
similar to that at Wooroloo. Wentworth
Fails is 70 miles from Sydney and it is
obvious that the authorities do not feel
that it is too far. Wooroloo is only 40
miles from Perth. Mowil Village. which
is named after an Anglican Archbishop
of Australia is established 36 miles from
Sydney and Provides accommodation for
the frail aged. It is an ideal set-up for
people getting on In years. It is not in
the heart of Sydney but 36 miles from
Sydney, approximately the same distance
that W6oroloo Hospital is from Perth.

So, while we are closing down our facili-
ties, the far-seeing authorities in the
eastern States are taking the opportunity

to start what we are thinking of stopping.
Mention was made of distance, but do not
the relatives of prisoners visit them
while they are incarcerated? Is not that
part of the rehabilitation of the prisoners?
Surely it is necessary for them to have
some contact with the outside world. With
modern motorcars a distance of 40 miles
is nothing.

Mr. Rushton: Prisoners have restricted
visiting times.

Mr. DAVIES: I am always gratefual to the
member for Dale for his helpful interjec-
tions. is It always awkward for the rela-
tives to be present during these restricted
times? Half the people In Wooroloo do
not get visitors once a month. Item (3) of
the advertisement states-

YOU 8AID (3) "Design of buildings
creates problems, etc!I Who Is the
judge? No-one directly connected
with Wooroloo will agree with you.
Th ere are too many compensations."

And, Indeed, this Is right. It could not be
called an ideal set-up, but It has been
made to fill the bill. It does the lob re-
quired of it. It is certainly not a good
design for a prison, yet the Governent
Is prepared not to let It go on as a hos-
p3ital but will spend a heap of money
making a prison out of it.

Is It not a fact that a suggestion was
made that a prison should be established
alongside Wooroloo Hospital? Is it not
also a fact that the prison authorities said.
"Never! It Is the worst place in the world
for a prison"? Yet those authorities will be
made to use Woorolon Hospital. There Is
no doubt about that; and no-one can say
the design of the buildings at Wooroloo
now Is ideal for prison buildings. As I
have said before, we do not know the type
of prison to be established there, but not
by the wildest stretch of the imagination
can it be considered an ideal place.

Mr. Craig: It will be ideal.
Mr. DAVIES: Of course, If the intention

Is to make a holiday centre for the prison-
ers it should be fine. However, I believe
that the Minister for Health at one
of the meetings gave the residents to
understand that they should be able to get
some cheap labour similar to that at Kar-
net. That Is humbug!1 There Is no cheap
labour at Karnet. Prisoners are not farmed
out these days, and It was completely
wrong of the Minister to say this and lead
the residents astray.

Mr. Rushton: They get a community
service from Karnet.

Mr. DAVIES: They do not plough the
fields and so on. They might be used to
establish a theatre, as quoted in the Press
recently, and I do not mind that pro-
vided they are properly paid. Point 5
was-

YOU SAID "Wooroloo costs too much
to run."
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The comment Is-
This Is the oddest of all. Wooroloo,

despite EXPENSES IT SHOUlLD NOT
BEAR, COSTS THE TAXPAYER
LESS than most hospitals, per Patient,
and If used to capacity could be the
LOWEST DRAIN PER PATIENT TO
THE TAXPAYER. (The Farmers'
Union request for an independent in-
vestigation was refused.)

The Farmers' Union suggested that
someone from the union, a medical man, a
lawyer as chairman, an accountant,' and
a representative of the Medical Depart-
ment, and I think one committeeman, be
appointed to investigate costs.

Here again, the Minister was apparently
so unsure of himself he decided he would
not take the risk of being Proved wrong.
One of the solicitors made a suggestion
through the Farmers' Union. It was taken
from the latest available report of the
Medical Department and it was checked
for accuracy by the Superintendent of
Wooroloo Hospital. It dealt firstly with
average bed costs.

I do not want to be taken to task for
using averages, because yesterday I said
these were difficult to deal with and diffi-
cult to relate to a particular circumstance.
However, for this exercise I think the only
thing to do is to use averages. The docu-
ment I have here refers to the institution,
the average bed occupancy, and the cost
per day per bed.

The average bed occupancy for the State
is 82 per cent., and the average cost per
day per bed is $16.53. That is the State
average. The situation regarding the met-
ropolitan hospitals is 90 per cent. bed oc-
cupancy and the cost per day is $10 .67.
All country hospitals have a '72 Per cent.
average bed occupancy and a cost per day
of $16.

There are 49 other country hospitals
similar to Wooroloo Hospital and there is
no indication from the report as to the
average bed occupancy, but the average
cost per day is $20. Two other metropoli-
tan hospitals, having a bed occupancy
average similar to that of Wooroloo, have
a 50 per cent. bed occupancy with a cost
per day of $17. The figure for Wooroloo
is 50 per cent, bed occupancy, which is not
a lot as members will agree, but the cost
per bed per day is $14.78, compared with
the State average of $16.53 or the metro-
politan average of $10.67. What is wrong
with that? Is that bad? Another comment
in the report is as follows:-

The above averages out completely,
with the inclusion of Mt. Henry, the
cheapest (about $6 Per day) to Royal
Perth the most expensive (about $30
per day).

Analysis is from extracts from Medi-
cal Department Report (latest avail-
able).

The importance of Cost is fully ap-
preciated and in this context it is
surely fair and reasonable to take into
account that Wooroloo Hospital is in
many respects a community benefit.
This is commendable and perhaps fully
Justified, but costs extraneous to the
successful conduct of the Hospital,
purely as such, should not be included
in the overall Picture. There is reason
to believe that a strict tabulation of
costs combined with a reasonable al-
lowance for the fact of non-paying
inmates would considerably alter the
stated daily-cost-per-patient on which.
apparently, hospital economics are
judged.

I have here a further exercise relating to
the cost factor. It is pointed out that the
present total cost of running Wooroloo
Hospital, taking care of 115 patients, with
a 56 per cent. average bed occupancy, Is
$620,700. The exercise is to see what the
increase would be if the number of patients
was increased to 180 with a bed occupancy
of 90 Per cent. The additional costs are
listed as follows:-

Salaries: Not greatly affected
as the greater proportion is
in the nature of a fixed cost.
Additional nursing staff only
would be involved at an out-
side figure of... .. -.

Drugs and Dressings: Figure
would increase in direct pro-
portion .. ..I ..

Provisions: Figure would in-
crease in direct proportion..

Fuel: A fixed cost varying at
most 10% .. ..

Est. and Domestic: A fixed cost
varying at most 10% or less

Other Costs: Fixed, with mar-
ginal variation, say 10 % .

Amortisation of toilet block, es-
timated to cost $280,000 over
20 years .. . .

S

25,000

11,400

20.000

3,000

3,500

2,400

16.000
The total cost of increasing the number of
Patients to 180 with a 90 per cent. bed
occupancy is reliably estimated at $102,000
a year, as against $620,700 for 115 patients
with a 56 per cent, average bed occupancy.

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

Mr. DAVIES: Had this committee been
appointed, the Government would have had
ample evidence to query the costs as they
are now loaded onto the charges listed
in the medical report.

The staff Problem has also been
raised as a bogeyman. I want to remind
members that earlier a suggestion was
made that trainees from Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital could be transferred to
Wooroloo Hospital for the specialised nurs-
ing which was available and also in order
that they might gain country experience.



[Wednesday, 12 November, 1989.] 2839

This was suggested as a workable and
sound Proposition, but it never got a hear-
ing. Nothing further was done about it.
The whole thing was forgotten and no
serious effort was made to overcome the
staffng problem.

If there is a staffling problem, it is not
being experienced only at Wooroloo; it is
being experienced at every hospital in the
State. We have only to read the daily
newspapers to realise that such is the posi-
tion. Wooroloo still has quite a few dedica-
ted staff members and many would be
pleased to stay there. Some of them have
children coming on who would take Posi-
tions there. I understand this has already
occurred in some instances. The lives of
these members of the staff will be seriously
disrupted and they will find they have to
move on somewhere else. They are not
very happy about this, but they will prob-
ably settle down.

Although that is a feature of the whole
dispute to be taken into conisideration, the
biggest point is that the Government con-
siders it has so many beds available for
geriatric patients that it can afford to
close the hospital, which is so well equipped
and so well established. 11 understand that
one of the members of the inquiring com-
mittee stated he would see Wooroloo closed.

I want to remind members of my earlier
statement that there have been those who
have gone up and talked to the patients.
They indicated how pleased they were to
see such a fine hospital, and to see the
patients were so happy. However, once they
were outside the building, they forgot
what they saw. This is distressing some
of the staff and distressing the patients,
because everyone went to a lot of trouble
to make sure that any member of Par-
liament could take full advantage of the
facilities to inspect the premises.

The hospital is very well equipped. I am
sorry my time has run out but Perhaps
no-one else is sorry. The fact remains I
believe this Government cannot afford to
close a hospital of this nature. The hos-
pital could continue to be run with a
relatively small sum of money being spent
on it. The Government requires the build-
ing for a prison but, of course, a prison
could be built elsewhere.

I most wholeheartedly support the
motion moved by the member for Northam.

