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Delete the wards "to regulate the
receival of apples Into cold storage" in
lines 4 and 5. of the Title.

This is one amendment about which there
will be no difference of opinion. Actually
it must have been overlooked in another
place when certain amendments were
made there.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Just to show how
reasonable I am I indicate I agree entirely
with what Mr. Willnaott said.

Amendment put and passed.
Title, as amended, put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, with amendments, and an

amendment to the title, and the report
adopted.

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

Hon. J. Dolan (Minister for Police), and
returned to the Assembly with amend-
ments, and an amendment to the title.

TEACHER EDUCATION BILL
Assembly's Message

Message from the Assembly received and
read notifying that It had agreed to the
alternative amendments made by the
Council.

APPROPRIATION BILL (GE-NER-AL
LOAN FUND)

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Assembly;, and,

on motion by The Ran. W. F. Willesee
(Leader of the House), read a first time.

Second Reading
THE HON. W. F. WILLESEE (North-

East Metropolitan-Leader of the House)
[11.57 p.m.l: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This Bill provides for the appropriation
from the General Loan Fund of funds re-
quired to carry out the capital works de-
tailed in the Estimates, It also makes pro-
vision for the rant of supply to complete
requirements for this year.

Supply of $30,000,000 was granted under
the Supply Act, 1972. Further supply of
$68,410,000 is now sought. Therefore funds
totalling $98,410,000 are to be appropriated
for the purposes and services detailed In a
schedule to the Bill.

In addition to authorising the pro-
vision of funds for the current year, the
Eml seeks ratification of amounts spent
during 1971-72 in excess of the Estimates
for that year. Details of those excesses
are also contained in a relevant schedule
to the Bill.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. A. F. Griffith (Leader of the Opposi-
tion).

NOISE ABATEMENT BILL
Assemblys Message

Message from the Assembly received and
read notifying that it had agreed to
amendments Nos. 1 and 2, 4 to 9, 12 to 31
and 33 to 35, disagreed with No. 3. and
agreed to Nos. 10, 11 and 32 subject to
further amendments.

FIRE BRIGADES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

Assembly's Further Message

Message from the Assembly received
and read notifying that the Speaker had
ruled that the amendments made by the
Council were beyond the powers of the
Legislative council to make for the
reasons previously given and, therefore,
were not considered by the Legislative As-
sembly.

The Bill was therefore returned and
the concurrence of the Legislative Council
desired therein.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

THE HON. WV. F. WIELLE SEE (North-
East metropolitan-Leader of the House)
[12.01 a.m.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 11.00 a.m. today (Thursday).

House adjourned at 12.02 a.m. (Thursday)

iErfisdatitr AAslwmhig
Wednesday. the 22nd November, 1972

The SPEAKER (Mr. Norton) took the
Chair at 11.00 a.m., and read prayers.

SCIENTOLOGY ACT REPEAL DILL
Second Reading

Order of the Day read for the resumption
of the debate from the 14th November.

Statement by Speaker
THE SPEAKER (Mr. Norton): I wish to

draw to the attention of members that a
writ has been issued in the Supreme Court
by the Church of the New Faith against
Dr. A. S. Ellis in respect of paper No. 49
laid on the Table of the House on the 2nd
November, 1972.

Standing Order 2 reads, in part, as fol-
Iow:-

but a debate on a Bill to amend the
law arising In any pending case in any
Court shall always be permissible.
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The report which has been laid on the
Table of the House is generally known to
members as the Ellis report. It contains
reference to a number of other reports and
statements. One Is a statement by the
Deputy Comnmissioner of Police; another.
the committee of inquiry, New Zealand;
another, a leading article in the Medical
Journal; and also a recommendation of
the State Health Council. I feel members
can make reference to these. I also feel
members have all the subject matter they
require to deal with this Bill, but I ask
them not to refer to paper No. 469 laid
on the Table of the House on the 2nd
November, 1972.

Sir CHARLES COURT: On a point of in-
formation, Mr. Speaker, may we, first of
all, have a copy of Your statement in the
matter, because I find It almost impossible
to pass a judgment on it which could be
followed as we proceed with this debate?

Mr. Speaker, you must admit you have
given us a delicate line on which to tread.
I also find it difficult to understand why
one part is ruled out, but others are not.

In the early part of your comments, Sir,
you referred to debate, of a certain kind.
being Permissible, but with the greatest of
respect I do not think the sentence was
completed. Would It be possible to hear
the first part again?

The SPEAKER: First of all, I have only
notes. The first part to which I assume
the Leader of the Opposition is referring
is Standing Order 2 on page 58 of the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Asseni-
bly.

Mr. Mensaros: We are seeking informa-
tion on the reports referred to in the Ellis
report.

The SPEAKER: Standing Order 2 states.
in part-

but a debate on a Bill to amend the
law arising in any pending case in any
Court shall always be Permissible.

Is that the portion of my remarks to which
the Leader of the Opposition is referring?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr. Speaker,
you have now clarified my query. With;
the greatest of respect I thought that.
when you first spoke, the sentence had not
been completed. I now see the point to
which you are referring.

I Would like you. Sir, to clarify in your
own mind whether the case pending before
the court has, in fact, anything to do with
the Bill before us today. The Standing
order refers to a case such as that which
was before the court when the Govern-
ment brought down a Bill to deal with a
particular situation. On that occasion
litigation was proceeding in the court in
the case of Hancock and Wright. That
Bill dealt specifically with litigation before
the court, but this does not. 1, therefore,
cannot follow why you, Sir, have made a
statement in this way.

The SPEAKER: I have mentioned four
it ems. These are a statement by the
Deputy Commissioner of Police; another,
the committee of inquiry, New Zealand;
another, a leading article in the Medical
Journal; and also a recommendation of the
State Health Council. These are lift-outs,
but are referred to in the report. Certainly
I am not a lawyer. I assume that the end
of the Ellis report is the part which has
brought a case for defamation or libel. I
do not want members to refer to the sum-
mary by Dr. Ellis.

Mr. NALDER: May I ask the Premier,
through you, Mr. Speaker, in consequence
of your statement, whether he would
be prepared to defer this item on the notice
paper for a short period of time to allow
us to study your statement? Like the Lead-
er of the Opposition, I think it is a little
difficult to appreciate fully the comments
which you, Sir, have made with reference
to this Bill. Perhaps it could be deferred
until after lunch.

Mr. DAVICES: I. too, would like to look
at your statement, Sir, because I am not
Quite certain where we are going. If the
Premier agrees, I would agree to defer the
matter for half an hour or an hour-or
until such time as is necessary.

The SPEAKER: I will ask Mansard to
send me a transcript so that members may
see what I have said in connection with
this matter.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of
the sitting, on motion by Mr. J. T. Tornkin
(Premier).

(Continued on page 5564)

APPROPRIATION BILL
(GENERAL LOAN FUND)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 19th September.

MR. O'NEIL (East Melville-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) 111.09 a.m.]:
Mr. Speaker, as you probably will ap-
prediate, we have been caught a little off
beat in respect of this item, mainly be-
cause of the concern expressed relative to
the position of Order of the Day No. 1.

As members will realise, I have been out
of the State for somne considerable time
representing this Parliament at the Com-
monwealth Parliamentary Association con-
ference in Malawi. It may well be that
In the period during which I have been
away some of the matters I have raised in
the House have, in fact, been resolved. In
the event that this Is the case and I refer
to them again, I trust the Ministers con-
cerned will be able to provide me with some
answers.

Two major matters relative to the Gov-
ernment's activities in recent times have
concerned me. One of them is in respect
of the new method of operation of the
State Housing Commission under the loan
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Programme. Members are now well aware
of the fact that a new system of financing
the State housing authorities in the vari-
ous States is operating, as distinct from
the old Commonwealth and State housing
agreements which were entered into for
Periods of five years. There is now no such
thing as a Commonwealth and State
housing agreement and the funds for State
housing are allocated by the State Trea-
surer from the housing and works pro-
grammes financed by loan allocations
made by the Commonwealth Government.
However, the various concessions-rebates,
interest assistance, and the like-are to a
degree similar to those which applied under
the old Commonwealth and State housing
agreements.

Very early in the operation of the new
system I queried the Government's hand-
ling of the matter in respect of allocations
to building societies. Members will recall
that under the old Commonwealth and
State housing agreements there was a re-
quirement that 30 per cent, of the housing
loan funds made available had to be allo-
cated to building societies-both permanent
and terminating-in order to make low-
cost housing loans available to people on
low and moderate incomes. This operated
similarly to the State Housing Commis-
sion's operations with the exception that
in the case of houses financed by building
society funds the purchaser had a much
greater field of choice. He could elect to
borrow the money to have a house built to
his own design; he could buy a snec house
provided it met the security requirements
in respect of the loan: and he had much
greater freedom in selecting the area in
which he desired to live than he would
have had had the house been financed
though a loan from the State Housing
Commission or had he been allocated a
house by the State Housing Commission.

The person on a low or moderate income
was enabled to apply to building societies
for two reasons: to sponsor the nation-
wide Philosophy of maximum home owner-
ship, and to give such a Person a choice
of housing outside the rather restricted
choice In design offered by the State Hous-
ing Commission.

As I understand it, In reply to certain
questions the Minister advised the House
that half of the total loan fund allocations
to building societies was to be used to pur-
chase homes built by the State Housing
Commission; so, In my view, In fact only
15 per cent. of the loan fund allocations
conformed with the normal considerations
that these moneys were to be used to give
People a much greater choice in home
ownership. In my view, that was Illegal-
if not illegal, certainly immoral-in that
the State Housing Commission simply
said, "We will give the building societies
X million dollars but at least half of it
must be used by eligible State Housing
Commission applicants for houses built by
the State Housing Commission."

At that time we received an assurance
from the Minister that nobody would be
disadvantaged under the scheme and that
nobody would receive a house out of turn.
But as a result of the questions asked by
me and by the member for Dale it became
quite clear that certain people on the lists
of the State Housing Commission were, in
fact, being disadvantaged, and specific ex-
amples were given.

Should the Minister find an opportunity
to reply to this debate, I would like him to
state more clearly the situation which
exists in respect of this matter. It Is quite
clear that if a Person Purchases a State
Housing Commission home with funds
Provided by a building society, two things
happen. Firstly. he has to pay a higher
interest rate on the funds borrowed; and
secondly, his term of repayments is sub-
stantially shorter, so that the weekly out-
goings from his pay packet in respect of
purchasing accommodation are much
higher than they would be if he were
allocated a house by the State Housing
Commission.

As far as I am concerned, this question
has never been answered satisfactorily. If
a person is eligible to receive assistance
from the State in respect of purchasing a
home and he elects to have that house
financed by the commission, he will pay for
it over a term of approximately 45 years at
an interest rate of something like 51 per
cent. However, if he is directed by the
State Housing Commission to obtain
finance from a building society out of the
home builders' account funds, his maxi-
mum term of repayment is something like
30 or 32 Years as against 45 years, and the
Interest rate is something like 6k per cent.

We in this place have always conceded
that the great problem in respect of the
purchase of houses which is experienced
by low and moderate income earners Is the
out-of-pocket expenses per week. If I re-
member correctly, some calculations I did
indicated that the purchase of a State
Housing Commission home on home build-
ers' account funds would cost the purchas-
er $3 or $4 a week more than the purchase
of the same home under the operations of
the State Housing Commission, to which
that person was entitled.

I have also heard that some difficulty
has been experienced in respect of the al-
location of funds to eligible State Housing
Commission applicants from building so-
cieties which are holding home builders'
accounts. Apparently the system Is that
an applicant whose turn is reached is
examined by officers of the commission and
If they consider his financial position is
such that he can afford to pay a little more
than other people can pay he is directed
by the commission to seek finance for his
home from building societies. He then
traipses around the city from society to
society to find out which one has some of
these home builders' account funds left,
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and on some occasions the applicant has
returned to the commission and said, "I
have done what you said but those people
are not prepared to advance me the
money."

To my mind, something is radically
wrong with the system. I have never
received a satisfactory explanation as to
why It was Introduced. At one time the
Minister gave an assurance that the system
was agreed to by the Federal Minister for
Housing, and I agreed that under the old
Commonwealth and State housing agree-
ments any deviation from the principles
normally laid down had to have the ap-
proval of the Federal Minister and all the
other Ministers for Housing. We received
an assurance that the commission was not
operating illegally. If that is so--and I
have no way of checking it-in my view
it is certainly quite Immoral. I would
dearly love a report from the Minister as
to whether or not this system is working
as he expected it to work and as to the
advantages of the system to the home
purchaser or to the State Housing Com-
mission itself.

Dealing with. another matter relating to
the State Housing Commission, I have no-
ticed that In recent times--I think last
Monday or last Monday week-the com-
mission has been relocated in a building
In St. George's Terrace pending the erec-
tion of a better class of accommodation for
the commission on its site at the corner of
Plain Street and Adelaide Terrace.

I have no objection at all to this pro-
position. Having worked in the building
for six years, as Minister for Housing. I
certainly appreciate the difficulties under
which many of the officers work. The
building is actually a temporary structure,
erected In 1948 or 1949, and it has been
temporary for far too long.

The Brand Governent desired to pro-
vide better accommodation for the staff
of the Housing Commission, but the loan
funds situation did not make this possible.
However, the members of the present Gov-
ernment will certainly recognise, at least
from 1965-1969, the Government was under
very great pressure to meet a big
demand for housing. The Government
undertook to meet the demand, and many
of the Improvements which It would have
liked to make to the building had to be
postponed. It Is of Interest that even up
to 1971 the present Government was still
over-critical of the performance of the
previous Government in the provision of
housing, despite the many actions we took.

Prior to the election the Labor Party
Indicated It would give great priority to
the provision of housing. However, fol-
lowing the change of Government, this
did not eventuate. As far as I can see,
the programme of the State Housing Com-
mission has been less extensive In the last
two years than it was In the previous two
Years under the Brand Government.

Somne of the actions taken by the Brand
Government were subjected to criticism,
and some, of course, received only stinted
Praise. The provision of medium density
accommodation came in for the greatest
criticism. In my opinion medium density
accommodation refers to three or four-
storied walk-up flats, terraced houses in
at modernised form, and Patio houses. The
previous Government undertook this type
of housing for very good reasons, not the
least of which was that we needed to mai-
mise the services which already existed in
the way of water supplies, sewerage, trans-
port, and education facilities. It was found
important to undertake this type of build-
Ig to obviate the need to proliferate the
services which the Government found
extremely hard to supply.

A further basic reason for this type of
accommodation--and the Minister for
Housing s5hould keep his eye on it-is that
the commission sells its housing stock to
eligible applicants. In the case of indivi-
dual houses, the commission allows a tenant
to purchase at his election at any time.
In fact, at one time a serious downturn
in the amount of rental accommodation
available in the State resulted from sales
to tenants. Certain actions were taken to
maintain the stock of rental accommoda-
tion for the transient families who rent
commission accommodation for a limited
period of time and ultimately purchase
their own homes in the area of their
choice.

The development of terraced housing and
flat accommodation tended to Increase the
stock of rental acconmnodation available.
I am prepared to admit that the amount
of this accommodation being constructed
was disproportionate to the amount of In-
dividual accommodation constructed. How-
ever, members will now see the reason for
this, and when we had reached the ap-
propriate balance, the Government of the
day Intended to revert to the production
of more single units on individual blocks
of land for sale. I gather from my brief
reading on this matter, the commission Is
now reaching this stage, and I trust in
the future it will build more and more In-
dividual houses which the tenants may
purchase.

It must be kept in wind that It Is vital
for the State Housing Commission to Main-
tain a substantial amount of housing ac-
commodation which can be rented. It Is
now quite evident that at least in the field
of State housing, the problem is not nearly
as serious as it was in the past. one rarely
hears questions asked in the House now
as to the availability of accommodation.
In fact, some months ago I saw an ad-
vertisement in the Press where the com-
mission was calling for tenants to occupy
a block of fiats In Stirling Street. The
commission was looking for tenants rather
than the other way about. I believe this
situation has come about because of the
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dynamic housing programme instituted by
the previous Government from 1965 to
1970.

opposition members: Hear, hear!

Mr. O'NEIL: During this period the
Government took certain action in relation
to escalating land prices. Earlier In this
session we had occasion to be critical of
the Government in this regard. To some
degree it has let land prices get away
from it again. I notice that the next sale
of land by the Rural and Industries Bank
will be conducted by way of ballot. Prob-
lems are associated with this form of sale,
and we experienced this when the State
Housing Commission used the systemr for
the sale of certain land In the Woodlands
area. The action taken by the R. & I.
Bank to reduce the number of blocks put
up for auction by 50 per cent, certainly did
not help to contain land Prices.

On the very day I left this State to go
overseas, the Minister for Town Planning
was to make an announcement as to the
Precise number of building lots available
and able to be built upon in the metro-
politan area. The Minister was to make
the statement because of a conflict of
opinion between the Government and land
developers as to the number of lots avail-
able. The Opposition queried the figure
supplied to the Preier by the officers
of the Town Planning Department. My
memory is that the information was not
available from the Minister as promised on
the Friday but perhaps statements were
made during the following week, How-
ever, from the comments I heard, the ori-
ginal estimate made by the officer who
advised the Premier was a bit out.

Mr. Davies: It was not bad really. We
finished up with 33,000 blocks and the
Premier had said 40.000 blocks were avail-
able.

Mr. O'NEIL: As I was away, I have
not had an opportunity to check these
figures.

Sir David Brand: Were all the blocks
fully sericed?

Sir Charles Court: The Minister is not
claiming 33.000 blocks are available?

Mr. Davies: I repeat once again: 33,000
blocks available upon which houses may be
built.

Sir Charles Court: Fully serviced?
Mr. Davies: What do you mean by fully

serviced?
Sir Charles Court: We questioned your

figures, and we certainly exposed that one.
Mr. Davies: Not at all. I am sorry if I

am interrupting the debate.
Mr. O'NEIL: I am enjoying it.
Sir Charles Court: These blocks were

already owned by people. They were to be
built on and were not for sale.

Mr. Davies: I will go through the whole
exercise again at the first opportunity be-
cause you appear to be particularly dense.

Mr. O'NEIL: A private member's motion
is on the notice paper, and I am not sure
whether the Minister has responded to
that. He may give me further details at
that time. However, very serious concern
Is felt about the availability of land in the
metropolitan area.

Before returning to Western Australia
from overseas, I spent a little time in New
South Wales. flat State is experiencing
the same trauma as we are in respect of
land and housing prices. The Phenomenon
appears to be cyclical, but the Government
in New South Wales Is apparently taking
action along the lines of that taken by us
In the 1965-1970 period. It appears that
the New South Wales Government has
some prospect of success in containing
land prices. It Is interesting to note that
our ideas were completely unacceptable
to the Opposition prior to 1971. Now we
are in Opposition, the same reasons afe
being trotted forward by the present Gov-
ermnent.

I wish to raise a further matter relative
to town planning. It Is unfortunate that
the Minister for Development and Decen-
tralisation is overseas because the matter
I san about to mention occurred during the
period that he was the Minister for Town
Planning. I do not know whether or not
the Position has been resolved to the satis-
faction of the Melville City Council and a
great number of irate taxpayers.

To recapitulate briefly: An institution
known as Colonel Sanders' Kentucky Fried
Chicken is situated on the corner of North
Lake Road and Canning Highway. That
building faces Canning Highway; and
adjacent to it and occupying all the space
between it and the next street is a service
station. Immediately behind those two
buildings and filling the total space be-
tween North Lake Road and the next
street are two blocks of land, one of which
has a house erected on it, and the other
of which is vacant.

Under the Melville town Planning
scheme No. 2 proposed by the Melville
City Council, it was recommended that
those two blocks be rezoned for 0R4 resi-
dential development, and not used for
commercial enterprise. The owners of the
blocks made application to the Melville
City Council to have the land rezoned for
commercial Purposes. There is some doubt
about whether the application was validly
made, and perhaps the proposed use of the
land was not indicated in the application.
However, it was certainly made known to
the council that It was proposed to com-
bine the blocks and build a drive-through
pizza parlour.

Mr. Davies: Wasn't it something to do
with fast food?
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Mr. O'NEIL: Yes, it was called a fast have been aware of the arguments out
food outlet: but as I understand the situa-
tion a Pizza parlour was proposed. Possibly
it would be something like the pizza huts
in New South Wales.

Many of the local residents discovered
that an application had been made to alter
the town planning scheme in respect of
those blocks, and they made counter ap-
plications. The Melville City Council
considered the applications and, when It
forwarded its recommendations to the
Minister for Town Planning in respect of
the whole scheme, supported the conten-
tion of the ratepayers that the land should
not be used for the purposes of a fast food
outlet. The council rejected the applica-
tion for rezoning submitted by the solici-
tors acting on behalf of the owners.

Following some inquiries, we then found
that a certain person who lives In Vic-
toria Park and who had no financial or
other interest In the land at that time, and
was not even a ratepayer of the City of
Melville, had made approaches to both the
Premier and the then Minister for Town
Planning in support of the application
by the owners to zone the land for com-
mercial purposes.

That application was upheld. From
questions I1 asked and Information I ob-
tained from both the city council and the
ratepayers, it is quite clear that this exer-
cise was dealt with on its own and had no
relation to the overall town planning
scheme. It Is true that in many other re-
spects modifications were made to the
Melville town planning scheme No. 2; but
the matter to which I refer was dealt with
in isolation.

I am not breaching any confidence in
this regard because the present Minister
for Town Planning was good enough to
table all the papers I asked for In respect
of the matter. It is quite clear from the
notations on the file of the correspondence
that the then Minister for Town Planning
asked his officers if they could find any
method by which he could resolve the
problem of the person who lives in Vic-
toria Park; namely, Miss McMahon-I am
not breaching confidence here because her
correspondence has already been tabled.
The officers replied that no method was
available by which the matter could be re-
solved in her favour and in favour of the
applicants, but If the Minister so desired
he could precommit himself regarding the
action he would take when the town
planning scheme was presented to him for
approval.

That is precisely what the Minister did.
He wrote to Miss McMahon and gave her
an assurance that when the Melville town
planning scheme No. 2 was presented to
him for approval be would rezone the
land concerned for commercial use. The
file indicates that he was quite aware of
what was to be done. I1 Imagine he must

forward by the ratepayers, because his
officers advised him of those complaints
and of the feelings of the local authority.
The local authority was greatly disturbed
because the minister continued to insist
that It had taken no action to object to
the scheme, whereas anyone who reads the
relevant papers will agree that the local
authority took every action available to it
at the time to Indicate quite clearly that
It opposed the proposition.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the child-
ren in the gallery sit down, please?

Mr. O'NEIL: I have not been able to
discover what has happened since my
return to the State. I have driven past
the site and I notice that certainly no
activity is taking place there. At the time
I left the State the ratepayers concerned
were taking up the matter with the Om-
budsman, and were seeking ways and
means of issuing an injunction against the
local authority to prevent It issuing a per-
mit for the Proposed building. However,
it wvas my belief-and I advised them of
this fact-that provided the land was
appropriately zoned and the proposed
building complied with the building by-
laws of the local authority, such action to
Prevent the Issue of a building permit
would be unsuccessful.

Perhaps the Minister is more up to date
on the situation than I am. It might appear
to some that this is a relatively minor
matter; but I am considerably concerned
about the fact that a Minister of the Crown
should make a decision contrary to the
recommendations and protests of the local
authority and ratepayers concerned, simply
upon representations made to him by a
single person who, according to my Infor-
mation, has no financial interest whatso-
ever in the land and does not even happen
to be a ratepayer of the area.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is not the first
time that has happened, you know.

Mr. O'NEIL: Maybe not, but that is not
the point.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I put a similar case
to Your Government.

Mr. O'NEIL: I am not denying that
could be so. but the Premier will be the
first to admit that such action certainly
bears scrutiny when It is taken on behalf
of a person who has no interest in the
land at all, and when it is against the
combined wishes of a considerable number
of ratepayers and the local authority. The
fact that It may have occurred Previously
does not make it any better. I am not able
to say whether or not the matter has been
resolved satisfactorily. Perhaps the Minis-
ter may be able to enlighten us.

Mr. Davies: I think you must be lair
and say that the Minister wrote to the
council with, I think, a two-page letter. He
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answered the council's further query re-
garding reasons. There was nothing clan-
destine about his action; he preconunitted
himself. Had he not done that he would
have held up his decision until he gave
final approval to the plan, and then there
would be no grounds for complaint.

Mr. O'NEIL: Nobody is denying the
legality of the action of the Minister. He
gave as his main reason the fact that he
had the power to take such action.

Mr. Davies: But there was nothing clan-
destine about it.

Mr. O'NEIL: I am not saying there 'was;,
I am saying it seems passing strange that
such a decision can be made on the repre-
sentation of a person who has no financial
interest in the land and is not a ratepayer'
especially when the decision is against the
combined objections of the ratepayers and
the local authority.

Mr. Davies: I do not think that had
anything to do with it. He investigated
the objections and gave reasons.

Mr. O'NEIL: The basic reason, if it is a
reason, was simply that these two blocks
already being adjacent to commercial de-
velopment, were unsuitable for residential
development. I ask the Minister this hypo-
thetical question: What would happen if
the next two occupiers of houses made an
application to the local authority, which
was upheld by the Minister, to have those
two blocks rezoned for comimercial develop-
ment?

Mr. Davies: I am sure all the facts would
be taken into consideration and a Just de-
cision would be given, as happened in this
last case.

Mr. O'NEIL: The whole point was that
the two blocks already adjacent to the
Kentucky Fried Chicken establishment and
the service station were regarded by the
Minister as not being suitable for residen-
tial development because of the closeness
of commercial development and the same
applies to the next two, the next two, and
so on.

Mr. Davies: He must have decided where
the finishing line was at some time.

Mr. O'NEIL: The finishing line was
where the ratepayers and the local author-
ity said it ought to finish, and that was
right at the fence.

Mr. Davies: Apparently the Minister's
view of the finishing line was one block
back.

Mr. O'NEIL: It Is still passing strange.
I appreciate the difficulty the present Min-
ister for Town Planning has in this matter,
and I feel sure that had he been the
Minister at the time we would not have
had this problem.

Mr. Davies: I probably would have had
the same problem; I read the file carefully.

Mr. Hutchinson: You would have han-
dled it much better.

Mr. O'NEIL: However, we will leave it
at that.

I gather that by now those in the House
who were interested in studying your ruling,
Mr. Speaker, would have done so. I regret
that my contribution to the debate has
contained some repetition.

Mr. Davies: It has been stimulating.
Mr. Q'NEIL: Having risent to my feet, It

will be realised that the main purpose of
my speech was to enable matters to be
checked and I trust the time has been well
used.

DR. DADOUR (Subiaco) [11.43 a.mn.J*
The subject of my speech today is one
which I believe to be a scandal. It repre-
sents one of the many pathetic attempts
by the Government to try to give a so-
called boost to private enterprise. The
company to which I am referring is known
as Western Laboratories. I happened to
stumble across this company-if it is a
company, or is going to be a company-by
mischance. and it is the Government's bad
luck I did stumble across it, because what
I am about to reveal to the House will
disclose what a great scandal this company
is.

Western Laboratories was brought into
being as a result of a decision last year
by the Minister for Health when I was
biting at his heels to give the pathology
work at the Perth Medical Centre to the
university laboratory. This created a great
deal of wonderment within the Public
Health Department laboratories because a
doubt was raised as to whether its officers
would have sufficient work to carry on.
As a result one or two of the doctors at
the publtc health laboratories resigned and
another of the doctors employed there
threatened to resign. When the director of
the public health laboratories (Dr Laurie)
realised this he suddenly became aware
that the laboratories were in daniger of
folding up.

Dr. Laurie approached the Commissioner
of Public Health who, in turn, approached
the Minister for Health and this scandal,
as I believe it to be, arose. It is a scandal
in my view, because the company has used
public funds to set up a favoured few in
private practice, and these men are prob-
ably receiving double, treble, or quadruple
their private income which is more than
adequate for the number of hours they
spend in giving service to the community.

This move resulted in a great deal of
dissension within the Public Health De-
partment and the Medical Department. I
do not think there was one person within
the department who really agreed with the
Commissioner of Public Health on this
subject, I know the gag has been applied;
it was applied at the time, and it continues
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to be applied. Memos are being circu-
larised through the Public Health Depart-
ment, the Medical Department, and the
public health laboratories advising that not
one single word is to be mentioned about
what has taken place.

Mr. Davies: Who sent the memos out?
Dr. DAflOUR: They have been issued by

the director and I know they are going
around. This is probably the normal pro-
cedure when something is about to be dis-
closed. Six doctors work at the public
health laboratories said, of those, two
elected to join this company which was
dreamed up. The other four doctors would
not join. These six doctors were respon-
sible for $135,000 revenue a year coming
in to the public health laboratories, and as
it is considered that the natural increase
in revenue will be 25 Per cent., this will
mean that those laboratories will bring
in a revenue of $130,000 this year.

The two doctors who elected to join
this company are employed by the Public
Health Department from 9.00 am. to 5.00
p.m. In giving their services to public
health these men enjoy a fair amount of
latitude. They are also granted the bene-
fits of long service leave and other benefits
that go with the position they hold. It
was decided that these two men should be
employed by the laboratories for 50 per
cent. of their time. The senior of the two
doctors was on a salary of $17,400 a year.
It was decided that he should be paid 50
per cent, of his salary for the work he per-
formed for the public health laboratories
which would mean he would receive $8,700
a year.

As I have said, the revenue expected to
be earned by the Public health laboratories
this year is $180,000 and this represents
the return for work performed on private
patients referred by private doctors. If
the amount of $180,000 is divided by six,
representing the number of doctors, it
means that each of them finishes up with
$30,000. To that is added $8,700. It was
then thought, by the people who dreamed
up this Idea, that they would buy back
the rights to the Osborne Park laboratory
which was situated at the Osborne Park
Hospital. This laboratory was bought back
and immediately two technicians were
placed there by the public health labora-
tories and they were paid by those
laboratories.