MR. CASH (Mirrabooka) [12.32 a.m.]:
The debate on this motion, which opposes
the closure of the Wooroloo Hospital, has
been contributed to by the member for
Victoria Park. He has followed a line
similar to that of the member for Nor-
tham when he introduced the motion. The
member for Victoria Park did say that
because of the lateness of the evening, or
the earliness of the morning, he would
have to edit his speech a great deal. How-
ever, I did notice that he was able to speak

for his full 45 minutes without making a
great contribution and without adding to
what had already been expressed by the
member for Northam.

The member for Victoria Park referred
to the fact that the Premier refused to
accept a deputation. He made the point
early in his speech and no doubt the point
was raised to attract the attention of the
gallery. In the debate which occurred on
Wednesday, the 17th September, the
member for Northam made the same
comment about the deputation to the Pre-
mier. The Premier was Quick to interject
that Ministers always express the Gov-
ernment's viewpoint. The member for
Northam said it would not have done any
harm for the Premier to see the depu-
tation. The Premier replied that he
understood the position, but that he could
not go over the heads of Ministers. They
had made their decisions and they were
backed up by the decisions of Cabinet.

I make these comments about that
aspect of the speech made by the mem-
ber for Northam so that the remarks with
regard to the Premier and the de-
putation can go on record again tonight.
It has been said by the member for Vic-
toria Park that local residents will be
denied hospital attention. The hon-
ourable member also mentioned phone
calls which had been received in the last
few days, and Press and radio campaigns
conducted on the Wooroloo Hospital con-
troversy. One radio station was inviting
its listeners to "be with the little people,
and get behind the Wooroloo committee."

I have received one or two Phone calls,
and I suppose that most members have
averaged four or six calls. I was surprised
that People who rang mue did not appear
to be in full possession of the facts. This
has been one of the aspects of the Woor-
oloo Hospital controversy which has
attracted my attention.

I want to refer to three aspects of the
speech made by the member for Northam
when he introduced the motion. I point
out that he is quite willing to accept the
operating loss of the hospital as it exists.
The member for Victoria Park is con-
cerned that the local residents will be
deprived of the hospital facilities. The
member for Northern failed, even more
than the member for Victoria Park, to
realise the benefit of transferring the
long-term geriatric patients to other
medical centres.

In examining the economics of Wooro-
loo Hospital, we find that the Minister for
Works Pointed out that in previous years
the Grants Commission had specifically
commented on the very high cost of oper-
ating Wooroloo Hospital. The members of
the Grants Commission have looked at
hospitals all over Australia-not just Wes-
tern Australia-and one would expect that
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if those people made that comment, the
comment would be based on sound know-
ledge.

Mr. Davies: I looked through the last
two reports of the Grants Commission and
I1 could not find any reference to the
Wooroloo Hospital.

Mr. CASH: The reference was probably
in earlier reports. The loss during 1981-
68, amnounted to $368,000. The Minister
pointed out the loss per bed in comparison
with other hospitals like Sunset and Mt.
Henry. The cost per bed at Sunset is $13790;
the cost at Mt. Henry per bed is $1,960;
and at Wooroloo the cost has been $3,989
per bed. We must accept that statement
from the Minister for Health, and hie has
stated that another $300,000 would need
to be spent on the Wooroloo Hospital to
bring It up to modern standards for the
treatment of geriatric patients. If we
add to that figure the loss of $368,000
during 1967-68, 1 do not know how mem-
bers can consider that that is an accept-
able economic Proposition.

Mr. McIver: The Sunset home and the
Wooroloo Hospital are two different con-
cepts.

Mr. CASH: Regarding the aspect of the
local hospital, I have spoken to the resi-
dents of the area and they have been
surprised to learn that there will be a hos-
pital provided with eight to 10 beds,
which the people can use.

Mr. Davies: Inside the gaol.

Mr. CASH: On top of that, there is the
$500,000 hospital at Beverley; there are the
additions at Swan District Regional Hos-
pital costing something like $450,000; and
in 1970 there will be the $4,000,000 Nor-
tham. Regional Hospital. All those hos-
pitals are somewhat equidistant from
Wooroloo. If facilities for eight or 10
patients are available at Wooroloo, local
needs will be provided for. In the event
of an emergency, with the very fast
ambulance services available, people could
be transported to specialised medical at-
tention in a very short time. The member
for Northam seems to be active in this
area, but this Is one point he failed to
make known to the people of the district.

Mr. Brady: How many doctors will be at
Wooroloo Hospital?

Mr. CASH: I think the present Patients
would all benefit from being transferred
to medical centres in other areas, particu-
larly near the metropolitan area where
they would be very close to up-to--date and
modern medical facilities. The member
for Northamn, In support of his motion,
mentioned other aspects Of Wooroloo Hos-
pital, and even went back to 1914 when
the hospital was opened. We know , of
course, it was opened for tuberculosis
patients. The member for Northern,
when speaking about the treatment of

tuberculosis Patients, mentioned the trial
and error treatment methods previously
used. The Sir Charles Gairdner Hos-
pital opened on the 1st September 1958.
Actually that was the hand-over date when
the Commonwealth handed the hospital
over to the State, A total of '79 patients
was admitted earlier in August of the same
year. It is interesting to note that those
patients were transferred from the hos-
pital at Wooroloo to far better facilities at
the Sir Charles Qairdner Hospital. Thle
incident of that transfer in no way evoked
any criticism from the member for Nor-
tham who at that time was Mr. Hawke.
The reasons for the transfer were almost
exactly te same, It was quite logical that
the patients should be transferred from
that hospital to far better facilities at the
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. I want
now to quote what the member for Nor-
tham had to say on page 1,000 of the un-
bound volume of Hansard. The honour-
able member said-

The patients at Wooroloo Hospital
Were actually transferred to the Sir
Charles Oairdner Hospital in August,
t958, and Immediately the Govern-
ment took steps to offer the Wooroloo
Hospital to various institutions. It
was offered to the Native Welfare De-
partment and, subject to being cor-
rected, I think it was offered to the
National Fitness Council. it was con-
sidered that, following the transfer of
the Patients to the Sir Charles
Galrdner Hospital, the Wooroloo Hos-
pital was not suitable for the treat-
ment of such patients, and rumours
were circulated throughout the dis-
trict from time to time that the
Woorolno Hospital would be closed by
the Government on a date to be fixed.

This is exactly the situation that existed
there. It is the same hospital and the
reason for its closure is the same. At
that time the Wundowie charcoal iron and
steel industry was operating-if only un-
economically-and it must have had some
business association with the staff at
Wooroloo. People were still employed
from the nearby farms and residences.

There were no objections raised at that
time by the then member for Northam to a
set of circumstances which are exactly
similar to those which exist today. So I
do not see how the present member for
Northam can, in a similar set of circum-
stances, bring up an entirely different
argument simply because the transfer is
now being carried out by a Government
with a different political philosophy.

The member for Northam is grasping at
a very stray straw to support what I con-
sider to be a weak motion when he says
that the old People do not want to see
visitors.

Mr. Mclver: They don't.
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Mr. CASH: The honourable member has
repeated that absurd statement. It does
not matter whether the people in hospital
are Young or old; they all like visitors.
When one visits. one's relatives and friends
in hospital one generally stops by a bed
and talks to somebody one has never seen
in one's life. Such patients are only too
happy that this should happen. The mem-
ber for Northamn needs to understand
human nature far more than he appears
to do at the moment.

Mr. Davies: Have you been there?
Mr. CASH: I have on several occasions.

I think the member for Victoria Park has
visited Wooraloo once; he has been there
once since the debate started but not
before.

The member for Northam said the
facilities in Perth were inadequate and he
referred to the report of the Homes of
Peace in 1967-68 which pointed out that
at that time there were 324 patients at
Subiaco and Inglewood, and that there
was a long waiting list. Much was made
by the member for Northam and the mem-
ber for Victoria Park in regard to this
long waiting list.

It is clear that most of these people
are at the moment living privately or with
relatives and they are being well cared
for. If they go to Sunset or the Home of
Peace they hope to find somebody of their
own age with similar interests and suffer-
ing from possibly the same complaint.
At the moment they are at home
with relatives waiting for the time when
the accommodation is increased at these
institutions. It is expected that In 1970
there will be 140 beds added to the Home
of Peace In Inglewood. In addition It is
hoped to build a home for the frail aged.

This will take care of many of the people
who are on the waiting list at the moment.
but I again point out that most of these
people are comfortably accommodated with
friends and relatives at the moment. I
would like to turn to the report of the
Homes of Peace for the year 1966-67 In
which the president and administrator
make the comment that the council Is
mindful of the fact that the extent to
which an institution is able to meet the
needs of those patients is affected pri-
madly by its location and the kind of
building in which it operates.

They said that many of the institutions
at the present time are suffering as a re-
sult of inadequate planning of the ven-
tures half a century or more ago. That
comment could be applied to the facilities
at Wooroloo today. When we talk about
geriatric patients being moved to centres
where they will receive treatment under
the most modern techniques in geriatric
medicine and where they will be given
specialised nursing care and other facili-
ties, we must appreciate that these facili-

ties are not evident at Wooroloo Hospital.
which was first set up in the 1960s as a
hospital for long-term patients.

If one looks at the reports of the Homes
of Peace one will see the various towns
from which the patients come, It will be
seen that there are many country people
in the Homes of Peace at Sublaco and
Inglewood at the present time.