This Is the inlet for this private enter-
prise, It means that Private work will
come through this channel to the doctors
in question who, as I say, will be earning
$8,700 plus approximately $30,000, plus
whatever revenue is earned by the com-
pany. These doctors are definitely on the
make and they have had work farmed out
to them in the Osborne Park district. They
have approached some of my professional
friends in Osborne Park and said to them
"We will perform free any of your work

that is required for pensioners if you will
pass on to us Your private work." This is
hard to believe, but it is going on.

Is this the action of a responsible Gov-
ernment? The query has been raised as
to what would be done about It. Will the
doctors and the private company be paying
rent, and if so what amount? I think it
has been decided that 50 per cent, of their
takings will be paid as rent.

We should compare this proportion of
the earnings to be paid in rent with the
running costs for pathologists who are
practising privately. I have obtained the
figures relating to a pathologist in private
practice. In 1970 his gross earnings total-
led $85,089, his running costs amounted to
$63,664. and he earned out of the gross
takings of $85,089 an amount of $21,425.
In 1971 his gross income was $110,405, the
running costs totalled $94,059, and his net
income was $16,364.

Prom those figures we can see that patho-
logists working in private practice have to
pay between 80 and 90 per cent, of their
gross income in overhead and running
costs. Yet, in the case of the Government
pathologists they are being charged only
50 per cent. of their takings. I believe
these people are among the few who are
favoured by this Government. I pose this
question: Why did not the four other doc-
tors join this laboratory? They had con-
templated doing so, they were asked to join,
but they refused.

I know that the remaining two doctors
have been approaching the private patho-
logists in the metropolitan area, and have
been trying to get them to join the syndi-
cate. I presume that if any did Join he
would receive the same conditions and in-
come as the two doctors who are at present
engaged in this work.

Were these Pathologists so vital to the
community that they should be kept in
Western Australia? Were they world
beaters? I inquired into this aspect, and
to my astonishment I discovered a few
revealing points. First of all, the ear, nose.
and throat surgeons at the Perth Medical
Centre or the Sir Charles Galrdner Hos-
pital have for a number of years been send-
ing their pathology work to the Premantle
Hospital by taxi.

What I am saying will be backed up by
the surgeons at the Perth Medical Centre.
This practice of sending the pathology
work to Fremantle Hospital is followed be-
cause the Perth Medical Centre has no
confidence in the pathologists of the Public
Health Department: and there will be no
retreating from this point.

Another point is that the surgical de-
partment of the University of Western
Australia established at the Perth Medical
Centre has always sent its work to the
Royal Perth Hospital. This has been done
under private charter, and is in accord-
ance with the practice that one university
department should feed its work to another
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department. However, why does the radio-
therapy department situated at the Perth
Medical Centre send Its work to the
pathologists at Fremantle Hospital?

We are not maintaining the great mauso-
leum at the Perth Medical Centre for the
Public Health Department, and we should
not have to pay the cost of taxis to take
specimens on several occasions each day to
the Fremantle Hospital. Why should the
public have to pay for this?

I do not believe that the doctors In ques-
tion were retained in this State for any
other reason than to overcome the grum-
bling in the public health laboratories. It
is not my intention to grumble about those
laboratories; my intention would be to
merge the public health laboratories with
the Department of Pathology of the univer-
sity. It is my intention to bring about this
marriage, because there is not enough work
for both services. Economically the State
should not continue to support these as
separate entitles. We cannot afford to do
so. All the work that is required to be
done can be undertaken by the amalgama-
tion of the two establishments, and by this
means the work will be carried out more
cheaply. If we take into account the way
in which the university is run and the
amount that is involved, we find It is run
far more efficiently and economically than
are the public health laboratories.

The doctors in question are asking other
pathologists whether they would be in-
terested in working in this section of the
department as members of the company
mentioned. This is a scandal when we
think about the matter: that a few doctors
have been given the right to engage in
private practice, as a result of which their
income could be trebled or quadrupled.

Fuirthermore, these two doctors have been
given a guarantee of an income of $23,500
a year: the $8,700 plus half of the $30,000
will give each of them this amount of
$23,500 a year. That was probably bow
the figure was arrived at. without taking
into account the income from the Osborne
Park Hospital.

I believe that in this regard there has
been a wilful wastage of public funds. If
these doctors want to resign and leave the
State, well and good. We could obtain the
services of others, if we so desired. I took
the opportunity to ring the Chairman of
the Public Service Board to ask him about
this company, Western Laboratories. He
told me it was only after a great deal of
deliberation that the Public Service Board
agreed to the formation of this company.
I believe the Public Service Hoard did this
because there was a possible precedent in
the case of the X-ray Department of the
Royal Perth Hospital. We have not been
able to find out the details of the terms
of contract thene, and whether the salary

(183b

Paid for work from 9.00 am. to 5.00 p.m.
is regarded as adequate when it Is measured
as being between $40,000 and $60,000 a
year.

The present Labor Government which
believes in a fair wage for a fair day's
work is doing just the opposite. It Is giving
great handouts of public funds. This leaves
me a little cold, because when we look
into the actions of the present Government
we find it has favoured a few people. I
refer to the guarantee given in respect of
the Yundurup Canals project. This was a
guarantee to benefit a few people, and not
to benefit the general community. The
next Government guarantee was given for
the construction of the Trades and Labor
Council office building in Perth, which the
Public Health Department and the Medical
Department hope to rent.

These projects will benefit a few people
only, and the Government has spent public
moneys to favour those few. It seems
there is no-one on the opposite side of the
House with sufficient business acumen or
vision to realise how private enterprise
should be fostered for the good of the
community. When the previous Govern-
ment was in office my present leader told
members opposite how to do this, but all
they did was to attempt to slap him down.
Even I had enough brains to sit and listen,
and to follow the Contents of the Govern-
ment fies, such as those of the former
Department of Industrial Development, to
understand what had been done. The
members of the present Government can-
not even do this, and they cannot follow
the normal channels of action.

We find the birth of the so-called ille-
gitimate company I have referred to. I
have asked a few questions concerning It,
and they are as follows:-

What Is its structure?

Is It registered as a company?

What staff does it employ under the
heading of technical and clerical?

What payments does it make to the
Public Health Department?

How does it raise fees for services per-
formed?

I can only assume at this stage that the
company does not employ any staff because
it uses the Public Health Department
Laboratory Services staff. No agreement
has been signed as yet. Although I have
made a search I have not found any, but
the arrangement is binding In law because
the two doctors are already on 50 per
cent. of their pay and are receiving moneys
as the work Is progressing at the labora-
tory services. Therefore it will be binding
in law Irrespective of whether or not an
agreement has been signed.
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They employ no technical or clerical
staff. Instead of costing them 80 per
cent. of the gross income to run the prac-
tice and collect the money, it costs them
only 50 per cent., which Is the greatest
handout of all time.

When the Osborne Park Hospital was
established, the Commissioner of Public
Health said that pathologists in private
Practice would be given the opportunity to
provide services at the hospital. This
practice was adopted at the Swan Districts
Hospital and the Bentley Hospital. but the
arrangement has now been violated.

I would also like to indicate that it ap-
pears as if the all-inclusive fee will be
destroyed. As members know, in 1970 the
previous Government established an all-
inclusive fee for outpatient and Inpatient
charges at public hospitals. This meant
that no extra charge would be made for
pathology tests and X-rays, etc. However,
now, it seems as if this system could be in
jeopardy although I pray it is not because
it is an excellent one. I was hoping the
Minister would preserve the all-inclusive
fee.

I would like the accounts of the labora-
tory services supplied in as much detail as
possible and I would like a good cost
accountant to study them because I amr
sure that if this were done our eyebrows
wvould be raised more than somewhat. In
this way we would be able to ascertain the
extent of the subsidy being provided to
Western Laboratories. When the tstab-
lishment of Western Laboratories was con-
templated why were doctors In privitte
practice not asked to participate? Why
was the opportunity given only to the aix
doctors within the department?

As I said, these people are on a very
good wicket. For their hours of employ-
ment they get double their money, or
treble, of even more. It is about time the
Chairman of the Public Service Board or
the Minister for Health published the full
details of the following:-

(1) The basis of the work done by
and the payment to the doctors.

(2) The basis of the work done by and
the payment to the technologists.

(3) The use of public facilities for
private gain.

(4) The authorisation for the change
from "on call" to "on duty" for
technologists.

(5) Why leave Is not granted to all
professionals employed in Govern -
ment departments to enable them
to undertake Private work and
utilising public facilities.

This is the scandalous part. Why do we
have to tolerate this type of arrangement,
when it can be proved that the laboratory

services were folding up and, what I refer
to as, an Illegitimate company was estab-
lished to try to save them? That was the
whole reason for its establishment.

As I have said these two doctors are on
the make. They attend to the pensioners
in the Osborne Park Hospital area free.
but are given the private work as a result.
This Is all very nice for the doctors, but
I find it a little wanting. Apart from being
unethical it is highly undesirable.

Mr. Davies: Would you give me the
names of the doctors concerned please?

Dr. DADOtIR: As far as I am concerned
the Minister for Health can find out the
names quite easily for himself. I do not
intend to name them and then have the
Minister indicate that I am speaking under
privilege and rubbishing certain men by
naming them.

Mr. Davies: If you give the names to me
privately I guarantee they will not be made
public.

Mr. Hutchinson: Even if he does not
give them to you you could easily find
out for yourself.

Dr. DADOtJR: I say nothing privately.
What I have to say I say publicly and I
am leaving no stone unturned as far as
this matter is concerned. I want to know
why the company was ever established, and
why we must tolerate such a terrible situa-
tion. The Premier himself must realise
that something is wrong.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: How long has it been
going on?

Dr. DADOUR: Since the 1st July as far
as I know. It Is only because someone
"dropped the penny" within my hearing
that I found out. When I heard of the
existence of the company I started to search
for the facts.

Mr. Davies: There is nothing clandestine
about it. It was announced publicly. Every-
one knows.

Dr. DAflOtJ: The terms have never
been announced publicly. I had to go
through the back door-never the front
door-to find out, and the reason I have
ascertained so much information is that
not one of the doctors in the Public Health
Department or the Medical Department-
apart from the commissioner and a few
of his stooges-would go along with it.
Only two of the six doctnirs in the labora-
tory services accepted the offer. The other
four declined, but what a wonderful offer
they declined. Maybe they have a know-
ledge of the difference between right and
wrong. I do not know; but they declined
the offer.

I now want to know whether another
four doctors from private enterprise Will
be brought in to work under the same
conditions, thus making a total of six.
Members must keep In mind that these
doctors are using the laboratory services
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facilities for their private work. A doctor
In Private Practice cannot afford much of
this equipment because it is highly tech-
nical and very expensive. It is our money
which bought the equipment for these
doctors to use in a private capacity.

I do not consider this is a laughing mat-
ter. It is probably one of the most serious
we will ever face. If 'we continue along
these lines we will be heading towards self -
destruction.

I would love to know what the State
Executive of the A.L.P. thinks about this.
It will be very interesting indeed to see a
few sparks fly. As I have said, why was
private enterprise not permitted to tender
for the work of the laboratory services?

Mr. Davies: You had better send a copy
of your speech to the State Executive of
the A.L.P. so it knows your side of the
story1 anyway.

Dr. DADOUR: We must find the answer
to the problem, especially when we realise
how much money is spent on the laboratory
services. Under the Estimates the amount
allocated for the laboratory services for
1972-73 is $1,651,062. The astonishing
aspect is that all of a sudden the staff is
to be increased by 36, from 302 to 338.

The total increase in the number of staff
of the Public Health Department is 55, but
one item only accounts for an increase of
30. Yesterday I asked If the full details
relating to the staff employed by the Public
Health Department could be tabled. I found
that the story was quite different. Although
the number of 55 is shown in the Estimates
-which were not published until the 3rd
October-I was told yesterday-on the 21st
November-that there had been an increase
of 73 in the staff of the Public Health De-
partment. That Is an Increase of 18 on top
of the 55 shown in the Estimates. I wonder
how much information has been given and
how much has been withheld.

I say, with all sincerity, that this is
wrong. After much changing of underwear
by the commissioner, the department, and
the Minister we have the birth of this
Illegitimate company, which leaves me
speechless. How can we tolerate malad-
ministration of public funds, and see those
funds going down the drain? The aim Is to
boost private enterprise but it seems that
only two doctors Will benefit from this
move. We will be literally giving them
the money but the only revenue coming
into the Public Health Department this
year will be $180,000, and that will be by
natural increment. This is so very wrong.

By backing private enterprise in the way
it has the Government has made the same
mistake time and time again. my leader
has repeated this statement on many oc-
casions in an attempt to tell the Govern-
ment that It cannot do this properly. This
Is a glaring example and the Minister is
the laughing stock of the medical profes-
sion. However, those affected are far from
laughing. They want to know why this has
been allowed to go on and I have been

asked why I permitted it to happen. How-
ever, I did not know that it had happened
until after it was born. I did not even
get into the picture until the underwear
had been changed.

I believe this is one of the many things
which have been permitted to go on, and
about which we find out when it is too
late. The Public Service Board has
probably given this company its bless-
ing. I believe the precedent of the X-ray
Department at the Royal Perth Hospital
is the reason for the board having given
its blessing. I will again ask the Minister to
table the conditions of employment of the
X-ray doctors at the Royal Perth Hospital.
He will not table the report concerning this
illegitimate company. No agreement has
yet been signed. We end up with the same
old story when we try to get some com-
mon sense out of the situation. We are
getting nowhere. What I have related is
correct,

The farming out of work at the Osborne
Park Hospital, to general practitioner-s, Is
quite right. I do know one of the doctors
concerned, and he and another doctor from
the Public Health Department have been
going to the various laboratories tn the
surrounding area and without asking leave
they sit down, make Inquiries, and then
move on. What are they there for? I doi
not know, but I would like to know.

What will be the situation regarding
the Rockingham Hospital? Already the
laboratory services have been earmarked
and will be given to this private company.
The Public Health Department technicians
work at night time. They are paid by the
Public Health Department for the work
done. Instead of the person In charge
receiving $18,400 per year, it can be
imagined that his income will now be
$8,700 plus 50 per cent, of the $30,000.
The doctors will not have to pay for the
work done for them because the Public
Health Department will do it. If a man can
earn a gross of $110,000 when he supplies
all his own facilities, I shudder to think
what might happen when this company
comes into operation. It will probably earn
$200,000 or $300,000 without any trouble
whatsoever. The technology and all the
facilities will be paid for. Those people
will be able to double their income at cur
expense which is wrong.

Members opposite will realise that when
a man goes into private enterprise he must
take the bad with the good. When I went
into general practice I started on my own
and I worked diligently and built up a
practice. I took in a partner and, subse-
quently, I took in another partner. We
hope to take in another practitioner very
soon. I took the bad with the good and
In my first year of general practice I
earned about £5,000. I worked very hard
for the Commonwealth Department of
Health on a part-time basis to supplement
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my income. I was not afraid to work but
the people to whom I am now referring will
not be working hard. The work will be
banded to them on a platter because they
will use the Public Health Department
laboratories. I believe that the Public

Health Department laboratories should be
married to the appropriate university de-
partrpent and one building used for patho-
logy, With the extra staff and the amal-
gamation it would be able to cope with the
situation until the year 2000. However, my
suggestions seem to fall on deaf ears and
within a period of 20 years the depart-
ments will be crowded out.

I have observed what has occurred, and
what my colleagues are doing in th'eir
various specialised fields-the small and
the large. I have received some of the
best advice possible from doctors, account-
ants, and others and I have been able to
piece together what I1 believe to be the
situation in this respect.

The public health laboratories also pur-
chase syringes and other equipment, and it
is possible that no sales tax applies to
those Items. The company will get every-
thing dirt cheap. It will have the use of
highfalutin equipment which those In
private practice will not be able to afford.
I say this Is one of the most scandalous
situations which this Government has
allowed to develop since I have been here.

It makes me vomit to think how In-
competent the Government is. Whoever
dreamt up this scheme has a brain-I do
not say of what type-of which I would
have no part whatever.

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

(Continued on page 5578)

SCIENTOLOGY ACT REPEAL BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of
the sitting.

Statement by Speaker
THE SPEAKER (Mr. Norton): In order

to clarify my earlier statement, I now
summarise the position. The whole ques-
tion of scientology and its implications for
and against are open to debate under this
Bill. DucuwLs cited in the report anid
tabled in this House may be quoted and re-
ferred to, but reference to the action pro-
posed under a writ issued from the
Supreme Court should not be referred to.

Point of Order
Mr. W. A. MANNING: I understand the

writ is based on the last paragraph of Dr.
Ellis' report. Mr. Speaker, your amended
ruling will mean that we cannot debate
anything relating to the last paragraph
and the recommendation of Dr. Ellis. Is
that correct?

The SPEAKER: Whilst I cannot antici-
pate what the writ is based on, it appears
this is the position. Therefore, I would
like members to keep off this particular
subject.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: With reluctance,
I feel the Opposition should move to dis-
agree with your ruling.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What is the honour-
able member disagreeing with? Why not
talk until you are stopped? This is the
best way to test it out.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I make an appeal
to the Premier in view of the fact that the
debate on this subject must be restricted.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Not necessarily.
Mr. W, A. MANNING: Very necessarily:

otherwise, what is the purpose of the
ruling? The ruling may be techni-
cally correct, but the point Is that it
must restrict the debate. How are mem-
bers to deal with a, subject when they are
restricted In what they may refer to? If
this Is put as a motion-

The SPEAKER: Order! I have not actu-
ally given a ruling as to what will not be
debated.

Mr. W, A. MANNING: If it Is not a
ruling, Sir, are we to observe your re-
marks? I assume we must accept your
comments as a ruling. This means that we
cannot deal in depth with the report of
Dr. Ellis, although we will be able to deal
with other matters in that report.

Under these Circumstances, the Premier
should realise the position of members on
this side of the House; we cannot debate
the subject fully. The Premier, therefore,
should Postpone dealing with this item
until it is free from any doubts in connec-
tion with the writ which has been issued.
This would be the labr course of action.
For members of the Opposition to be lim-
ited in their remarks In connection with
a subject on which a definite decision must
be made would, in my opinion, be entirely
wrong.

The SPEAKER: Order I Members will
not be limited under these circumstances.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I cannot under-
stand the position.

Mr. Bertram: Everybody else does.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr. Speaker,

may we have a clarification of the situa-
tion? My understanding is that earlier
on you gave aL ruling which would have
Precluded us from referring to Dr. Ellis'
report. In fact, they were your specific
words. Later on, Sir, you qualified those
remarks and said that members must not
refer to the last part of the report but
could refer to the documents mentioned
therein.

Now, Sir, you have made a statement
which you have told the member for Nar-
rogin is not a ruling. I am Completely
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confused. The statement is, "The whole
question of scientology and its implications
for and against are open to debate under
this Bill. Documents cited in the report
and tabled In this House may be quoted
and referred to." You, Sir. will agree that
up to that point, this statement agrees with
your previous ruling. Then. Sir, you say,
"Rleference to the action Proposed under
the writ issued from the Supreme Court
should not be made."

it is impossible for us to debate this Bill
without referring to Dr. Ellis' comments,
because he is one of the foremost auth-
orities in the State on this matter.

I wish to clarify, first of all, whether in
fact there Is a ruling before the House
with which we can agree or disagree. If
there is no ruling before the House. will
you, Sir, please give one.

The SPEAKER: This Is a particularly
difficult question on which to give an actual
ruling. I have asked members not to refer
to the action taken in the Supreme Court.
Once again, it is difficult indeed to arrive
at a definition in respect of this. I will
not be particularly hard on members, but
I ask them to skirt around this section as
best they possibly can. I admit there is
very little in the report which Dr. Ellis has
actually said. The report is compiled
mainly of extracts and I think I Indicated
this earlier.

Mr. Hutchinsomi May we refer to the
other part?

The SPEAKE.R: His findings?
Mr. Hutchinson: His views.
The SPEAKER: That is the subject of

the writ, as I see it. As I have said, I am
not a lawyer. I have tried to look at this
to see exactly what is in order, but It is
particularly difficult to define in this
instance.

Order! There is no motion before the
House.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Would you. Sir.
be good enough to give a ruling as to
whether or not this Bill is sub ludtce.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: Under Standing Order

2, the Bill is not sub judice.
Mr. HARTHEY: May I ask a question,

Mr. Speaker? Do you have a copy of the
actual writ which has been Issued?

The SPEAKER: Yes.
Mr. HARTREY: May I see it?
The SPEAKE: Yes.
Mr. HARTREY: Do you, Sir, know

whether the statement of claim has yet
been filed under the writ?

The SPEAKER: Yes.
Mr. HARTREY: Thank you.
Mr. MENSAROS: May 1, Sir, ask a ques,-

tion in regard to your ruling or statement?
I appreciate that the member for Boulder-

Dundas has asked to look at the actual
writ. I assume that the views expressed
by Dr. Ellis--other than those contained
in the report-are not sub judice, Is that
or Is that not the position?

The SPEAKER: No, the views expressed
outside the report would not be sub %udtce.

Mr. HARTHEY: It appears my copy of
the writ has been mislaid or sent to the
Leader of the opposition.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr. Speaker, if
you have nuled that the Bill is not sub
iudice I am afraid I will have to disagree
with your ruling, because the writ Is very
specific. It says--

The plaintiff's claim is for damages
for libel contained in a report dated
the 15th February, 1972, written and
sent by the defendant and addressed
to the Minister for Health.

Mr. HARTREY: Mr. Speaker, you said
you would send the writ to me, but it has
been sent to the Leader of the Opposition.

The SPEAKER: Order!i I will pass a
copy of the writ to the member for Boulder-
Dundas.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In view of the
situation that has developed and the fact
that you, Sir, have ruled that this is not
sub lud tee--

The SPEAKER: The Bill is not sub
ludice.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -I am reluc-
tantly compelled to disagree with your rul-
Ing for the reasons I gave before we were
interrupted by the member for Boulder-
Dundas; namely, the writ is very specific
in respect of this report. In fact the
writ is based entirely on nothing else but
the report of the 15th February. I ca4-
not see how we Can Possibly proceed with
the matter In view of the fact that the
writ Is based on the report, which is cur-
rently before this House and without which
we cannot debate the Bill. I desire to
disagree with your ruling on the matter.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I can sympathise
with members who feel they may be re-
stricted in the debate which will ensue on
this question, but, for the life of me, I
cannot see how the Leader of the Opposi-
tion can take the point he has taken. He
has only to read the Standing Orders and
he will find a debate on a Bill to amend
an Act is not sub ludice. This Is a debate
on a Bill to amend an Act.

Mr. O'Neil: The action is not being taken
under this Bill, though.

Mr. J. T. TONKCIN: There is no qualifi-
cation in the Standing Orders.

Mr. O'Nel! There is-action taken under
the Bill.

Mr. J1. T. TONKIN: No, there Is not. The
Standing Orders clearly say that a debate
on a Bill to amend an Act is not sub judice,
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despite any pending case. It is well recog-
nised that has been the position. There-
fore, Mr. Speaker, your ruling on that
matter is quite correct. It could not be
otherwise.

Members know there are certain things
which the Constitution does not permit us
to do. Same of those have relation to the
sovereign. That does not mean we cannot
debate matters relating to the sovereign or
to Her Majesty's representative, provided
we observe the rules laid down. Our Stand-
ing Orders definitely state that debate on
a Bill to amend a law is not sub judice. It
is ridiculous to move that the Speaker's
ruling on such a question be disagreed with.

Mr. ORAYDEN: If the argument of the
Premier in regard to Standing Order 2 Is
right, the particular clause to which he has
referred would read in a slightly different
way. At the moment it reads-

Matters "sub judice" include-
Then paragraphs (a), (b), and (c) are set
out and it continues-

,..but a debate on a Bill to amend
the law arising in any pending case
in any Court shall always be permis-
sible.

If the position were as the Premier would
have us believe, it would read-

... but a debate on a Bill shall always
be Permissible.

But it does not say that at all. If it did
say that, the matter would not be sub
judice. It simply says-

. ., a debate on a Bill to amend the
law arising in any Pending ease in any
Court-

That is not the situation in respect of this
matter. Therefore it must be sub judice.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is funny reason-
ing.

The SPEAKER: Our Standing Order 2
was lifted from May's Parliamentary Prac-
tice, which says, on page 396 of the 17th
edition-

Matters pending judicial decisions-
A matter awaiting or under adjudica-
tion by a court of law should not be
brought before the House by a- motion
or otherwise. This rule does not apply
to bills.

I think that is very clear, and we are
dealing with a Bill.

Mr. JAMIESON: I rise on a point of
order. I ask you, Mr. Speaker. to rule this
motion out of order because It has not
been seconded and a number of members
have spoken.

Sir Charles Court: We have been trying
to second it and I have been trying to
speak to my own motion.

Mr. JAMIESON: A number of members
on the Opposition side have spoken to it
and no-one has indicated that he is sec-
onding the motion. I consider it should
be ruled out of order.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I have made two
attemps to speak to my own motion so
that I can have it seconded. The Premier
was given the call ahead of me.

Mr. Jamieson: He followed You in de-
bate.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I spoke when you sat
down.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It will be re-
called we were interrupted and I was not
given a chance to speak to my motion and
explain my reasons for it. I did not sit
down. I was sat down.

The SPEAKER: There has been a good
deal of misunderstanding, with interjec-
tions and so on which I should not have
allowed. The Leader of the Opposition
did not have time to move his motion in
full. I will therefore allow the debate to re-
sume so that the Leader of the Opposition
can finish what he has to say. Other mem-
bers can then speak.

Mr. Bickerton: Why did he resume his
seat if he had not finished?

Sir Charles Court: It is no good being
vicious or frivolous. This is a serious
business.

Mr. Jamieson: Of course it is and I wish
you would treat it as such.

Dissent from Speaker's Ruling
Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker, I

move-
That your ruling be disagreed with.

I do so, Sir, because I believe there is a
complete misconception in the ruling you
have given. The particular Standing Or-
der that is under consideration is the one
shown on pages 57 and 58 under the head-
ing "Matters 'sub judice' include". The
matters are set out in paragraphs (a), (b),
and (c). It has been said that the words
"but a debate on a Bill to amend the law
arising in any pending case in any Court
shall always be permissible" do not cover
the situation in which we find ourselves.

Some time ago we had here a situation
where the Government found itself con-
fronted with litigation. It had to take
some action to stay the matter so that
the policy of the Government could be
Implemented, and it consulted with the
Opposition. We agreed to such a Bill be-
ing Introduced-in fact most of us sup-
ported the measure. However, that was
a Case where we Were considering a Bill
to deal with a specific action so that that
action could in some way be halted.

This is a different situation. In this
case somebody outside of the Government
has taken action against a Government
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servant by issuing a writ out of the Su-
preme Court based on a document dated
the 15th February which was tabled in
Parliament. That is the sole ground of
the writ. Therefore, the reference to a
Bill is quite irrelevant in this case. I sub-
mit that if the Standing Order were in-
tended to apply to any Bill whatsoever,
the wording of it would be quite different.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You would not be
joking?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not joking.
When we say something with which the
Premier does not agree, that does not give
him the right to ridicule us.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It is spelt out so clear-
ly that even a child in a kindergarten could
understand it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We take excep-
tion to the attitude of the Premier.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I quite often take ex-
ception to your attitude.

Sir CHARLES COURT: This is a vital
matter.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Anyone in a kinder-
garten could understand It.

The SPEARER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr. Speaker.

your predecessor ruled that a motion I
moved could not be debated in this House
because there was litigation before the
courts. It was not a motion to amend
a Hill or anything of that kind, but HL was
ruled out of order.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: It was not a Bill.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It was not a Bill. That

is what this hinges on.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It was ruled out
of order. Subsequently, permission was
given to debate the motion as long as I
took the teeth out of it. We have had one
experience of trying to walk a tightrope
in a matter such as this and we do not
intend to be caught again. I think you
will acknowledge, Mr. Speaker, that we
played the game on that occasion. We did
our best to walk the tightrope and we did
not transgress.

We did not transgress because we believe
that matters should be treated as sub
judice where there Is genuine reason for
them to be treated as such. This is not
a Bill directed at the Issue before the
court at all. This Bill Is to repeal the
legislation relating to scientology. In the
meantime, litigation of a private nature
has been entered into. I believe the mat-
ter falls within the provisions of paragraph
(b) of Standing Order 2. It reads-

Any matter awaiting or under ad-
judication in a civil court from the
time that the case has been set down
for trial or otherwise brought before
the Court;

Mr. Speaker, I submit it is impossible for
the Opposition to debate the Bill without
impinging on the report. Dr. Ellis Is one
of the foremost authorities in the State
on the effects of scientology. No man has
more experience than he has of this par-
ticular subject, and the whole climax of his
report is contained in the last paragraph
where he expresses an opinion.

In view of your ruling, Sir. I do not
propose to read the opinion, and it is
well known to members. The whole crux
of the report is contained in the opinion.
It would be completely and utteriy futile
to debate this Eml without referring to
the various repoents mentioned by Dr. Ellis,
his comments, and his summation. In view
of the fact that the Bill is not directed
at the action before the court. I am of
the opinion it should be declared sub
ludle. and I disagree with your ruling.

Mr. O'NEIL: I second the motion and I
would like to add my comments. Some
concern appears to centre around the in-
terpretation of the words "sub judice"
with reference to the particular Bill. The
interpretation appears on page 37 of our
Standing Orders where it says-

Matters "sub judice" Include-
And these matters are set out in para-
graphs (a), (b), and (c). I have read
these very carefully, and I would like to
refer the House to paragraph (c) which
reads-

Any matter awaiting or under ad-
judication in a civil court prior to
the time that the case has been set
down for trial or otherwise brought
before the Court if it appears to the
Chair that there is a substantial dan-
ger of Prejudice to the trial of the
case;

And we then have a proviso which reads
as follows:-

but a debate en a Bill to amend the
law arising in any pending case in any
Court shall always be permissible.