Surely the Government's proposal to pro-
vide certain geriatric facilities in some of
our country towns will give the people an
opportunity to return to the larger towns
where their relatives and friends can visit
them far more often than might be the
case were they in the city or at a place
like Wooroloo.

The Government has indicated its
determination-and this has been con-
firmed by the Minister for Health and the
Minister for Works--to ensure that
geriatric patients receive first-class treat-
ment. Every plan it makes is directed to
this end. The benefits of modern medical
science, together with the modern methods
of diagnosis, will be available for the
treatment of geriatric patients, and it
is hoped that they will receive the
specialised treatment they need.

When this Position is reached and the
necessary accommodation is provided.
Wooroloc will cease to exist as a
place for geriatric patients. Members of
the Opposition have gone to some trouble
to point out that these factors do not
exist, but they can all be supported by
evidence. It is quite clear that Wooroloo
Hospital has operated at a loss. There is
a shortage of staff, particularly of
specialised nursing staff, which will be
available at other centres.

I have mentioned the case of the people
from country areas, but this applies equally
to the transference of people to the metro-
politan area where their friends and rela-
tives will have the opportunity to visit
them in the nearby suburbs. The comment
has been made that it is not easy for
relatives to visit the patients at Wooroloo.

if we work out the average age of the
patients who are at present in Wooroioo
Hospital we will realise that a great num-
ber of their relatives are of a similar age.
Many of them do not possess vehicles, and
others are not in a position to travel to and
from the institution to visit the patients.
In many cases they are too old to drive.

I am surprised that the member for
Northam and the committee for the re-
tention of the hospital have not informed
the public of the true facts of this matter.
from both sides of the picture. When one
looks at the petition forms which were
circulated by the committee, and which
the member for North am quoted word for
word, I am sure the people who signed
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the Petition thought that in the words
used they were signing for the correction
of great wrongs done to the patients. The
member for Northam and the committee
have not attempted to correct this impres-
sion in the community. However, when the
true facts and argument are put before the
People they realise that they have been
misinformed by the member for Northam
and by the committee.

I would say that of the 10,000 people
who signed the petition, which was sub-
sequently presented to this House, very
few would be opposed to better treatment
being provided for geriatric patients at
more modern centres.

Mr. Mclver: What a lot of rubbish!

Mr. CASH: The hospital site was
offered to many Government departments,
as it had been previously in 1958. Finally,
the Prisons Department agreed to take it
over. I believe other avenues could have
been looked at.

The member for Victoria Park made a
fleeting reference to one aspect that I had
in mind, but I think the Government could
have looked into putting a proposition to
the community groups or service clubs
whereby they could join with the Govern-
ment in establishing a holiday haven at
Wooroloo for elderly people. Everyone has
read the description of the Wooroloo
Hospital on the petition forms that were
sent out for signature. Allying that with
the knowledge one has of the wonderful
surroundings in which the hospital is
situated, one will agree that an ideal alter-
native use of Wooroloo Hospital would be
as a holiday haven.

Mr. Davies: It would be too far for the
people and for the visitors to go to!

Mr. CASH: I san certain that with the
co-operation of the community groups and
the service clubs-such as, Rotary, Apex,
Lions, and Jaycees--the people could be
transported to and from this place. if the
proposition could be implemented, I am
sure these groups, private individuals, and
local authorities, would be only too ready to
sponsor a short stay for single persons or
couples for one or two weeks. This is a
feasible proposition.

I have examined the operating costs of
Wooroloo Hospital. I subtracted the expen-
ses for medical treatment, and extracted
the expenses for maintenance of the insti-
tution; and I am sure that such a project
would be feasible and possible if con-
sideration could be given to it.

The Wooroloo Hospital has become the
subject of controversy over many months,
Of course there have been a few instances
of stirring up, and the controversy has
been pushed to the forefront for various
reasons, but I do not propose to comment
on them at this juncture.

Two questions arise from this contro-
versy. The first Is the phasing out of the
hospital, and this is a question in itself.
The second is the future use of the site.
If we examine the wording of the
motion we will find it deals with the first
point only. On that basis I say that the
evidence and the facts which have been
placed before the House on several occa-
sions, and to which I endeavoured to add,
support the closure of the hospital; because
the benefits to the geriatric patients who
are transferred to modern medical centres
are so great that I-and I hope other
members of the House are of this opinion
-am encouraged to oppose the motion.

MR. TONKIN (Melville-Leader of the
Opposition) [12.55 a.m.l: The subject
matter of this motion is of great import-
ance, and it is a travesty that it has to
be debated at 1 o'clock in the morning.
There is neither the necessity nor the
justification for this. one would think
that Christmas was tomorrow. We have
sat on Thursdays before, and in previous
years we have sat right up to Christmas
Eve. There is absolutely no justification
at all for keeping members here at this
time of the morning in order that the
Government might finish its business by
a certain day, irrespective of anything
else. Half the members are asleep, or half
asleep.

Mr. Cash: I hope not.
Mr. TONKIN: I have been watching

them one after another, including the
Ministers, f alling fast asleep while the
debate was going on. There is absolutely
no necessity to extend the debate into this
hour of the morning, and I protest very
strongly against it.

If the Premier were going away, or if
there were some other sufficient reason for
completing the business of this Parliament
today, one might accept the situation; but
there is no justification for it. By doing
what we are we reduce this place to a
farce.

The member for Northam is to be com-
mended for bringing the resolution before
the House, the substance of which is that
the retention of Woorolco Hospital is in
the best interests of the State and the
district; and so it is. Is this State so replete
with hospital accommodation that it can
afford to close one hospital? The nonsense
which has been talked by the member for
Mirrabocka. would suggest that one could
get a vacant bed at a hospital whenever
one liked.

Mr. Cash: What I have said has got you
riled up.

Mr. TONKCIN: The people cannot get
hospital beds. There was the talk about
these patients being accommodated at
the Home of Peace. Has any member tried
to get a patient into that institution?
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Mr. Cash: I have.
Mr. TONKIN: One is given no priority;

one takes one's place at the end of the
queue, and there is a waiting list of 12
months or more. The net result of the
Government's action will be to delay fur-
ther the entry to the Home of Peace of
patients who have already established a
priority as the result of the length of time
they have been on the waiting list.

The member for Mirrabooka talked
about the patients at Wooroloo being
accommodated in centres where they will
receive the best of hospital treatment. Do
they get this accommodation in a hotel,
because that is where one of the patients
has been sent?

Mr. Cash: The reasons for that have
been given to the House.

Mr. TONKIN: if members care to take
the trouble to visit Woorolco they will
appreciate how well this hospital is being
run, and the service which It is rendering
to a section of the community. I have
spoken to the patients up there. They
are contented, because they are well and
excellently looked after. To suggest that
they will receive better treatment under
the Government's proposal is sheer non-
sense.

Why did the Minister for Health say on
the 20th April, 1961, that the hospital
would not be closed and that its services
would be utilised fully ?

Mr. Brady: Because it was 12 months
before an election.

Mr. TONKIN: Did he have any Juisti-
fication for saying what he did? Did he
give any attention to the institution?
One must assume that be knew what he
was talking about.

Mr. Graham: For the first time.
Mr. TONKIN: What brought about the

change? Row did Wooroloo suddenly be-
come an institution where the economics
were such that it had to be closed down?
What brought about this alteration; and
what brought about the change in the atti-
tude of the Minister and of the Govern-
mnent?

One needs to know just what forces
have been at work here, and for what
purpose. The only interest the Premier
seems to have taken is to write a letter
to an inmate; and the only argument he
used in his letter was that the building
was not being used for the purpose for
which it was designed. Let me tell the
Premier that at the present time there
are a number of such buildings being used
for a purpose other than that for which
they were designed. One is the annexe of
the Fremnantle Hospital which is accom-
modated at the present time in -what used
to be the Meath Convalescent Home, orig-
inally built as a private home. It was

run by the Meath Convalescent Home
organisationt of which the Speaker
has a goad deal of knowledge, because he
is an office bearer. It was taken over
from that organisation to be used as a
hospital annexe, but the building was
originally a private residence.

Sir David Brand: It is presumably reas-
onably economic.

Mr. TONKIN: So to suggest it Is an
argument to close Wooroloo Hospital be-
cause it is not being used for the purpose
for which it was originally designed, does
the Premier no credit at all.

Sir David Brand: It is one of the reasons
contributing to the uneconomic side of the
argument.

Mr. TONKIN: What Government hos-
pital makes a profit?

Sir David Brand: Not too many, I re-
gret to say; but there is a limit.

Mr. TONKIN: The Minister for Works.
speaking on behalf of the Minister for
H-ealth, said that Wooroloo Hospital is not
adequate; that It is not satisfactory in
modern terms for the purpose for which
it is being used. Are all the "C"-class
hospitals in which we find these old people
satisfactory in modern terms in respect of
accommodation? Would they compare
with the accommodation being provided at
Wooroloo? I have seen a few of them:
but the Government Is content to allow
them to continue and to subsidise them,
and to allow a number of them to keep
on increasing the price of acconmnodation
every time the Commonwealth Govern-
ment makes an addition to the allowance.
The accommodation in them cannot com-
pare with what is available at Wooroloo.
Why is it that of all the various decisions
and proposals this Government has made,
this proposal has caused more widespread
dissatisfaction than any other?

Mr. Rushton. The member for Northam
indicated that the Government has been
trying to get rid of Woorolco to other
institutions since 1958.

Mr. TONKIN., Why does not the mem-
ber for Dale get up on his little feet and
say something for a change instead of
sniping all the time.

Mr. Rushton: I am not sniping. I am
stating a fact. Your Government also
must have been trying to get rid of it.

Mr. TONKIN: I repeat that of all the
various Proposals and decisions--and there
have been a number which have upset the
people of Western Australia-I cannot re-
call one which has caused more wide-
spread dissatisfaction than has this one.
Let us take a look at the list of the
organisations which are opposed to what
the Government proposes. The li1st in-
cludes some organisations to which the
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Government members belong. They have
not been Influenced by this parade of
figures which is supposed to show up the
economics of the situation.

There are many establishments the
Government is running which are not
economic, if the situation is to be re-
garded purely from the standpoint of
economics. However, there Is more in It
than that. Here is a district which has
had a hospital for years. If this Is such
a bright Idea, why has It taken the Gov-
ernment 10 years to wake up to It? If
this hospital was so out of date and so
uneconomic and was not up to modern
standards, what has the Government been
thinking about for the past 10 years?

Surely all the arguments which have
been advanced on behalf of the Govern-
ment must have been In existence before.
Why were they not utilised for making the
decision to close the place down? Instead
we find that despite the existence of these
factors--they have not occurred since
196?; because the Minister for Health said
that after consideration bad been given
to the situation It was decided to maintain
the hospital and to fully utilise the facili-
ties--the hospital is still In existence.

Just imagine a Minister standing up in
his place and saying that the need for
Woorolco Hospital as a geriatric hospital
has largely gone. Upon what criteria did
he come to that conclusion? The only
Justification for such a conclusion would
be if it could be shown that there was In
existence ample accommodation for old
people, Of course, there is nothing like
that in the State today, unfortunately-
nothing like it.

So, whichever 'way one looks at this,
one can find no Justification for what the
Government proposes to do. This hospital
should be kept open. It should not have
been allowed to run down the way it has
been allowed to, deliberately. One could
not blame the staff for looking elsewhere
for Jobs when they knew the Government
was bent on implementing this proposal to
the limit. With the staff going from the
hospital, of course there have been fewer
patients, and the Government has taken
the necessary steps to get rid of the
patients. I1 had brought to my notice the
case to which I have already referred,
where one patient was sent off to a hotel.
A nice lot of medical care the patient will
get there!

Mr. Graham: Not bad medicine!
Mr. Craig: You ought to know.
Mr. Graham: My word.
Mr. TONFAN': I suppose there is not

much hope of getting the Government to
change its mind on this question, but at
least we can make our position clear; and,
to a man, we on this side of the House
believe that the decision is not in the best

interests of the district or the State. To
talk about hospital facilities being pro-
vided there for eight beds, when it is
closed down as a hospital and becomes a
prison, is laughable. Why, the casual-
ties front road accidents which occur
in the district will fill those beds.

Another worrying feature about It is
that medical attention will not be readily
available in the area. I beard the mem-
ber for Mirrabooka talking about a
$4,000,000 hospital in Northam, Will it
be economic to put long-term patients
Into a $4,000,000 hospital, to the exclusion
of other patients? is it economic to
build a $4,000,000 hospital for long-term
geriatric patients? I cannot think of any-
thing more uneconomic.

Mr. Cash: They are going to put them
in the old hospital.

Mr. TONZIN': It is ridiculous to spend
large sums of money equipping a modern
hospital in which to put people whom the
Minister for Health believes should not
be in a hospital at all, but in their own
homes. I agree with that aspect of the
matter. If it is possible to give them
sufficient care they should be In their own
homes. However, there are many people
who will have to go into hospitals or into
institutions, and I cannot imagine any
Government with any sense spending mil-
lions of dollars on a fully equipped, up-to-
date hospital to accommodate long-term
geriatric patients. So that is the weakness
in that argument.

No doubt, Mr. Speaker, you have had
the opportunity to hear arguments for and
against this proposal anid, no doubt, you
have been Impressed by the very wisdom
of the opposition to what the Govern-
mnent proposes to do. The people, gener-
ally, are the best judges of what is in the
best interests of themselves and the State.

We make our protest in the strongest
possible terms hoping that even at this,
late hour the Government will change its
mind and retain the hospital at Wooroloo.
The hospital should not only be retained,
but it should be properly staffed in order
to enable it to minister to that section of
the community which requires so much at-
tention which is not very readily available.
I support the motion.

MR. CRAIG (Toodyay-Chlef Secre-
tary) [1.11 aL.mJ: it is some weeks, as
pointed out by the member for Victoria
Park, since this motion was submitted by
the member for Northam and replied to
by my colleague, the Minister for Works,
on behalf of the Minister for Health in
another place.

Might I say, at the outset, I appreciate
the good intentions of the member for
Northam and the way he presented his
case. I have not had an opportunity to
read his speech since that time, but from
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what I recall there was no straightout
criticism of the Government for its action
in deciding to close Wooroloo as a hosptal.
Nor did he criticise the Government for
its intention to convert the building to a
minimal security prison or, as I like to
refer to it, to a rehabilitation centre.

I feel that the reasons given by my col-
league, the Minister for Works, satis-
factorily explained why the Giovernmnent
was adopting this attitude towards the
closure of the Wooroloo Hospital; so much
so, that if anyone in the gallery was com-
pletely unbiased on this matter, and had
listened to the presentation of the ease in
opposition to the motion, I feel he would
not have any doubt In his mind at all
that the Government was adopting the
right attitude.

I have spoken on this -particular
matter on a number of occasions in other
places and I do not necessarily want to re-
peat what I said on those occasions. one of
the governing features is the cost to the
Government which, of course, is a cost to
the taxpayer. Another feature is the
future use of the hospital.

I might say that the motion is carefully
worded and as a consequence I am more
or less restricted in what I have to say.
But as the member for the district which
Includes Woorolao Hospital, I feel obliged
to make sonmc contribution to the debate.
I feel there is a fair amount of emotion.
sentiment, and inconsistency, associated
with the comments which have been made
and the agitation which has been forth-
coming from outside this Chamber in
criticism of the Government's attitude.

I feel that many people have been more
or less given the impression that the
patients who are at present In Wooroloc
Hospital are to be cast into the community
without future medical care. In fact, that
is not true and most people know it is not
true. The patients will be accommodated
elsewhere despite what the Lender of the
Opposition and others have said about
accommodation not being available. Mem-
bers can be assured-and I am only re-
peating what the Minister for Health and
the Government have said-that accnm-
modation will be available for the patients
without detriment to those other people
who are seeking the same type of care.

I would like to say that the criticism
levelled against the Minister for Health,
personally, has been most unfair and most
unjust. After all, he is a member of the
Government and the decision to close
Wooroloo Hospital was the decision of the
Government, and not the decision of the
Minister for Health. I, and my colleagues,
as members of the Government, supported
that decision. I therefore take this
Opportunity of saying how unfair and how
unjust the criticism of the Minister for
Health has been.

Mr. Davies: He is the head of the de-
partment.

Mr. CRAIG: That is right, but at the
same time he is a member of the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Davies: He made the submissions
and you agreed with him.

Mr. CRAIG: I do not know if the mem-
ber for Victoria Park will ever become a
minister. Possibly he will. He shows a
little talent on occasions, and on other
occasions he does not. If ever he does be-
come a Minister he will learn what ticks
In government,

Naturally this question of the closure of
Wooroloo Hospital does not receive a lot of
support from people who remember the
part the hospital played in the treatment
of tuberculosis cases. I hope people will
never forget that, because we all realise
that so many people are alive today be-
cause of the treatment they received at the
hospital when they were possibly suffer-
lng from tuberculosis. However, times
have changed and it is not a tuberculosis
hospital now. 'Unfortunately, many people
are ignorant of this fact and they still
look upon the hospital as a tuberculosis
Institution.

Regarding inconsistencies, I said the
Government has to consider the losses be-
ing incurred in the operation of the hos-
pital. In the last financial year the loss
amounted to something like $368,000. 1
can also remember that the Leader of the
Opposition, when speaking to the Supply
Bill, said he was concerned at the ever-
increasing burden of taxation. In this
case the Government is looking at the
economics of the hospital. The Govern-
ment can cater for the patients in far
more satisfactory conditions at a lower
cost, and we arc being criticised for that
action. We are being criticised on the one
hand because of the increasing burden of
taxation, and, on the other, because we
want to do something about reducing
costs.

Even the member for Victoria Park,
when dealing with the controversial sub-
ject of the rehabilitation home at Mt.
Lawley, said something to the same effect.
The member for Victoria Park said that
money should be spent in the right order,
and this should be done with a view to
returning patients to the community
quickly, and not wasting money on hope-
less cases.

Mr. Cash:, Who s3aid that?
Mr. CRAIG: The member for Victoria

Park.
Mr. Davies: What Is your point?
Mr. CRAIG: I would say the honourable

member is very inconsistent because, as
we all know, the patients at Wooroloo
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Hospital are not hopeless cases, but long-
term cases. That is one of the applications
of the Wooroloc Hospital.