Mr. J. T1. Tonkin: Always.
Mr. O'NEIL: The law arising in the

pending litigation is not the Scientology
Act. As I understand it, the action being
taken against Dr. Ellis is not in relation
to the subject of scientology-it is an
action for libel. So this Bill is not a Bill
to amend the law arising in the case men-
tioned in the writ. I think the Premier will
appreciate that this is so.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I appreciate it all. I
shall knock you for six when you sit down.

Mr. O'NEIL: Well I am very pleased to
hear that. It appears we have right-
handed, left-handed, and two-handed law-
yers. Debate on this Bill apparently would
not be a discussion on a Bill to amend the
law. The Opposition would be placed in a
very difficult Position in relation to debate
on the Bill. This is my interpretation of
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the Standing Order. I have pleasure Mn
supporting my leader in disagreeing with
the ruling that the matter is not subl
1udice.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Before I refer to our
own Standing Orders, I will quote from
May's Parliamentary Practice which is in-
variably taken as a guide in this House. I
am amazed that people of the intelligence
of the Leader of the Opposition and the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition attempt
to read Into plain English a weaning which
is not there.

Page 396 of May's Parliamentary Prac-
tice refers to matters pending judicial
decision. It is undoubted that scientology
and views expressed on the question of
scientology are the subject of a writ which
has been issued, Nothing else-not whether
'we should build a railway or put It under-
ground. The writ is concerned with state-
nments made with reference to scientology
and we have here a Bill relating to scien-
tology, May's Parliamentary Practice
says-

Matters pending Judicial decisions.
-A matter, awaiting or under adJudi-
cation by court of law, should not be
brought before the House by a motion
or otherwise.

It then continues as follows:-
This rule does not apply to bills.

Sir Charles Court: Our Standing order
does not say that.

Sitting suspended from 12.45 to 2.15 p.m.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: To continue: I refer

to page 454 of May's Parliamentary Prac-
ttee which states, under the heading of
"Matters Pending Judicial Decision" -

Matters awaiting the adjudication of
a court of law should not be brought
forward in debate except by means of
a Bill.

That shows clearly that matters which or-
dinarily would be sub judice and are the
subject of adjudication in court may not
be brought before the Parliament otherwise
than by means of a Bill; but they may be
brought forward by a Bill. As a matter of
fact, we actually did that in 1971.

Sir Charles Court: That was because the
matter before the court was the subject of
your special legislation to deal with the
case.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Surely the Leader
of the Opposition is not arguing that Par-
liament can go ahead and debate a matter
which is introduced for the purpose of
preventing a writ from succeeding, but It
cannot debate a Bill which has no such
bearing in regard to a writ.

Sir Charles Court: That is the basic
difference.

Mr. J. T. TONKINT: There is a basic
difference, all right. Let us get down to
the real fundamentals of the issue. We will

suppose, Mr. Speaker, that I look at an
existing law and find that as it stands I
can turn it to my advantage by taking a
certain course of action; and whilst I am
proceeding along those lines the Govern-
ment of the day introduces a Bill to amend
the law by removing the provision of which
I intend to take advantage. If the argu-
ment of the Leader of the Opposition is
sound, all I need to do Is issue a writ and
that would stop the Government from
amending the law.

Sir Charles Court: That is not a proper
analogy at all.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN. Oh, Is It not? The
point is that Parliament In all circum-
stances,-and for those who cannot com-
prehend the word "all" It means "every-
thing" -

Sir Charles Court: Our Standing Orders
do not say that, of course.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am not talking
about Standing Orders now.

Sir Charles Court: Those are what we
happen to be governed by.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am saying that
Parliament can introduce legislation to
amend any law at all under the Constitu-
tion and that no action in the court actu-
ally in course or Pending can take away
from Parliament its inherent right to
amend the law if and when it sees fit to
do so.

Here is a situation where we have a Bill
before Parliament to amend the law and
under no circumstances-sub juttice or not
-is there any power to prevent Parliament
from proceeding to amend that law. Par-
liament has the Power to go ahead and
amend the law. So why waste time arguing
about what will be discussed regarding the
writ, andl whether or not it makes the
matter sub judice? That has nothing what-
ever to do with the power of Parliament
to amend the law. Of course, that is clearly
set out in May's Parliamentary Practice.

If it is not a matter awaiting adjudica-
tion in the court there is no argument; but
if it is a matter awaiting adjudication in
the court, then May's Parliamentary Prac-
tice says it shall not be brought forward
except by a Bill. So both instances are
covered. if it is not a matter before the
court the question of sub Judice does not
arise and we can bring an amending Bill
to Parliament. If It is a matter before the
court it cannot be brought to Parliament
except by a Bill.

This means that we can bring it before
Parliament by means of a Bill. If there is
any way around that argument I wish
someone would point it out,

Sir Charles Court: You are reading May
literally without having any regard for our
own Standing Orders. May does not over-
ride our Standing orders where they are
specific.
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Mr. J. T. TONKIN: NO, I am not, and
our Standing Orders back my argument.

Sir Charles Court: They do not.
Mr. J. T'. TONKIN: Oh yes, they do.

The Standing Order in question reads as
follows:-

..but a debate on a Bill to amend
the law arising in any pending case in
any Court shall always be permissible.

I would say that no matter how one looks
at this writ that reference to the law must
arise; because the person against whom
the writ has been issued has given his opi-
nion that the law should not be repealed.
So the law does arise, if the Leader of the
Opposition wants to be so pedantic about
the point.

It is perfectly clear that the right of
Parliament to legislate in all circumstances
-I repeat: in all circumstances-hs su-
preme and cannot be restricted by the issue
of writs of any kind, or by court action.
Is this not the supreme court in the land?
I have always been led to believe that it is.
That being so, how is our supremacy cur-
tailed? By somebody Issuing a writ in re-
gard to something? What common sense
that is!

Sir Charles Court: That is what hap-
pened to me when I wanted to discuss an
important motion here.

Mr. J1. T. TONKIN: That was a different
matter altogether; that was a motion, not
a Bill. If the Leader of the Opposition
is unable to distinguish between a Bill and
a umotion, I give UP.

Mr. HUITCHfISON: So far as I am con-
cerned I was to speak on item 1 on the
notice paper-the Scientology Act Repeal
Bill. Without having any great legal
knowledge, I believe this Bill Is sub ludice.
I agree with my leader and the other
speakers who have spoken on this Point.
Certainly, as far as I am concerned, the
subject matter of the report made by
Dr. Ellis is sub fldice, because the writ
states this. This is the report that has
been laid on the Table of the House. It
has been considered, Sir, by yourself, that
only parts of this report are sub fuike.

Mr. Hartrey: Where is the Standing Or-
der that states you cannot talk on the sub-
ject matter of the report?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Mention has been
made of the wording of the Standing Or-
der which appears on pages 57 and 58.

Mr. Hartrey: I asked You to tell me the
Standing Order which states you cannot
talk on the subject matter of the report.

Mr. HUITCHfISON: The honourable
member should bide his time and get on
his feet when he feels he can.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the mem-
ber for Cottesice to address the Chair.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I suggest that the
member for Boulder-Dundas should not In-
terrupt me.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. HUITCHINSON: Because of the rude

interruptions, I repeat that the subject
matter of the report made by Dr. Ellis is
sub iudi ce. as the writ states this and you.
Sir, have stated that only parts of the re-
port are sub ludice in so far as this Bil
is concerned. You have Placed a certain
stricture upon us regarding what Dr. Ellis
himself has said. Certainly I say again
that the subject matter of the report by
Dr. Ellis is essential to the Proper debate
of the Scientology Act Repeal Bill, which
is item 1 on the notice paper. This is a
fact.

The Director of Mental Health Services
(Dr. Ellis) has submitted his report which.
in turn, has been placed on the Table of
the House by the Minister, and It has
great bearing on the fate of the Bclen-
tology Act Repeal Bill. To a great extent
we base our arguments and views on the
report that has been made by the Direc-
tor of Mental Health Services, and on the
reports from which he has made quota-
tions within his own report. Dr. Ellis. in
giving his own views prior to a summa-
tion which he has virtually made at the
end of the report, has made quotations
from several reports obtained from various
countries and States. Therefore surely in
his report to the Minister he supports the
views contained in other reports from
which he has quoted.

So I cannot see there is any common
sense in trying to debar one section of
that report with a view to tying the hands
of the Opposition behind its back, or to
half gagging the Opposition. If that is to
be done, it Is infinitely Preferable to bar-
ring the law In short, to decide that the
Bill is sub iudlce. However, I realise there
is probably a nicety here that I do not ap-
preciate but which you, Sir, may. You find
yourself in a situation, Mr. Speaker, where
you, as Speaker, can do little else. Per-
haps that Is so. If this is the case. I be-
iteve the full responsibility for further ac-
tion rests with the Government.

It Is grossly unfair that our hands
should be tied in any way in a debate on
an important subject, whether it be the
Scientology Act Repeal Bill, or any other.

Mr. J. T'. Tonkin: That is not dealing
with the merits of the ruling by the
Speaker. That is another question alto-
gether and we will deal with that In an-
other way.

Mr. HUTTCHINSON: The Premier Is lar-
gely right, but I was concluding my re-
marks by saying that If you are correct
In what you have stated about the Bim not
being sub flakce. Mr. Speaker, the full
responsibility rests with the Government
to delay the legislation until we are In a
Position to debate It without any strings
attached.
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That, Sir, I believe probably may have
to be the conclusion, because undoubtedly
the Government with Its brutal majority
will be able to carry the day as far as your
ruling is concerned. However I still re-
gard the matter as sub fudice.

Mr. HARTUBY: The Premier has quite
correctly stated that this House has full
and complete constitutional authority to
repeal an Act which it had constitutional
power to enact. If the Constitution had
a provision which said a Bill may not be
either proposed or enacted if It is sub
ludice, that would be a matter of grave
concern. However the Constitution con-
tains no such provision; but we are told
our Standing Orders have one. I want to
know where that provision is. A definition
of what is sub indie is to be found on
pages 57 and 58, but a definition is niot
necessarily an enactment. If we include
a definition of "shoplifting" in our
Standing Orders it would not make shop-
lifting illegal by the Standing Orders of
this Parliament. Shoplifting Is illegal
under the Criminal Code and common law,
but not under the Standing Orders of the
House merely because those Standing Or-
ders include a definition of it.

Is there a rule which states that any-
thing which Is sub judice may not be
debated in this House either in the form
of a Bill, a motion, or anything else? If
there Is, let us know what It is and ascer-
tain what it means. However the definition
of what is and what is not sub jadie does
not enact any rule of conduct whatever.
It simply says that if we do something it
will be sub ludie. It does not say that if
it Is sub judice we cannot do it. That is
a different matter altogether.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: There is some-
thing in what the member for Boulder-
flundas has said, and perhaps our Stand-
ing Orders are a. little deficient in this
regard.

Mr. Bertram: They are not.
Mr. W. A. MANNING: However the

Premier has referred to the powers of
Parliament, which subject I do not think
Is applicable in this case. We are dealing
with a Bill on scientology. and a writ has
been issued in the following terms:-

The plantiff's claim is for damages for
libel contained In a report dated the
15th February 1972 written and signed
by the Defendant and addressed and
sent to the Minister for Health.
AND THE PLAINTIFF CLAIMS
DAMAGES AND COSTS.

There is no doubt whatever that the report
is the basis of the writ and the claim for
damages. If we debate the Bill we must
deal with that report.

it seems that this motion will be lost-
rightly or wrongly, we do not know. Some
considerable doubt exists as to the rights
or wrongs of the case. However I again

appeal to the Premier to uphold the pres-
tige of this House by ensuring that we do
not debate aL matter which is sub Indie.
Regardless of anything else, it is a matter
before the courts and the Premier would
be showing the true attitude of a respon-
sible leader if he delayed the Bill,

Mr. BERTRAM: I think it is important
to have a close look at the Standing Order
touching on the matter of sub judice, and
it appears on pages 57 and 58, where sub
ludice is defined under three paragraphs.
The Standing Order indicates that matters
sub Indie include-

(a) Any matter awaiting or under
adjudication in any Court exercis-
ing a criminal jurisdiction or in a
court martial:.

Quite obviously that does not concern us
in this particular debate,

Mr. Hutchinson: We all agree.
Mr. BERTRAM: We are all agreed on

that.
Mr. Hutchinson: I Just wanted to be

helpful.
Mr. BERTRAM: I appreciate that and I

wish to reciprocate the helpfulness in the
circumstances. Under paragraph (a) the
House is barred absolutely, and we rely of
course on the House of Commons in that
respect under Standing Order 1. Criminal
matters are ousted from the start. The
next paragraph reads--

(b) Any matter awaiting or under
adjudication in a civil court from
the time that the case has been
set down for trial or otherwise
brought before the Court:

Mr. Hutchinson:. That has no bearing.
Mr. BERTRAM: That is right. We ap-

pear to be in complete agreement on this,
but it is worth while noting that civil
actions are treated very differently from
criminal actions. The moment a criminal
action commences, the Parliament's juris-
diction, except in the proviso we have al-
ready heard about, is ousted, but with civil
actions the position is different altogether.
This rule does not apply until an action is
set down for trial, clearly indicating a
reluctance on the part of the Parliament
to cut itself off from these matters only
barring it from debating any civil matters
except at a certain point of time.

Then we come to paragraph (c) which
may have some relevance in this ease.
This paragraph indicates that matters sub
Indict include-

Cc) Any matter awaiting or under ad-
judication in a civil court prior to
the time that the case has been
set down for trial or otherwise
brought before the Court if it ap-
pears to the Chair that there is a
substantial danger of prejudice
to the trial of the case;
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No-one has attempted so far to suggest
there will be a substantial danger of preju-
dice to the trial of the case. A heavy bur-
den rests upon a person who tries to In-
voke this sub ludice provision under para-
graph (c). There is a clear reluctance on
the part of this Parliament simply to al-
low someone to Issue a writ and thereby
prevent debate In this Parliament. The
writ may show no cause of action at all; it
may not even be pursued, but may be
struck off for want of prosecution or any-
thing else. However, that mere sham de-
vice is nat permitted to put a stop to Par-
liament dealing with matters with which it
wishes to deal.

So, as the definition indicates, there
must be shown a substantial danger of pre-
judice to the trial of the case, and no-one
yet has attempted to show any such sub-
stantial danger. The reason for this I
would say very clearly is that it cannot be
done. The only paragraph which really
concerns you, Mr. Speaker-and I think it
is important that you did state, of course,
that you were not speaking as a lawyer,
but were merely expressing an opinion on
some other basis, and you are perfectly en-
titled to do that-is the last paragraph
in the report--that is, the second para-
graph on page 3-of Dr. Ellis which bears
date the 15th February, 1972. If I under-
stood you correctly, you said that consists
of four lines and one word; it is an ex-
pression of an opinion.

Mr. W. A. Manning: The writ deals with
the whole of the report.

Mr. BERTRAM: A person cannot issue
a writ and cast it around like a great net
and envelope everything in it thus having
the effect of shutting the mouths of mem-
bers of Parliament. The sub judice rule is
a good one whereby we seek to ensure that
we do not in any way adversely affect the
rights of litigants in the courts.

Mr. Hutchinson: Don't you think that
is possible?

Mr. BERTRAM: It is a very excellent
rule. I think there is agreement from the
other side on paragraphs (a) and (b) of
the sub judice definition. Paragraph (c)
is the one which appies, but a case must
be made out that there Is substantial dan-
ger of prejudice to the trial of the case.

What member of the Opposition has put
forward that case? We have not heard one
word in connection with this; no attempt
whatsoever has been made to state a case.
It is not seriously contended that any
attempt has been made. Members opposite
have the idea that, if something happens
to bear any similarity with that definition,
this is good enough. It is not good enough,
because it has to be shown that there Is
a substantial danger of prejudice to the
trial of the case.

Mr. O'Connor: What can be quoted in
this Chamber can be quoted anywhere else.

Mr. BERTRAM- Maybe.
Mr. O'Connor: Not "maybe"; it can be.
Mr. BERTRAM: No case has been made

out that there could be a substantial danger
of prejudice to the trial of the case.

Mr. Hutchinson., Is there any danger?
Mr. BERTRAM: If any member, in

speaking to the debate, strayed from the
subject matter of the Bill and started to
talk about a libel action, that could be a
different set of affairs. In that case you,
Mr. Speaker, would put a stop to that
debate, because it would not be relevant
to the Bill.

As a Parliament, we have our obligations,
under this rule, to protect the courts and
to protect litigants. However, we also have
an obligation to go about cur lawful busi-
ness whenever we can. We should not
throw up our arms and talk about matters
being sub judice simply because it suits
some members to do so.

There has been no attempt to make out
a case on the part of any member so far
that toc debate this Bill will represent a
substantial danger of prejudice to the trial
of the case. For these reasons, I disagree
with the motion.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The aspect in which I
am interested is the Premier's contention
that, Parliament being the highest court in
the land, we can make our own rules and
regulations in respect of what is or what
is not sub nsdice. Up to a point that state-
ment is correct. The Premier has over-
looked that we have made our own general
rules for the conduct of business in this
Chamber, which rules are set out in the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Assem-
bly. These were adopted by the Legislative
Assembly on the 24th November, 1967, and
were approved by the Governor on the
27th February, 1968.

The Standing Orders set out the general
rules for the conduct of business. These
rules have been approved of, and agreed to,
by this Chamber. However, the Premier
has now put forward the argument that
Parliament is the highest court in the land
and these Standing Orders are of no con-
sequence. If his argument Is correct-and
we can make our own rules from day to
day-what is the purpose of having the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Assem-
bly, which give an interpretation in respect
of matters which are sub jutice? it means
that it was futile to agree to these Stand-
ing Orders in the first place because, if the
Premier Is right, they mean nothing at all.
Of course, the Premier's argument is spuni-
ouls because the position is not as he has
stated.

The Standing Orders, as adopted by this
Chamber and approved by the Governor,
govern the conduct of business in this
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Chamber. It is for this reason that I have
said the argument advanced by the Premier
to the effect that it does not matter what
Is stated in the Standing Orders is com-
pletely spurious.

The member for Mt. Hawthorn cut com-
pletely across the Premier's argument.

Mr. Bertram: I adequately explained the
position.

Mr. ORAYDEN: What the member for
Mt. Hawthorn advocated cut completely
across the Premier's contention because the
Premier said Parliament is the highest
court in the land while the member for
Mt. Hawthorn read the interpretation in
respect of matters sub judice. In fact, he
dealt with this point at length. He referred
to paragraph (a) which reads-

(a) Any matter awaiting or under
adjudication In any Court exer-
cising a criminal Jurisdiction or
in a court martial;

and said that, consequently, any discus-
sion on a matter which comes within this
definition does not fall within the preroga-
tive of this Chamber.

Mr. Bertram: I added a proviso.
Mr. GRAYDEN: What proviso?
Mr. Bertram: The one beginning with

"but" on the next page,
Mr. ORAYDEN: Subject to that proviso.

debate on such matters is out of the hands
of this Chamber. The member for Mt.
Hawthorn Is a lawyer and was passing
judgment on this matter. He said it is
a criminal matter and it is not within the
jurisdiction of this Parliament to discuss it.

As I have said, his argument cuts com-
pletely across the Premier's contention that
we. in the Legislative Assembly, may de-
bate anything we wish to debate. The
member for Mt. Hawthorn then talked in
terms of the proviso which reads, In part,
as follows:-

... If it appears to the Chair that
there is a substantial danger of pre-
judice to the trial of the case;

Mr. Bertram: That is not the proviso;
this appears further down on page 58,

Mr. GRAYDEN: To what part of Stand-
ing Order 2 Is the honourable member re-
ferring?

Mr. Bertram: The Part which starts,
-but a debate on a Bill to amendth
law ... .1

Mr. ORAYDEN: That is another proviso.
I have referred to the proviso concerned
with a substantial danger of prejudice to
the trial of the case.

If I were being sued for libel or slander,
I would think that any debate that took
place in this House in connection with the
suit could have an extremely prejudicial
effect on the case. This Is especially so, as
libel cases these days usually result In

damages of extremely substantial amounts
being awarded. An amount of $60,000 Is
not unusual.

Mr. Hartrey: The cases are tried by
judges.

Mr. ORAYDEN: The amount may be
$120,000.' In fact, there has been a case
of libel in relatively recent times where
damages were in excess of $500,000. This
is the kind of matter about which we are
talking.

Mr. Hartrey: That is not the situation.
Mr. GRAYDEN: That is the situation. A

case In the United Kingdom in recent times
went on for 38 days. Both parties decided
to resolve their differences and let the
matter drop. Notwithstanding the fact
that they had mutually come to this con-
clusion. the two parties were still faced
with damages to the extent of over
$500,000.

Mr. Hartrey: Those are costs, not dam-
ages.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes, they were costs.
The costs alone were over $500,000. I sug-
gest that any debate In this House could
have an extremely prejudicial effect on
the outcome of a libel action.

Mr. Hutchinson: Of course it could.
Mr. ORAYDEN: It Is absolute nonsense

for anyone to suggest there is not a sub-
stantial danger of prejudice to the trial of
the case.

Mr. Hartrey: Where Is the rule in Stand-
ing Orders which states that this Chamber
cannot debate a matter which is sub judice?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I have referred to the
interpretations of the Standing Orders
which have been adopted by the Legislative
Assembly.

Mr. Hartrey: Which rule?
Mr. GRAYDEN: The Standing Orders

have been agreed to by this Chamber and
I have referred to the interpretation of
the rule.

Mr. Hartrey: That is only an interpre-
tation.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is what the Legisla-
tive Assembly has agreed to. This is the
significant point. Let us look at the in-
terpretations to which we have agreed.

Mr. Hartrey: The Standing Orders do
not state that we cannot debate a matter
which is sub judice.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Matters sub ludice In-
chide-

(a) Any matter awaiting or under ad-
judication in any Court exercis-
ing a criminal jurisdiction or in
a court martial;

(b) Any matter awaiting or under
adjudication in a civil court from
the time that the ease has been
set down for trial otherwise
brought before the Court; or
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(c) Any matter awaiting or under ad-
judication in a civil court prior to
the time that the case has been
set down for trial or otherwise
brought before the Court if it ap-
pears to the Chair that there is
a substantial danger of prejudice
to the trial of the case;

I now come to the Proviso mentioned by
the member for Mt. Hawthorn, which
reads as follows:-

but a debate on a Bill to amend the
law arising in any pending case in any
Court shall always be permissible.

The proviso must be interpreted in the re-
verse manner to the interpretation placed
on it by the member for Boulder-Dundas.

Mr. Harirey: I am not interpreting it
at all, Where is the rule which says it is
sub Judice?

Mr. ORAYDEN: The honourable mem-
ber has interpreted the proviso one way.
and in actual fact it should be interpreted
the other way. The proviso reads-

but a debate on a Bill to amend the
law arising in any pending case in
any Court shall always be permissible.

if the proviso read, "a debate on a Bill
shall always be permissible," I would agree
with the Interpretation put forward by the
member for Boulder-Dundas. If that had
been the intention of the committee draw-
ing up the Standing Orders and the mem-
bers who adopted the Standing Orders, the
definition would have been framed in the
way I have suggested. If that were so. a
debate would always be permissible and
you, Mr. Speaker, would have given a com-
pletely correct ruling.

I would like to quote a classic example
of debate on a Bill to amend the law
arising in a pending case. Some time ago,
two mining entrepreneurs in Western Aus-
tralia took certain legal action and the
matter was regarded as sub judice in this
House. The Government of the day In-
troduced a Bill to amend the law arising
in respect of that pending case, and in
my opinion this is the definition intended
in the interpretation. The mining entre-
preneurs took legal action and the Govern-
ment said, "All we can do is to introduce
a Bill to amend the Act, because if we do
not they will probably win the case, and
the matter could go on indefinitely." The
Government looked at the particular
Standing Order and said, "Under this par-
ticular Interpretation adopted by the
House. we can amend the law because it
provides for this very exigency." The Gov-
ernment introduced the Bill to amend the
law, and it was successful in getting It
through this House and another place. It
is now law and it became law by virtue of
this interpretation.

it is absolute nonsense to suggest that
the proviso applies to all Bills. If this were
the intention, the Standing Order would

read, "a debate on a Bill shall always be
permissible in all circumstances at any
time." Your ruling then, Mr. Speaker,
would have been quite Correct. However,
that is not the situation. The interpreta-
tion is Qualified and we are left with a
completely different situation.

Mr. Jamieson: That is the only time sub
flidice comes Into it.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It is as plain as a pike-
staff that there is only one possible inter-
pretation. I believe the Bill is sub jud ice
and I have no option but to support the
motion moved by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition.

Motion (dissent from Speaker's ruling)
put and a division taken with the following
result:-

Ayes-la
Mr. Blaikie Mr. O'Neil
Mr. Coyne Mr. Runeiman
Dr. Dadour Mr. Rushton
Mr. Graydon Mr. Stephens
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Thompson
Aft. W. A. Manning Mr. Williams
Mr. MePharlin Mr. R. L. Young
Mr. Mensaros Mr. W. G. Young
Mr. Nader Mr. 1. W. Manning
Mr. O'Connor (Teller)

NoeS-20
Mr. Bateman Mr. Pletcher
Mr. Bertram Mr. Hartrey
Mr. Bickerton Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Brady Mr. Jones
Mr. Brown Mr. Lapham
Mr. Bryce Mr. Mclver
Mr. Burke Mr. Moiler
Mr. Cook Mr. Taylor
Mr. DAes Mr. A. R. Tonkin
Mr. R. D). Evans Mr. Harman

(Tetier)
Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mr. Gayfer Mr. araham
Mr. Lewis Mr. May
Sir Charles Court Mr. J. T. Tonkin
Sir David Brand Mr. T1. D). Evans
Mr. Ridge Mr. Seweill

Motion thus negatived.
Debate (on second reading) Resumed

MR. HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe) [2.58
p.m.]: I oppose the Bill because I believe
the repeal of the Scientology Act is against
the interests of the People, and this also
sums up Dr. Ellis' views on this matter. I
believe that the report laid on the Table
of the House by the Minister supports this
view-that the repeal of the Scientology
Act is against the interests of the people.

There is no doubt in MY mind that the
Act has been of inestimable value to the
community. The decision to Introduce the
legislation was not an easy one to make,
but the benefits have been, and are, very
real. I believe the Act should remain on
the Statute book.

I would like to remind those members
who were here prior to the introduction of
the Scientology Act of the representations
we received from many people who were
greatly troubled personally, In the family



5574 (ASSEMBLY.]

sphere, and possibly financially, by the B.Sc., President. I feel that letter Provides
acts of the scientology cult and the prac-
tices of the organisaitlon.

There is no doubt that representations
were made. AS a member of Parliament I
received many representations from people
in my electorate. As the Minister for
Health at thle time I received many more.
Members onl both sides of the House-
from both the Liberal and Labor Parties-
made representations to the predecessor of
the Present Minister that action be taken
to curb the activities of the scientology
movcment because of the damage which
was being caused. These are the facts of
life.

Apart from all the complaints we re-
ceived, the Mental Health Services became
most concerned about the number of pati-
ents who began to enter institutions such
as Heathcote Hospital suffering from
breakdowns, possibly as a result of the
actions of tihe scientology movement.

Mr. Laphani: Did you say, "possibly"?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Yes;
quite determine whether
breakdowns are the direct
cult.

one can never
or not such
result of this

Mr. Lapham: I agree.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: So the Mental

Health Services became involved in the
matter because the health of the commun-
ity was being affected in a material man-
ner. I have already said that members
from both sides of the House pressed for
action.

Let us examine the situation at the pres-
ent time. We find now that members do not
receive such complaints. I do not know
whether other members have received com-
plaints. but certainly I have not received
any Since the Scientology Act was placed
on the Statute book: although one person
phoned me when the announcement was
made in the Press that the repeal Bill
would be brought to Parliament, and said
he hoped and trusted that the Act would
remain on the Statute book. That person
was one of the complainants who ap-
proached me Years ago, and he has a scien-
tologist in his family. However, I would
say most members have not been troubled
by their constituents in respect of scien-
tology since the Act has been in force.

Therefore, so far as I am concerned
there is great practical value in retaining
the Act. I think it should be left on the
statute book.

Actual evidence of the value of the legis-
lation has come from the scientology
movement or, as it is now called, the
Church of the New Faith. I received a let-
ter-and I have no doubt other members
received similar letters-addressed to me
by the Church of the New Faith and
signed by the Reverend Michael Graham,

evidence of the value of the Act; and
whether or not members opposite wish to
believe it is their own business.

In the letter reference is made to the
fact that the Church of the New Faith has
introduced a code of reform which In-
cludes, firstly, the cancellation of discon-
netion. Secondly, it includes the cancella-
tion of security checking as a form of con-
fession. I presume that refers to the com-
pilation of dossiers. Thirdly, it includes the
Prohibition of the writing down of any
confessional materials. I would think such
materials involve the question and answer
sessions, and the possibility of the material
being used against people subsequently.
Fourthly, the code of reform includes the
cancellation of declaring people fair game.
Apparently that practice was adopted
against anyone who offended the scien-
tology movement. They were declared fair
game, and, as such, they could be-

Mr. W. A. Manning: Destroyed.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: -cheated and lied

against. etc. They could be virtually de-
stroyed.*

As a result of the introduction of the leg-
islation the Church of the New Faith has
brought in a code of reform, providing
evidence of the value of the legislation.
However, if the Scientology Act is repealed
no-one knows what might happen. The
items to which I have referred could re-
appear in slightly different form. Of course,
those items do not, by any manner of
means, exhaust other possible policies
which could be used against people in the
same fashion as the ones I referred to
were used. Man's ingenuity in this regard
is limitless. Therefore, we could have new
methods introduced.