There is another feature, and in this in-
stance I might be treading on dangerous
ground. At some time in the future the
Government has to meet the cost of a new
prison establishment. All members know
the conditions at Fremantle where an
institution which was built to accommo-
date something like 400 people now accom-
modates something in the vicinity of 600
people. We also know that more than half
of this number-or even two-thirds of
it-do not require maximum security con-
ditions. Approximately half of the
prisoners in Fremantle Gaol are what are
termed short-term prisoners. They are
only 'in the gaol for a few weeks or a month
or two, and they are non-security risks.

One of the features which impressed me
on the tour I made last year to study
penal systems and operations in other
countries of the world was the system of
rehabilitation in minimal security in-
stitutions.

When the Government decided to close
Wooroloo, here was the opportunity to
put this into practice in Western Aus-
tralia. On the one hand I was concerned
with the future of the district in accord-
ance with the motion and, on the other
hand, I could see the opportunity for a
minimal security institution for prisoners.
It would be run on the lines of the Karnet
Rehabilitation Centre. If the hospital
was converted Into such an establishment,
the Government would not need to meet
the minimal capital cost of something like
$12,000,000 to $15,000,000 to Provide a
maximum security institution for some-
thing like 250 inmates. Therefore, I felt
the arrangement was an Ideal one. Irn
saying that, I am expressing my personal
view.

I knew certain objections would be
forthcoming over the closure of the hos-
pital from patients and people in the dis-
trict. This reminds me of a comment
made by the Leader of the Opposition who
said he has been to Wooroloo Hospital. I
was pleased to know he had been there.
However, I consider the interest which
has been shown by some members in this
matter is surprising-members who did
not even know, in all prdbability, that
Wooroloo existed before the decision was
made.

The Leader of the Opposition said some-
thing to the effect that he had spoken
to patients who arc quite happy and con-
tented. I have been speaking to patients
for the last 12 or 15 years and they are
happy and contented. However, many of
them have said that they would be happier

and more contented if they were closer
to the metropolitan area and closer to
their relatives.

34r. Davies: The Government should
sort out where they should best be sent.
Surely, there are large numbers who
could be accommodated happily and
reasonably at Wooroloo Hospital.

Mr. Cash: For the benefit of the regional
centres.

Mr. CRAIG: Before I proceed further
I should like to pay credit to the staff of
Wooroloo Hospital and extend my appre-
ciation to them for their work. Dr.
Chappel and Matron Lockhead, who is now
retired, and all the staff, have contributed
greatly to the comfort and care of the
many patients who have passed through
their hands.

A number of the nursing and medical
staff will be placed elsewhere but quite a
Proportion of staff members have signified
their intention and willingness to be trans-
ferred to the Prisons Department. I
understand that about 30 or so have
already agreed to the transfer. The
Prisons Department has had an officer
stationed at the hospital for several weeks
now to assist staff in any problems asso-
ciated with the transfer.

I know that some members of the staff
who have properties in the area might
feel that they will be affected by loss of
employment. This could not be the posi-
tion as every opportunity is being pro-
vided for them to be employed in the
Prisons Department.

Another feature which comes to my
mind is that there will be a hospital of
approximately eight to 10 beds provided
within the institution. if the agitation
for the retention of the hospital at
Wooroloc in its entirety was successful,
this would undermine any chance of a
modern, up-to-date hospital being built
in, say, Mundaring, Darlington, or Kala-
munda. I am satisfied that the hospital
accommodation that will be available
within the establishment will be sufficient
to meet the needs of the people of the
Wooroloo, district.

There is much more I would like to
say. For example I would like to refer
to the two meetings that I had the
pleasure of attending at Wooroloo. one
of them was attended by the Leader of
the opposition and four of his colleagues.
However, the least said about that the
better I will f eel.

Mr. Cash: You were outnumbered.

Mr. CRAIG: I'll say! However, I am
satisfied also that the Government is doing
the right thing and I have no hesitation
at all in opposing the motion moved by
the member for Northam.
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MR. BRADY (Swan) [1.27 a.mA.: At
this late hour I do not intend to speak
at length. However, I have assured a
number of people in my electorate who
have rung me and written to me about
the closure of the hospital that I will
speak and voice my opposition to its
closure. For these reasons I feel in duty
bound to say a few words on the matter.

The Minister who has just resumed his
seat referred in passing to a meeting which
was held. He said it would be better to
leave mention of the meeting alone than
to speak about it. It may be that the
Minister has a guilty conscience over this
particular meeting which was held at
Wooroloo on the 10th December, 1968,
because the ball was packed to capacity.

Apparently the Minister resented the
fact that a number of Labor members of
Parliament were at that meeting, includ-
ing the Leader of the Opposition, the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, myself,
and one or two from the Legislative
Council, I believe.

Mr. Cash:. He did not resent their being
there.

Mr. BRADY: The Minister indicated
tonight that he thought It was a put-up
Job which the Labor-Party organised.

Mr. Cash: He was surprised he was out-
numbered: that is all.

Mr. BRADY: Of course he was surprised
and he deserved to be surprised because
he and the Minister for Health deliberately
sold the people in the Minister's electorate
down the line.

Mr, Cash: Rubbish!
Mr. BRADY: For this reason, he was

entitled to be outvoted and outnumbered.
First of all the members of the staff who
had permanent or semi-permanent jobs
were having the skids put under them by
the two ministers, aided and backed up
by the present Government. Were not
members of the staff entitled to come
along and take an interest in what was
said?

Then there were all the farmers around
the district who were looking to the hos-
pital for medical and health protection.
which is warranted on occasions. Were
not the farmers entitled to be present?

Then there were the people who had
relatives in the hospital who did not
want to see the hospital closed. Were
not they entitled to be present? of course
they were.

Then there were other people who were
visitors to the area, and who had come
from Northam. I remember a prominent
businessman went on the stage that night
and said he was amazed and staggered
that the Government would attempt to do
such a thing. He was a businessman, and

a well-known supporter of the Government
who had been visiting Northamn for a
couple of days.

Mr. Cash: That was Pretty quick think-
ing.

Mdr. BRADY: Yes, but that meeting took
place. I sat at the hack of the hail and
I noted that it would have been impossible
to accommodate another balt-dozen people
in it. This shows the interest that was
taken in the matter by people living
throughout the district. There is no doubt
that they were vitally concerned and that
they did not want to see the hospital closed.
The Minister who has just resumed his
seat should know how long it will take
Wooroloo to obtain another hospital after
this hospital is closed. He knows
that it took the people of Midland
nearly 40 years to get the hospital
they now have.

The people at Wooroloe were well aware
that once they lost their hospital they
probably would not get another one for
40 years. Therefore they had good reason
for attending the meeting, and the Minis-
ter had good reason for forgetting It. We
should take cognisance of that meeting and
see who took part. On that night some of
the members of the staff spoke. The sec-
retary of the union spoke and explained
the Position, and the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition also spoke at the meeting.
I have never seen such a well-conducted
meeting In my life. One could have heard
a match fall right throughout the two
and a half hours during which the meet-
ing was held. This showed the keenness
of the people who attended the mneettig
and their interest in what the various
speakers had to say.

I had good reason for attending that
meeting. My reason for attending was
that I owed some sort of loyalty to the
hospital staff for the treatment they had
rendered to my brother who had been a
patient in the hospital and who had passed
away only six months before the meeting
was held. My brother received excellent
treatment at the hands of the staff, and
I visited him every six weeks over aL period
of two and a half to three years. I wss
a regular visitor to that hospital and not
once did I hear any patient express a
desire to be removed from it. I noticed
that there was a great community spirit
existing between members of the staff, the
orderlies, the nurses, and the patients
themselves.

It was an excellent community spirit
that -should be fostered In every Institu-
tion. Many of those who deplored the
f act that the hospital was to be closed
were some of the aged in the community
who considered that once they had reared
their families they had done their duty to
them and to the nation as a whole. All
they sought was contentment, peace, and
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happiness, and they did not get this by
large crowds of people traipsing In and
out of the hospital every few days. Many
electors Of Mine have been patients In that
hospital and I have never heard theta
make any complaint about the treatment
they received from the staff.

All those associated with the hospital.
including the patients, had their own club,
their own hail, and their own canteen.
There is a recreation ground which is
used by the people of the district every
Saturday and Sunday afternoon. I under-
stand that a swimming pool was con-
structed from funds raised among mem-
bers of the community. I am not quite
certain as to whether the hall at Wooroloo
and all of Its fittings were suppied by the
residents, also. I feel that the Gov-
ernment may have a moral obligation to
ensure that those facilities are allowed to
remain regardless of whether the hospital
Is turned Into a prison or not.

I have received complaints from people
in all walks of life. One doctor who re-
sides In the hills district complained bit-
terly to me that the Labor Party was not
doing enough to show the Government up
as a result of Its actions in this matter.
He is a member of the medical profes-
sion practising In the district. He wrote
to me on more than one occasion criticis-
Ing me for not using the activities of our
party to make a struggle and a protest
against the closure of this hospital- I
wrote back and told him that whilst I
did not want to see the hospital closed. I
had other matters to attend to. For
example, at the time I had three or four
eviction cases in and around my elec-
torate, one of which concerned a
widow with three or four children, and I
considered that after I had attended to
their needs I could give proper attention
to the closing of Wooroloo Hospital.