We could have the whole paraphernalia
of the cult again paraded before the people
of the State, with consequent damage to
their welfare. There is a most definite
clash and bitter difference of opin-
ion between the Mental Health Services-
not only in this State, but I am referring
to Western Australia-and the Church of
the New Faith. Advertisements have been
Placed in the Press referring to the evils
of the Mental Health Services. The sci-
entologists have told us about these things.

Therefore, Dr. Ellis submitted a report
to the Minister for Health, who adminis-
ters the Mental Health Act and who dc-
mands from the Treasury, as is his right,
considerable sums of money to run the
Mental Health Services and to Provide ad-
juncts to those services already existing.
The Minister for Health is the man who
is charged with the responsibility for men-
tal health in Western Australia.

In any case, getting away from the
complexities of liberalism with a small
"I''-

Mr. Jamieson: Oh!
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Mr. HUTCHINSON: There is nothing
funny about that.

Mr. Jamieson: I am so used to all the
signs with the big "L" on them; that is
all.

Mr. HUTCHIN4SON: The Minister for
Works did not wait until I finished.

Mr. Hartrey: You acknowledge there is
a difference?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Yes, otherwise 1
would not have mentioned the small "/
I am liberal with a small 'T, in regard to
some matters, but certainly not in regard
to all matters that many liberals with a
small "I" count among their philosophies.
I think the same might apply to the mem-
ber for Boulder-Dundas.

However, getting away from the com-
plexities of liberalism with a small .", we
as members of Parliament must choose be-
tween the advice of the leader of the Men-
tal Health Services and the leader of the
Church of the New Faith and decide
whether or not what the Church of the
New Faith may do if the Act is repealed
would again bring about a state of affairs
damaging to the lives of cur people.

I do not think any Minister for Health
can lightly disregard the advice of the
Director of Mental Health Services, and
it must occasion the Minister a great deal
of concern and worry to ascertain whether
he is doing the right thing in introducing
this repeal Bill. However, he might not
have foreseen any troubles, and he might
have seen his duty very clearly. That is
up to him to tell us, but certainly the is-
sue is a plain one to me.

I appreciate that the Church of the New
Faith has effected certain reforms. I
think it is a great deal better off for hav-
ing done that, but I do not think it should
be allowed to have unlimited use of the
E-meter, not because of the harm it might
do but because of the injury it could cause
to the minds of people when uased. The
use of group therapy by untrained people
is also dangerous. These people might be
trained in their own particular sphere, but
not in the spheres which the Government
follows and certainly not in the spheres of
mental health which we recognise.

The report which Dr. Ellis has produced
is not a long one, and it should be read
to the House. This is a report on scien-
tology by the Director of Mental Health
Services and is beaded, "Scientology." It
is signed by Dr. Ellis. The report is as fol-
lows:-

Thle Seientology Act was introduced
"to protect the Public from certain
harmful practices" (Proceedings of
Health Ministers' Conference held in
Perth Apr11 190'?). Your predecessor in
office stated In reply to a letter
from a Mr. J. R. White that

as Minister for Health one

of my responsibilities is to safeguard
as far as possible the physical and
mental health of the community. It
is with this thought in mind that I
propose to bring in the Bill for an
Act to prohibit the practice of Scien-
tology in this State."

Your predecessor's action was based
on recommendations from the State
Health Council which had Met on
24/6/19 66 to consider the report of the
Mental Health Committee on Scientol-
ogy. The State Health Council recom-
mended that Scientology be outlawed.
The State Health Council consisted of
16 leaders of the Medical Profession
in Western Australia, and included the
then Under Secretary for Health, Mr.
J. J. Devereux, and the present Com-
missioner and Deputy Commissioner
for Public Health and the Director
for Mental Health. This was a unani-
mous recommendation taken after full
consideration of the Mental Health
Committee's report of its meeting on
27/10/1965. The Mental Health Com-
mittee of the S.H.C. consisted of the
present Director of Mental Health as
Chairman, Dr. F. Macaulay, Dr. W. S,
Robinson, Dr. F. C. Prendergast, Dr.
E. R1. Beech, and Mr. J. Devereux. Pro-
fessor Saint and Dr. W. S. Davidson
were unable to attend. This Commit-
tee unanimously resolved "Having
studied the Report (of the Victorian
enquiry) the Committee views the pro-
cedures lnvolvcd in Scientology, Diane-
tics, and the like with considerable
alarm.

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

The Committee thoroughly supports
the recommendations of the Commise-
sion and in particular urges that leg-
islatilon be brought down to implement
these recommendations in the interests
of the public",

It is true that "No-one is forced into
Scientology", but Scientology attracts
the ignorant, weak, credulous, and
emotionally unstable, and once con-
tact is made such persons find it very
difficult to break away from the Cult
because of the insidious pressuring
techniques used. An example of the
use of such techniques is quoted in
The West Australian of 31st August,
1966-

Mr. Davies: That was a fair while ago.
Mr. HU'TCHINSON: To continue with

the report-
-where the then Member for Wem-
bley stated In the Assembly that "In-
nocent people who had left the Hub-
bard Association of Scientologists In-
ternational were being terrorised" and
had received threatening letters from
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the Association simply because they
had dissociated themselves from it.

The Deputy Commissioner of Polle
of the day also stated to his Minister
that "From my own knowledge, as a
police officer, of this Organisation, I
am wholeheartedly and unreservedly
in favour of every aspect of the pro-
posed legislation" (that banning Sci-
ento logy).

Mr. Bickerton: That is not the view of
Dr. Ellis: it is More or less a summation
by Dr. Ellis of the thoughts of other
people.

Mr. HUITCHINSON: We have had all
that before.

Mr. Bickerton: Let us have it again.
Do not be nasty.

Mr. HUTCHIN4SON: It is difficut to be
nasty with the Minister for Housing.

Mr. Bickerton: Is it not a summation
by Dr. Ellis of the opinions of other people?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: As a matter of
fact, the whole of it is a summation of
Dr. Ellis' opinion.

Mr. Bickerton: He is making a summa-
tion of the opinions of other people.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: He has given those,
and also his own personal summation at
the end. He goes along with the whole
of this report, and it expresses his views.

Mr. Bickerton: They are not the views
of Dr. Ellis.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: This is one of the
reasons that there could be very definitely
an interference with the process of Justice
by dealing with this legislation at the pre-
sent time. I am talking about matters
which will be brought before the court
if the case goes to court.

Mr. Bertram: That is, if It ever gets to
court.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I do not have to
answer such foolish interjections. How do
we know whether the case will not go be-
fore a court?

Mr. Jamieson. It is the same in the case
of all writs.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: it is passing strange
that a lawyer should try to excuse the
Government's action on the basis that the
case may not get to court.

Mr. Bickerton: I agree with the member
for Cottesloe. I think he should come
out with It.

The SPEAKER: The member for Cot-
tesloe should ignore the interjections.

Mr. HUJTCHINqSON: First of all. I have
to thank the Minister for Housing for his
interjection.

Mr. Jamieson: Was Dr. Ellis ever a
member of this organisation? I am ask-
Ing you.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: It would be com-
pletely impossible.

Mr. Bickerton: You say the whole of
your argument is based on his report, but
You did not have that report when you
banned scientology.

Mr. O'Neil: All the member for Cottes-
Ice Is doing is to read out a report in
order that it may be incoroPrated in
Hansard.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I did not say that
the whole of our objection was based on
this report. At the outset I tried to put
forward our ideas, and If I did not express
myself Properly at the time my views
might appear better in Hansard.

Mr. Bickerton: You will not need the
summation.

The SPEAKER: The member for Cot-
tesloe will continue.

Mr. HUTfCHINSON: The Minister for
Housing is still trying to be helpful. To
continue-

In New Zealand, a Committee of
Enquiry in response to a Petition from
716 people, produced a recommenda-
tion which was adopted by the House
and which stated 'Not wishing to cur-
tail the freedom of association or to
impede the free flow of ideas, the Com-
mittee is reluctant to suggest that any
movement be outlawed or that meet-
ings of any groups of people be ban-
ned, but sufficient has been heard to
indicate that some action should be
taken in connection with the activities
and methods of Scientology" (P.H.D.
555/68/241). On the same file at folio
185 is a request from Great Britain
suggesting that the subject would
shlortly come up for debate in the Brit-
ish Parliament.

A leading article in the Medical
Journal of Australia of 18/2/1967
(folio 193/194) states that " . .. It
became obvious in the early 1960's,
that its practice (Scientology's) was
inherently bad and constituted a dan-
ger to mental health, in that a type of
crude psychoanalysis and command or
authoritative hypnosis was being car-
ried out by people who had no know-
ledge or appreciation of, or skill in,
orthodox psychiatry or psychology. An
Impression was created in a covert
way that mental and physical illnesses
could be cured by Scientology, and it
was asserted that the able would be
made more able, suppressions would be
removed, intelligence quotient and
,aersonality improved, and that It would
uroof people against mental and phy-
sical Illnesses.

Mr. Bickerton: I would like to know what
Dr. Ellis thinks; the honourable member
has only said what he has written.
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Mr. O'Neil: The member for Cottesloe
has not finished Yet.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. HUTCHINSON: To continue-
other benefits were also guaranteed

by allegedly infallible means".
At folio 178 on the same file (P.H.D.

555/68) is an extract from one of the
Scientology Publications setting out
some of the claims of the Organisa-
tion. If you will read this, you will agree
that it is a fanfaronade of the most
ridiculous nonsense, calculated to ap-
peal to the uneducated, unsophisti-
cated, and mentally disturbed.

On the file quoted above is a great
deal of literature concerning the Or-
ganisation and I am enclosing some
extracts from other files for Your Per-
usal.

I ask the Minister for Housing not to go
away.

Mr. O'Neil: If the Minister wants to hear
what Dr. Ellis really thinks he will have
to stay.

Mr. HUTCHINqSON: To continue-
I am of the opinion that the evi-

dence collected and produced indicates
that Scientology is indeed a danger
to public health and as such I believe
that It would be very much against the
public interest if the present Act
were repealed.

Mr. Bickerton: On what does he base
his reasons--on those extracts?

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The Minister may
leave now. What I have read out is a sim-
ple summation of that brief report by the
Minister's adviser on mental health. In the
report he asked the Minister to have re-
gard for these other matters, and he re-
ferred to them in the various fles, and
reports which had been made; the various
reports which had to be given and the
various documents which had been pro-
duced. Cognisance must be taken of the ad-
vice of this man. I think the Government
is very foolish indeed to reject the advice
of its principal adviser on this matter. Of
course, the man who leads the Mental
Health Services is not the only person who
believes that a resurgence of scientology
would not be in the best interests of the
people of the State.

Before concluding I want to say that I
received a letter from the Church of the
New Faith (Inc.)-as I suppose other
members of Parliament did-and again it
was signed by the Reverend Michael
Graham, B.5c. The letter refers to the
K-meter, and reads as follows:-

Dear Sir.
There is no need to ban the K-Meter

because of the monopoly Scientologists
have on it. There has never been any
doubt that the E-Meter works.

The Church has made the following
unprecedented offer:-

(1) To train the Police in its use
to confirm the truth.

(2) To teach Its use in Education
to handle dropouts, illiteracy
and to shorten study time.

(3) To train Psychologists and
Psychiatrists to handle the
insane without brutalizing
their patients and to protect
their rights.

(4) To train staff to use the
K-Meter to handle drug ad-
dicts.

Why try to suppress an area of tech-
nology? It is a powerful tool with
secular application in the bands of
the trained individual. The K-Meter
is fantastic and we can train untrained
People to handle specific areas.

A man with a pocket full of answers
can afford to share them. This is an
unprecedented offer by the Church of
the New Faith. We will train persons
in the secular use of the K-Meter with-
out charge.

Mr. Jamieson: A free offer. It could
not be any fakrer than that I

Mr. HUTCHINqSON: It is certainly an
unprecedented offer and It Is certainly an
extraordinary offer.

Mr. JTamieson: And so are many of the
offers one reads about each day in the
Press.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: If the Minister for
Works wants to improve his education he
could go along and, perhaps, take his
children. I wonder if the Minister for
Police will Jump at the chance.

Mr. Fletcher: For Police reasons; not
for health reasons.

Mr. HUTfCHINSON: I want to draw the
attention of the House to the whole tone
of the letter, and the manner in which
the group desires to inject itself Into the
training of the police, the teaching
of the use of the K-meter In education,
the training of psychologists and psychia-
trists, and to assist in handling the insane
-not the mentally disturbed, but the in-
sane.

Mr. Fletcher: But we do not come into
that category.

Mr. HUTCHINqSON: One wonders, some-
times! Also, the group claims that the
use of the K-meter can handle drug addicts.

Mr. O'Neil: Do they claim to cure, or
Just handle?

Mr. HUJTCHINSON: The whole letter is
written In a manner which defies my
Proper comprehension. Others may be
able to read It and analyse it and consider
it to be a fine offer. However, I have my
doubts as to whether any Ministers onl the
front bench opposite will avail themselves
of this unprecedented offer.
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Mr. Jamieson: We are all short of time.
Mr. Davies: There's no doubt about me;

I will not.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: I conclude by re-

peating that I oppose the Bill because
I believe that the repeal of the Scientology
Act is against the best Interests of the
people.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Harman.

FIRE BRIGADES ACT AMENDMENT
DILL

Council's Message
Message from the Council received and

read notifying that it insisted on its
amendments Nos. I and 2 to which the AS-
sembly had disagreed, and to which Is
added the following addendum:-

That the Legislative Assembly be
informed that the Legislative Council
considers that under Its Standing
Orders it has the competence to amend
the Bill, and strongly disagrees with
the contention of the Legislative As-
sembly that It Is beyond the competence
of the Legislative Council to do so. The
Legislative Council therefore advises
the Legislative Assembly that the Legis-
lative Assembly has not put forward
any reasons for disagreeing with the
amendments made by the Legislative
Council, but the Legislative Council
would be prepared to consider reasons
put forward by the Legislative Assem-
bly for disagreeing with the amend-
mernts made by the Legislative Council
provided such reasons do not challenge
the proceedings of the Legislative
Council when the Legislative Council
is acting within the competence of its
authority.

APROPRJATION BILL (GENERAL
LOAN FUND)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from an earlier stage

of the sitting.

MR. THOMPSON (Darling Range) [3.30
p~.:I wish to take this opportunity to

refer to education and the capital expendi-
ture thereon. In the time allotted to me
i[ will highlight the humbug that was per-
petrated uipnn the people of this State by
the former opposition which Is now in
Government in this State. in past years
we heard strong criticism of the perfor-
merce of the Liberal-Country Party Gov-
ernment with respect to education but I
submit the present Government Is doing
rn better and in some cases is doing con-
siderably worse.

I represent an area which has a growth
rate as high as that of any other area of
t;he S1tate. I do not deny that tremendous
problems are generated by a growth rate
of between 14 and 18 per cent., which has

been experienced in the Shire of Kalamun-
da in recent years. One of the problems
arises in the sphere of education, and I
charge this Government with being unable
or unwilling to grapple with the problem
of education In this area of high growth.