The Leader of the Opposition, In my
opinion, hit the nail on the head when he
said that If the maintenance of that hos-
pital had not been neglected It could have
continued for many years in the future to
do the Job it Is now doing.

I heard the remark passed that the
buildings at the Shenton Park Annexe
were not much better than the buildings
at Wooroloo. During the tea suspension
tonight the member for Geraldton and I
paid a visit to the Shenton Park Annexe,
and in my opinion some of the buildings
there are 50 per cent. worse than some of
the buildings at Woorolon. The only fea-
ture at the Shenton Park Annexe which is
superior to the buildings at Wooroloo is
that there are two or three modemn build-
ings in that area. However, if the lawns
and shrubs, lighting, floor coverings, win-
dow treatments, and decorations that are
at the Shenton Park Annexe were put into
Wooroloo Hospital It would be a superior

hospital because the buildings and the
outlook at Wooroloo are far better than
those at Shenton Park.

Apart from that, as I have already said,
at Shenton Park there are trees, shrubs,
cement kerbing and bitumen roads, and
if all those facilities were provided at
Wooroloo it would certainly make for
greater improvement. I am amnazed at the
Government wanting to close this hospital
and to spend millions of dollars of public
money on alterations to transform it into
a prison. Closing the! hospital has created
a debacle. I feel it is a motion of no
confidence in the staff . It has upset many
aged and sick people who have reached the
stage in their lives when they should not
have to be upset,

My final remarks are that if there had
been more co-operation and more under-
standing shown by the Government in an
endeavour to take the people of Wooroloo
Into Its confidence, things would have been
much better. I would like to draw atten-
tion to the last P.S. which appeared at the
bottom of an advertisement which was pub-
lished in The West Australian dated the
11th November, 1969. It reads as follows:-

P.S. The Government has been in-
vited to build a Medium Security
Prison adjacent to Wooroloo Hospital
if it wants, and co-operation offered,
but HANDS OF? WOOROLOO HOS-
PITAL!

That is the spirit In which these people
are working against the closure of the
hospital and they want to see something
done to rehabilitate prisoners in the same
way as the Minister does. There are prob-
ably 50 men in the Fremantle gaol who
could work at Wooroloo Hospital as
assistant nurses and assistant orderlies.
They could have been worked into the
hospital just as they have been worked
into other places in the metropolitan area
as labourers on various projects.

The Minister and other members of the
Government know that prisoners from
Pardelup, Bartons AM, and the Fremantle
gaol are performing duties outside these
institutions. They could have been
performing nursing duties at Wooroloo
Hospital just as effectively and there
would have been no need for all this pub-
licity concerning the hospital. I have
heard complaints from people in the hills
district about the Minister's action, be-
cause they wanted to buy and sell pro-
perty in the area where a prison Is now
to be established, and they are worried
that the value of such property may drop.

I reckon the Government sold the people
down the line badly In that respect, be-
cause of the values it gave us; and, what
is more important, it is counter to its
own policy. The Government built a
$500,000 railway station at Mdland
with a view to catering for the hills traffic
and speeding up the service to Perth, and
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in tbe next breath it decided to make
Wooroloo Hospital a prison. If members
can tell me there is anything consistent in
that, they can tell me anything. That is
the way the Government has managed
things in regard to its institutions.

I hope the protest against the closure
of the Wooroloo Hospital, as moved by the
member for Northam. will be carried, and
I want to thank the member for Northam
and the member for Victoria Park for the
sound reasoning they put forward in their
arguments in connection with this motion.

MR. MeI[VER (Northam) [1.41 a.m.]:
In rising to close the debate on the motion
I moved in this House on Wednesday, the
17th September, I sincerely thank the
members on both sides of the House who
have contributed to the debate. One of
my prime reasons for moving the motion
was that the views of members on both
sides of the House could be aired and
that this problem would be debated in
the highest court in the land-Parliament.

The Minister for Works, who repre-
sents the Minister for Health in this
Chamber, was very fair in the remarks
he made in reply to my opening speech;
but I feel that several of his statements
must be challenged. I refer to his opening
remarks at page 1009 of the current
Hansard. The Minister said-

I think the honourable member
stated initially that his motion was
not to be regarded in any sense as a
political motion.

I really do not know whether he
himself believes that or not; however,
I do not believe it. I believe that the
Labor Party has pledged itself to take
up the cudgels on behalf of those
organisations which are trying to
keep the Wooroloo Hospital in its
present status and form.

Now, there is something I have detested
all my life, and that is hypocrisy. I am
certainly not a hypocrite, I repeat again
that I did not bring this motion before
the House in any way for political advan-
tage, and I say that in all sincerity.

if we look at the electoral figu~res for
both Federal and state elections over the
years, we can clearly see that the present
member for the district in this House, the
Minister for Police and Traffic, is not
favoured in the Wooroloo district.

Mdr. Craig: I have never won at Woorn-
loo.

Mr. McI VER: That substantiates my
statement.

Mr. Davies: No wonder he does not like
them.

Mr. MeIVER: I would hate to think
that when the Labor Party goes to the
people at the next State elections the
situation at Woorolon will put us into
Government!
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Mr. Craig: I thought you said you were
not being political.

Mr. Cash: Now you are playing politics.

Mr. MoIVER: Once again we have the
giant killer from Mirrabooka.

Air. Graham: The sitter sniper.
Mr. Ross Hutchinson: He makes his

speeches very well.
Mr. Graham: He is like the noisy scrub

bird.

Mr. McIVER: I wish to refer again to
what the Minister said.

Mr. Craig: Which Minister?

Mr. McrVER: The Minister for Works
when replying to my motion. He said-

I think June, 1970, or earlier, is the
date that was fixed. The honourable
member also said that the Wooroloo
Hospital compared favourably with
the Shenton Park Hospital. H-ow he
can say that I do not know. It just
does not make sense.

Let us analyse that a little further; we
will soon prove that it makes sense all
right. The fact I was referring to was
that the buildings themselves at the
Shenton Park Annexe in comparision with
Wooroloo-as clearly indicated by the
member for Swan-are practically the
same, except that Wooroloo has air-
conditioned wards.

Last summer I accompanied my wife to
visit a relative of hers who was a patient
in the Shenton Park hospital. It was at
the height of summer and my wife's re-
lative had the misfortune to have her
right leg amputated. I sat there for half
an hour, and it was all I could do simply
to sit there. I was saturated with
perspiration, and I was only a visitor-I
was not a patient. I could not help
thinking at the time that it was a~ shock-
ing place for people to be in.

We have heard tonight from the mem-
ber for Mirrabooka and other Govern-
ment speakers what a great job the Gov-
ernment is doing for the care and welfare
of old people in this State. We have to
get down to the problem, which is that
we Just do not have the beds in this
State to cater for geriatric patients, and
also patients in other categories. We do
not have the beds, because of our grow-
ing population. So it is criminal to close
this hospital at the moment.

in opposing the motion not one Gov-
ernment member told us where the present
patients at Wooroloo could be accommo-
dated. They merely said that the welfare
of the patients would be taken care of, and
that they would be looked after. Investi-
gations have been made at Bunbury,
Albany, Geraldton, Northam. York, and
Goomalling, and on every occasion on
which representations have been made to
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those places, the same answer has been
received; "I think you have got a bit of a
cheek expecting us to take your patients.
What about you taking some of ours?"

The distance of Wooroloo Hospital from
the metropolitan area was one of the
salient points raised in the argument in
support of the closing of this hospital.
There is no doubt in my mind that if we
were in a court of law with a judge and
jury, the arguments which have been
strongly put forward by the members on
this side of the House would undoubtedly
result in the retention of Wooroloo Hos-
pital.

I remember quite vividly, when I first
entered this Parliament, the remarks made
by the Leader of the Opposition when
welcoming new members on both sides of
the House. He said that Parliament
was the highest court in the land
but that we should not expect justice.
At the time I thought it was a strange
statement for the Leader of the Opposition
to make. I simply could not see any
sense in it and I thought It was a very
loose statement. But I soon changed my
mind after 12 months of listening to the
debates in this House, and seeing the
arguments put forward from this side of
the House being ruled out, not because of
the weakness of the arguments, but be-
cause the Government had the numbers.

I soon evaluated the sense of the state-
ment of the Leader of the Opposition.
and I certainly realise now what he meant.

Let me now come to the member for
Mirrabooka. who was very vocal in his
contribution, although I do say that he
put forward his views as he saw them.

He said we live in a very fast society
and that in these days we have fast
ambulances which can quickly transport
patients to various points. I draw the
attention of the House to the fact that
it is not so long ago that a worker at the
Wundowie charcoal iron and steel in-
dustry was badly burned: he suffered first,
second, end third degree burns. This man
was rushed to the Wooroloo Hospital and
had it not been for the immediate treat-
ment he received there, one can readily
Imagine what his fate might have been.

It is evident that the member for Mir-
rabooka has not tried to have elderly
people admitted to "C"I-class hospitals, or
he would not have adopted the line he
did. It is practically impossible to get
geriatric cases admitted to "C"-class hos-
pitals or, as mentioned by the Leader of
the Opposition, the Home of Peace or
other institutions.

While a situation like this exists, we
cannot afford to close any hospital. This
debate has nothing whatever to do with
the penal institution; we are debating the
five points raised by the Government:
points which were communicated to the

staff of the Wooroloc Hospital and to the
people of the district, and these were the
suggested reasons for the closure of the
hospital. That is what we must discuss.
We are not concerned about the Govern-
ment's responsibility to create another
gaol in which to house prisoners. That
is wholly and solely the responsibility of
the Government and has nothing to do
with the motion before the House.

There has been aL great deal of talk
about the rehabilitation of prisoners and
it was said that Wooroloo would be an
ideal spot for the purpose. It probably
is an Ideal spot for the purpose, but let
us not cast aside the need to provide beds
for the people at Wooroloo.

I have already mentioned the points
raised by the Minister for Works. Inci-
dentally, he never told us where these
patients were to go. He brought forward
a great avalanche of words and figures
connected with the economy of Wooroloo
Hospital and the cost involved to the Gov-
ernment. He gave no thought, however,
to the $500,000 which was given to the
Swan Brewery.

Mr. Cash: The Minister for Health re-
leased a statement about the future of
geriatric centres all over the State.

Mr. MoWVER.: I hope the honourable
member beard Dr. Lefray speak on this
subject. He is a specialist in this field and
after listening to him speak I am more
than ever convinced that Wooroloo Hos-
pital must be retained.

Mr. Cash: Members on this side of the
House take the opposite view.

Mr. MeIVER: The member for Victoria
Park mentioned Wentworth Falls in New
South Wales and he also referred to the
Mowli Village. These institutions, as mem-
bers know, were closed in New South
Wales approximately 10 years ago, but they
are not closed today. They are being fully
utilised, and the reason they are being
fully utilsed is that the Government of
New South Wales found it was having the
same difficulty we are experiencing in this
State at the moment. I refer, of course, to
the shortage of hospital beds.

Let us have a look at the large heading
in The Independent newspaper of Sunday,
the 12th October. It reads, "Port Hospital
Crowded--Sick Sent Home." The article
mentions the alarm felt by the doctors of
Western Australia because patients are
being sent home before they should be. The
reason they are being sent home is that
the beds are required for others.

Doctors do not make these statements
lightly. We know that medical men are
generally dedicated to their patients and
surely the views of such men of integrity
and calibre must be accepted 'when they
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point to the situation which exists and
which they feel is fast deteriorating. To
close the Wooroloo Hospital would be a
retrograde step.

In closing this debate I feel rather like
a boxer who has been hammered for the
greater part of the fight, but because of
the sincerity of the members of the re-
tention committee of this hospital I cer-
tainly intend to go the full 15 rounds. I
apologise to members for keeping them
here at this late hour, but this Is very
necessary because of what the result of
the motion is likely to be. I do hope mem-
bers will not consider this motion to be
in any way prompted by political motives.

I was appalled by the member for
Mirrabooka when he quoted figures indi-
cating the economics of the situation as
the reason for the closure of the hos-
pital. Surely dollars and cents must
not be given priority over the care of the
people of Western Australia-those who
have put us here to look after their wel-
fare! our first responsibility is to the
people of the State and we will not be
doing our duty if we close this institution,
because it will be to the detriment of the
people of this State.

I can highlight other instances. There
was the one mentioned by the Leader of
the Opposition of a patient who was sent
to the Toodyay Hotel. I think it is only
fair to say that the administration of
Wooroloo Hospital only took this action
because it felt it was doing the best thing
in the interest of the patient concerned.

The particular patient had received
psychiatric treatment; she had been
worrying about the pending closure of
Woorolco Hospital, and I am certain she
did not want in any way to upset the
staff of the hospital.

I feel sure members will agree that the
friends and relatives of the old people con-
cerned do not want to see them sent to
some 'C"-class hospitals. Let us be fair
about this. Looking after these people in
one's home is a full-time job and I feel
sure members will be aware-as I cer-
tainly am-of cases where tremendous
friction has been caused between a hus-
band and a wife because it was necessary
for the mother or the father to be housed
under their roof for long periods. This is
generally necessary because of the lack
of accommodation, quite apart from the
fact that the old people concerned need a
great deal of care and attention.

,There would be no finer place in which
tohave these old people cared for than

Wooroloc Hospital. People through the
length and breadth of the State have
lauded this institution and the good it
has done, and yet this is the hospital
which the Government wants to close.

I am shocked that In Its acilon to close
this hospital the Government did not coln-
sider the full facts of the case, and Is not
aware of the retrograde step It Is taking.
To continue would only be to repeat what
I have already said.

In conclusion I say-and I say in all
sincerity-that in considering this motion
members should cast aside political bigot-
ries and should go forward united to see
it Is carried. By doing so we will not only
be achieving something for the people of
the area and for the patients of the hos-
pital, but we will also show appreciation
of the work that has been done over many
years by the auxiliary of the hospital. It
has worked very hard to provide the
furnishings and amenities. By closing the
hospital we will rule out the work that
it has done.

I sincerely trust that when the vote is
taken on this motion members will have
regard to what has been said In the debate
tonight and will support the motion. By
doing that they will not only render a
service to the people of Western Australia,
but will also contribute to the betterment
of mankind.

Question Put and a division taken with
the following result:-

Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr. Burke
Mr. H. D,. Evans
Mr. T. 1). Evans
Mr. Fletcher
Mr. Graham
Mr. Harman
Mr. Jamieson

Mr. Bovel
Sir David Brand
Mr. Cash
Mr. Craig
Mr. Dunn
Mr. Grayden
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. Kitney
Mr. Lewis
Mr. W. A. Mannii
Mr. Mensaros

.Ayes
Mr. Hanl
Mr. May
Mr. flir
Mr. Bateman
Mr. Bertram

Ayes--Is
Mr. Jones
Mr. Laphsm
Mr. Mclver
Mr. Norton
Mr. Sewell
Mr, Taylor
Mr. Tomis
Mr, Tonkin
Mr. Davies

(Teiierjp

Noes--22
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Nalder
Mr. 'Connor
Mr. O'Neli
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runciman
Mr. Rushton
Mr. Stewart
Mr. Williamns

Ia Mr, Young
Mr. 1. W. Manning

(Teller)!

Pairs
Noes

Mr. Burt
Mr. Court
Mr. MoPharlin
Dr. Henn
Mr. Gayfer

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated.

BILLS (2): RETURNED
1. Appropriation Bill (Consolildated Rev-

enue Fuind).
2. Appropriation Bill (General Loan

Flund).
Bills returned from the Council with-

out amendment.
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MARKETING OF CYPRUS BARREL
MEDIC SEED DILL

Council's Message
Message from the Council received and

read notifying that it insisted on Its
amendments Nos. 4 and 5 to which the
Assembly had disagreed.

LEAVE 0OF ABSENCE
SIR DAVID BRAND (Greenough-

Premier) [2.7 a.m.]: I move-
That leave of absence be given to

every member of the Legislative
Assembly from the determination of
this sitting of the House to the date
of its next sitting.

Question put and Passed.

CLOSE OF SESSION: FIRST PERIOD
Complimentary Remarks

SIR DAVID) BRAND (Greenough -
Premier) (2.8 a.m.]: We have come to the
end of the first sitting of this session of
Parliament, and I take the opportunity of
expressing my regret that we are so late
in concluding. I endeavoured to avoid
such a situation, but on occasions we reach
the stage of no return, and It becomes a
matter of deciding to go on and to face
up to an extra hour or two, otherwise
members have to return the next day. In
view of the circumstances I decided hope-
fully that we might be able to finish a
little earlier than we will. However, the
Position stands as it is.

Over the last few years we have been
able to avoid all-night sittings, and in
mast oases to avoid a late sitting on the
last day of a session. This Is the first
night we have sat for so lofig after 12
o'clock midnight. To that extent we have
had a busy day.

To you, Mr. Speaker, may I extend my
best wishes for the festive season when it
arrives, and I wish you the best of good
things for the coming year. The session
has been a relatively lively one, and I
compliment you on the control which you
bave exercised over the House in main-
taining the general status which we enjoy
as a House of Parliament, in spite of what
has been said in speeches from time to
time. If it was said of us outside, politics
aside, there would be some resentment.
However, let us say that we have had a
good session and not a long one. I would
hope that whilst we are having two periods
to a session, we will be able to avoid long
sittings.

To the Chairman of Committees we ex-
press our thanks for his handling of the
Committee stage of Bills. This is an im-
portant stage because It maintains the
steady flow of legislation through the

H-ouse; and everyone here recognises how
important it is to have the Committee stage
of Bills well handled,

To the Clerks and to the officers who
wait on us in this House go our very best
wishes. To the Deputy Premier and the
deputy leaders of our respective parties,
I express my special thanks for their co-
operation and loyalty; and I thank all
those who sit behind us as private members
for their loyalty and support throughout
the year? Might I also express my thanks
to our own Whip and to the Whip of the
Opposition for their co-operation and
help. Both of these gentlemen have done
a very good Job.

To the Leader of the Opposition and
his deputy, I extend all the very best for
the festive season, and may good health
and happiness be theirs throughout the
coming year. Of course, to each of the
members of the Opposition I express the
same goodwill, and I trust that what is
said in this House will not-and this has
not been thie case in the past-be carried
outside with any degree of resentment, so
that we might maintain the general good-
will and attitudes we have adopted from
time to time. All these things help to
make the life of a politician easier, more
pleasant, and more fruitful.

To the Hansard reporters, the Press,
and all those associated with us in this
House, go our thanks and best wishes.
They also go to Mr. Burton, Mrs. Burton,
and his staff. To the chief Steward and
all those who look after us throughout the
year, we express our thanks, On many
occasions they go extra miles and I be-
lieve they contribute to making our Parlia-
ment House one of the happiest and best
serviced in the Commonwealth. To the
constable who serves us so faithfully and
loyally in ,the gallery, and indeed, to
everyone might I express our thanks and
very good wishes for the coming year.

MR. TONKIN (Melville-Leader of the
Opposition) [2.13 a.m.]: I am pleased to
Join with the Premier In extending to you,
Sir, best wishes for the festive season,
which is stiil some six weeks off, and
expressing to you appreciation for the way
in which you have during this compara-
tively quiet period of the session presided
over the deliberations of this Assembly.

I feel that you have enjoyed the experi-
ence In the Chair during this period as it
has naturally afforded you an opportunity
to bring to bear upon the problems which
have arisen from time to time the benefit
of the legal training which you have had
and which is, of course, a decided advan-
tage to you.

I would also like to express to the Chair-
man of Committees our appreciation for
the way in which he has conducted pro-
ceedings In Committee, and to wish him,
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his good wife, and the members of his
family all the very best for the festive
season.

I extend to all officers of the House our
very best wishes. It has been my expert-
ence over a, very long period that they do
not spare themselves in thefr efforts to
minister to the requirements of members,
without fear or favour; and nothing is a
trouble to them. This Is an opportunity
for us to express our appeciatlon of the
service they render.

I would like to say to my deputy leader
that I have appreciated very much his
strong support as the second In command
of the Opposition in the House; and also to
the other members of the front bench,
and, indeed, to all those who sit behind me
and whom I have the privilege to lead. I
would like to let them know that I have
appreciated their very strong support and
the way they have knuckled down to the
tasks which I have found It necessary to
impose upon them in dealing with the
legislation which has come forward. To
them all I extend very best wishes for a
Happy Christmas, and, I trust, a pros-
perous New Year.

I have appreciated the very friendly
spirit In which the Premier has co-
operated with me from time to time. it
is not easy, of course, when contending
parties are sometimes locked in disputa-
tion, to maintain equable tempers and
extend those courtesies which one appre-
ciates in life;, but I think I can quite
frankly acknowledge that I have enjoyed
the Premier's friendship and co-operation
during this period of the session. The
friendship and co-operation is the same as
he has extended to me on previous occa-
sions since I have had the honour and
privilege to be In this position.

ministers, too, have been quite co-opera-
tive and I think that we can say that the
work of the Parliament has been carried
out in quite a friendly and co-operative
manner. It is to be expected, of course.
by the very nature of things, that at times
tempers must be temporarily lost or some-
what frayed and that we will have big
differences of opinion. However, it speaks
well for the Western Australian Parliament
that we have always been able to retain
our composure and forget our differ-
ences very shortly after they occur, and to
go our ways In the belief that the paths
we are following are, according to our
lights, the paths we ought to follow.

I would extend to all those mentioned
by the Premier, which makes It unneces-
sary for me to go through them again
singly, our very best wishes for the festive
season and for a happy and prosperous
new year. This Is the time when people,
generally, throughout the world lay aside
animosities and endeavour to join together
In the opportunity to obtain some Joy from

the things which naturally follow In the
festive season. It Is a time when we go
out of our way to try to make other people
happy and to help those who are not so
well circumstanced as ourselves.

I am pleased this period of the session
has concluded, and I suppose there Is not a
member In the House who does not feel the
same way. Therefore, when we leave here
in a short time, we will be happy to see
the last of the place for the time being.

I wish the very best and, in particular,
good health to all.

MR. NAIADER CKatannlng-Minister for
Agriculture) (2.20 a~m.]: I will be quite
brief in supporting both the Premier and
the Leader of the opposition in extending
good wishes to all of those who have any
association at all with Parliament House,
including yourself, Mr. Speaker, and the
Chairman of Committees and his deputies,

I think they have all pulled their weight
and, from time to time, have filled their
positions with a great deal of credit to
themselves and to all others who are
associated with Parliament House. I refer
to those already mentioned by the Pre-
mier and the Leader of the opposition,
and, as Leader of the Country Party, I
join in extending to them our very best
wishes for the festive season-which will
be upon us very soon.

I support the conmments which have
been made with reference to the friendly
attitude of members in this Parliament.
This situation has developed over the
years and I am happy to note that even
at this stage the situation seems to be
continuing. I think it is important that
we should endeavour to do our business
in this way. We have our diff erences of
opinion but we should be able to express
them in a clear and concise manner and
be satisfied on that basis.

I would also like to mention the people
associated with the running of Parliament
House. I refer to Mr. Burton and his
staff, those who work in the Post Office,
and those who look after the gardens.
They, all help to make the place what it
should be for members and those who
visit Parliament House from time to time.

So, Mr. Speaker, I am happy to support
the remarks which have been made in
respect of all those associated with Par-
liament in this year of 1969.

THE SPEAKER [2.22 am.]: Firstly, I
would like to thank the Premier, the
Leader of the Opposition, and the Deputy
Premier for their good wishes and com-
plimentary remarks to myself.

It is also my privilege to speak not only
on behalf of some of the members who
are entitled to speak, but also on behalf
of all those who are unable to speak, or
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have not the privilege of speaking, in this
House. On behalf of the Chairman of
of Committees and the deputy chairmen,
the Clerks and the officers of the House.
the Hansard staff, the Press, the Con-
troller and his staff, and all others, in-
cluding particularly the constable, who
have been incorporated in the good wishes
of the Premier, the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, and the Deputy Premier, I say a very
sincere thank you. I am sure that all
members wish me to respond on behalf of
those people I have mentioned.

I wish all members a very happy and
enjoyable Christmas and a very prosperous
new year. I would also like to express my
Personal thanks to all members for their
courtesy and assistance during what has
perhaps been a quiet session, but a very
long year.

I think that all of us have been tried,
a little, during the year. We seem to have
been in this House for most of the year.
I would particularly like to thank the
Chairman of Committees and the various
deputies who have occupied the Chair,
either as Acting Speaker or as Deputy
Chairman, for their assistance.

I would like to pay my compliments to
both Whips for their co-operation and
assistance during the session. It is an ad-
vantage to have some idea of who is to
speak next, and the Whips have endeav-
oured to assist the running of the House
by providing me with that information.
In conclusion, I join with those who have
spoken before me in wishing everybody-
members and staff-a very happy and
merry Christmas.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
.SPECIAL

SIR DAVID, BRAND (Greenough-Pre-
mier) [2.24 a.m.J: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until a date and hour to be fixed by
the Speaker.

Question put and passed.
House ad!journed at 2.25 am7. (Thursday).

Tuesday, the 17th March, 1970

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C.
Diver) took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and
read prayers.

BILLS (34): ASSENT
Messages from the Governor received

and read notifying assent to the following
Bills:-

1. Local Government Act Amendment
Bill (No. 4).

2. District Court of Western Australia
Bill.

3. Child Welfare Act Amendment Bill.
4. Manjimup, Canned Fruits and Vege-

tables Industry Agreement Bill.
5. Licensing Act Amendment Bill (No.

2).
6. Transfer of Land Act Amendment

Bill (No. 3).
'7. Hospitals Act Amendment Bill.
8. Museum Bill.
9. Education Act Amendment Bill.

10. Forests Act Amendment Bill.
11. Land Act Amendment Bill (No. 3).
12. Road Closure Bill.
13. Land Tax Assessment Act Amend-

ment Bill.
14. Land Tax Act Amendment Bill.
15. Northern Developments Pty. Limited

Agreement Act Amendment Bill.
16. Companies Act Amendment Bill.
17. Fauna Conservation Act Amendment

Bill.
18. Mines Regulation Act Amendment

- Bill.
19. Bush Fires Act Amendment Bill.
20. State Housing Act Amendment Bill

(No. 2).
21. Rural and Industries Bank Act

Amendment Bill.
22. Metropolitan Region Town Planning

Scheme Act Amendment Bill.
23. Reserves Bill.
24. Wheat Industry Stabilization Act

Amendment Bill.
25. Local Government Act Amendment

Bill (No. 5).
26. Taxation (Staff Arrangements) Bill.
27. Loan Bill.
28. Marketing of Eggs Act Amendment

Bill.
29. Petroleum Pipelines Bill.
30. Stamp Act Amendment Bill.
31. Wheat Delivery Quotas Bill.
32. Marketing of Linseed Bill.
33. Appropriation Bill (Consolidated

Revenue Fund).
34. Appropriation Bill (General Loan

Fund).

CONSTITUTION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL

Message: Royal Assent
Message from the Governor received

and read notifying that he bad! reserved
the Bill for the signification of Her
Majesty's pleasure.