I want to draw attention to a number
of schools, and I will begin with the Dar-
lington School. Some months ago I was
asked by the parents and citizens' assoc-
iation of that school to introduce a depu-
tation to the Minister for Education with
a view to informing him of the need for
urgent action to ensure that adequate ac-
commodation be provided for the child-
ren in the Darlington area. During the
course of the deputation members made
certain predictions with respect to the
growth rate which the Minister said 'were
not accurate and would not muaterialise. In
fact, those predictions have materialised.
and an unacceptable situation now exists
in that school.

I will quote some of the figures and pre-
dictions which were given during the de-
putation. The Minister complimented the
members of the deputation on the way
they had gone about their Job. He found
no fault with the way in which they had
compiled their case and presented it to
him. He said It was one of the best cases
that had ever been presented to him. In
February, 1972, the distribution of the
school population in the various grades
was-

Grade Number of Children
1 .... ... 31
2 48
3 54
4 ... 48
5 .. ... 51
a ... . 35
7 .- -. 31

1 think it will be agreed that the numnuer
of students in the classes at that school
was well in excess of what Is desirable in
present-day circumstances.

Mr. Bickerton: What were they in the
previous year?

Mr. THOMPSON: They were probably
just as high in the previous year. I do
not deny that. I am saying that prior to
the last election the then Opposition ac-
cused the Government of doing nothing to
relieve the situation In education. The
situation is getting worse and unless the
Government takes stock of itself we will
have a heck of a mess on our hands when
we return to office In 1974.

Mr. Bickerton: You will not have half
the mess we bad.

Mr. THOMPSON: In a letter replying to
the President of the Darlington P. & C.,
the Minister for Education said-

In view of the present predictions
and accommodatidri, and the heavy
demands being made on Loan FUnds,
the addition of any permanent class-
rooms for the 1973 school year cannot
be justified.

5578



(Wednesday, 22 November, 1972] 57

He pointed out that the predictions were
inaccurate and would not materialize, but
in fact they have miaterialized. The Min-
ister said the department estimated that
at the beginning of the next school year
there would be 320 students to be accom-
modated. The figure could be nearer to
330, without taking into account the impact
of the new students who will go to the
school next year.

On the 23rd August, following receipt
of the reply to the deputation, I again
wrote to the Minister for Education and
pointed out that at that time there were
312 children at the school and the dis-
tribution through the various grades was:
Grades 1 and 2. with one teacher, 41;
Grade 2, 46; Grade 3, 41; Grades 3, 4, and
5. 39; Grade 4, 37; Grade 5, 42; Grade 6,
34; Grade 7, 32. Grade 7 had only 32
students because the teacher who looked
after that class was the headmaster, who
also had to administer the school. Most
of the other grades had well in excess of
the desired number of students.

The present enrolment at the school is
319, and the enrolment predicted for next
year is 345, which is considerably in excess
of the number predicted by the Minister.

In reply to my letter of the 23rd August,
the Minister indicated he was prepared to
provide an additional teacher for the
school. The school obtained the services
of the additional teacher but no classroom
to accommodate that teacher. The de-
partment, could not provide a demountable
classroom, so the headmaster had to con-
temiplate the use of another room.

Prior to the last election in this State
the Labor Party displayed advertisements
in the newspapers showing children in
washroomls. But now that It is in Govern-
ment, it is creating the same situation, and
I believe the Government has demonstrated
that it is not doing as good a job in the
field of education as did the former Gov-
ernment.

When be was the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, the Premier indicated to the people
of the State that he was so concerned
about education that he, himself, would
undertake to administer that portfolio. The
people of the State could well have taken
it from that that the No. 1 man in the new
Government intended to accept the respon-
sibility for education and solve all the
Problems. However, the Government has
not solved the problems, and I suggest that
by assuming so many portfolios--which
caused him to be dubbed "Super Tonk"-
the Premier added to the Problem because
he was unable to devote the necessary time
to this very important matter.

The situation at the flarlington School
as at a few minutes ago, when I rang the
headmaster, is that the 319 students-
bearing in mind that the school is sup-
posed to have an additional teacher since
August-are distributed in this way:
Grade 7, 31; Grade 8, 36; Grade 5. 43;

Grade 4, 42; Grade 3, 43; Grade 2, 46:
the split Grades 1 and 2, 40; and Grades
3, 4, and 5, 38.

I do not think anybody would accept
that as being desirable and, accordingly,
I urge the Minister to do something about
it forthwith. There rave been indications
that the Minister recognised the need for
more accommodation to be made available,
but I find that in the current year he has
not made any allocation in his budget to
cater for permanent buildings. It is pro-
Posed to erect demountable classrooms if
these are available.

The same situation exists in Lesmurdie.
Here again the Parents of the children in
the school expressed their concern some
time ago; as a matter of fact the first
Piece of Paper that appears on the file of
this Particular school relates to the
$1,443,000 gap. The Parents and citizens'
association Invited ine to attend their
school and indicate to them my attitude
with respect to education. This was very
early in my life as the member for Darling
flange.

On the 17th April the enrolment at the
school was 405 and the distribution
among the 10 teachers at that time was
as follows-

Grade
1 ..
1 and 2
2
3 ..
3 and 4
4
5
5 and 6
6 and '7
7 ..

Number of
Children

... ... ... .. 42
... .... 40

4-5
... ... ... 33

... 35

.... .... 39

.... .... .... 4 1
29

I think members will agree that of the
10 classes listed only one is anywhere near
what the desirable number Should be; this
is the split grade of 3 and 4 which has
35 pupils. The rest of them have something
in the order of 40 pupils. Pour of the
classrooms have 89 pupils each and the
rest have 40 and above. This is an intoler-
able situation.

On the 18th April I wrote to the Minister
for Education and drew his attention to
the position that existed at the Lesmiurdie
School. It was indicated that the school
would get another teacher, but that it
would be provided with demountable class-
rooms.

The Parents and citizens' association
argued that because of the growth rate
there was some justification for the pro-
vision of permanent buildings at the school
some time during this year to cater for
the increased enrolment.
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On the 8th May, 1972, the Minister for
Education replied to my representations
as follows:-

Further to your letter of the 18th
April concerning the provision of a
half cluster of three teaching units at
Lesmurdie Primary School I wish to
advise that present planning provides
for the use of at least three demount-
ables at Lesmurdle Primary School
and the erection of a half cluster of
either three or four teaching spaces
for the commencement of the 1974
school year.

Since February, 1970, Lesmurdle has
had a growth rate of between 50 to 60
pupils per year. In accordance with
this trend and the headmaster's esti-
mate that there will be 440 pupils en-
rolled at the beginning of 1973. it is
planned to wait until 1973 so that a
decision can be made whether to pro-
vide three or four teaching areas for
the beinning of 1974 or if enrolments
increased rapidly to provide a full
cluster.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.05 p.

Mr. THOMPSON: Prior to the afternoon
tea suspension I quoted a letter dated the
8th may which had been forwarded to me
from the Minister for Education, indicat-
ing he was unable to do anything to com-
ply with the request I made on the 18th
April to make a start on the Lesmurdie
Primary School in order to rectify what
Z believed to be an unacceptable situation;,
namely, the overcrowding of the school.
When I relayed the contents of the Minis-
ter's letter to the parents and citizens'
association it asked me to attend Its meet-
ing at which it was proposed to discuss the
matter.

Although I had, in part, agreed to what
the Minister said, the parents and
citizens' association wanted the Minister
immediately to make available to the school
cluster type classrooms sufficient to
accommodate the increased number of
pupils at the school. I believed, and I still
believe, it is an acceptable practice with
increased enrolments at any school to pro-
vide demountable classrooms until such
time as the provision of a, brick cluster type
school can be justified.

Most people who follow education closely
have been impressed with the attitude of
teachers and students to the cluster type
of school. I believe the policy of pro-
viding demountable classrooms to accom-
modate the children enrolled until such
time as a permanent brick cluster type of
school is justified, is reasonable. As I have
said, I supported the Minister's comments
In that regard. However, the parents and
citizens' association indicated Its concern
over the attitude of the Minister with
respect to the growth rate of the Lesraurdle

School. As a result the association asked
me to lead a deputation to the Minister
for Education, and I did so on the 16th
August of this year.

Here again I consider the parents and
citizens' association put forward a sound
and well Prepared submission to the Minis-
ter for Education. The members of the
deputation pointed out to the Minister
that the enrolment for the commencement
of the 1973 school year would be 465. This
was considerably greater than the figure
the Minister had quoted in his letter to
me on the 8t May. The Minister ad-
nitted to the deputation members that the
department's estimate of the enrolment for
the 1973 school year was not Correct, and
at that time it was expected the enrol-
ment for the ensuing year would be 470
students.

To my mind this was an admission that
there was some Justification for the pro-
vision of increased accommodation at the
Lesmurdle School, and I consider there
should be some flexibility within the loan
programme to enable such an anomalous
situation to be rectified. Since the deputa-
tion met the Minister, the situation has de-
teriorated even further, because the head-
master has now advised the department
that the enrolments for the commence-
ment of the 1973 school year will be 480,
and not 470. As time goes on the rate of
growth during this year Is accelerating. if
the Minister does not wish to have a cha-
otic situation on his hands he will have to
look at that school very closely. Indeed, he
will have to look at the situation at the
Darlington School also, where the position
is more or less identical. There again, for
the benefit of the Minister who was not
present earlier, the parents and citizens'
association indicated that a certain growth
rate was evident but now it seems quite
clear that the estimate was conservative.

History reveals that the growth rate is
considerably greater than that which the
Education Department expected and
slightly greater than what the parents
and citizens' association indicated to the
Minister when It met him as a deputation.
In Its submiszsion on the 16th August, the
Lesmurdie Parents and Citizens' Associa-
tion made a request which I now quote-

The Lesmurdie Parents and Citizens'
Association draws Your attention to
the foregoing statistics and requests
that a four (4) unit cluster be pro-
vided for February, 1973.

The Minister replied to the deputation on
the same day, which Is his prerogative, but
this Is rather unusual because it is cus-
tomary for the Minister to give due con-
sideration to any request made by a de-
putation before making his reply. On this
occasion the departmental officer was pre-
sent with him and the Minister was able
to state that the department was not Pre-
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pared to provide permanent classrooms at
the Lesmurdie School for the start of the
1973 school year.

so the position at Lesniurdie, at the
commencement of the 1973 school year,
will be that the school will have four de-
mountable classrooms which I think Is
either two or three more than the Edu-
cation Department considered would be
necessary when It made its estimates in
May of this year.

I said earlier that the Government, early
In the financial year, has to decide where
it is to spend its pennies. It should have
flexibility within the framework of the
Budget to enable the Education Depart-
menit to cater for such an anomalous situa-
tion as this one. I might Just Mention
that in the submission made by the parents
and citizens' association when it met the
Minister as a deputation, the following ap-
pears:-

The Lesmurdle Parents and Citizens'
Association would regard any action
less than our requests as a lowering of
educational standards.

As your Government's stated educa-
tion policy is quite the opposite this
Association urges You to institute an
urgent review of the matter.

The association Is very disillusioned as a
result of the situation that has developed.
and many of its members have expressed
to me the fact that they believe the per-
formance of the Government has not
matched the promises it made to the people
of the State prior to Its being elected at
the 1971 general elections.

Mr. T. D. Evans: We inherited a great
backlog of work that had to be performed;
don't forget that! I have just returned
from the Graylands Teachers' College and
your Government does not have anything
to boast about in regard to what did not
happen there.

Mr. THOMPSON: I agree that the pre-
vious Government had-and this Govern-
ment has-a problem with education, but
I submit that the present Government's
performance is no better-in fact it is
worse-than the performance of the previ-
ous Government.

Mr. T. D. Evans: We would have to be
very poor to be worse than the previous
Government, and we are not that poor.

Mr. Davies: Dettman said the perform-
ance of this Government looked to be very
good to him.

Mr. THOMPSON: I believe that all the
promises of the Labor Party that were
shoved before the electors prior to the last
election have proved to be nonsense.

Mr. Davies: Have a look at the sums of
money the Government has spent on edu-
cation. I should know, because I am not
getting any of it for hospitals.

Mr. THOMPSON: I agree, but It is still
not solving the problem, and the figures I
have quoted indicate this.

Mr. Davies: The Government is spend-
ing more money on education now than
ever before.

Mr. THOMPSON: And it has more chil-
dren to cater for.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are only one
member out of 51 in this Assembly. Other
members have problems, too.

Mr. THOMPSON: What I am saying is
that the performance of the Minister's
Government is no better, and perhaps It
is worse than that of the previous Govern-
ment.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are not the only
pebble on the beach.

Mr. THOMPSON: I believe the problem
that exists in the hills districts adj acent
to the metropolitan area Is considerably
more acute than in some other parts of
the State. I will quote another factor in
relation to the situation at the Lesmurdie
School, where only recently the Minister
indicated an increase in the teaching staff
from 10 to 11.

I would like the Minister to indicate
whether he agrees that the number of
students to each of the 11 teachers is
acceptable. One grade I class has 32 chil-
dren. Is that reasonable? No answer! The
second grade 1 class has 35 students; a
grade 2 class has 46 students. Ts that a
rensonnble situation? A combined grade 2
and grade 3 class has 38 students; the
grade 3 class has 45 students: the grade 4,
43; a combined grade 4 and grade 5, 38;
and the grade 5 class has 47 pupils. is
that acceptable to the Minister? Does he
consider that is a better performance than
that of the previous Liberal-Country Party
Government?

The grade 6 class has 44 students; a
combined grade 6 and grade 7 class has 36
students; and the grade 7 has 35 students.
The lastmentioned grade is taught by the
headmaster who must also administer the
school. As a result a part-time teacher
gives him some relief to enable him to
Perform his administrative duties.

The situation at the Lesmurdle and Dar-
lington Schools is almost Parallel. Both
the parents and citizens' associations indi-
cated to the Minister that the growth rates
on which the planning was based were
inaccurate, but he tailed to recognise the
signs, and thus it appears that during the
next school year inadequate facilities and
accommodation and insufficient teachers
will be available to cater for the Children.

Twelve months ago I approached the
Minister for Education to try to get him
to recognise that a problem existed in the
development of school grounds in the hills.
He undertook at that time to accompany
me on an Inspection of tour schools I
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selected. I admit they were the worst cases,
but I wanted to demonstrate to him the
difficult situation experienced in the de-
velopment of grounds at primary schools
in the hills.

It, must be borne in mind that most of
the school grounds are developed under a
subsidy scheme. The P. & C. associations
are assisted by the Government in this re-
spect and I do not in any way underrate
the subsidy made available by the Govern-
ment. In some schools it is fair and
equitable. For instance, all that the
P. & C. assocatlons must contend with
when developing the grounds at schools
on the coastal plain is the knocking over of
a few blackboys; and a little coastal scrub.
Then they plant the grass and in most
cases they experience no difficulty with
water supplies because of the water table
and the availability of water on the coastal
plain.

However, the situation, in the hills, is
entirely different. At the moment I am re-
ferring particularly to the Walliston
School because the ground there is a
shocker. The school is right on the cap of
the Darling Range escarpment, which Is
exposed rock. The whole of the school
ground was rock. Gravel has since been
supplied by the shire council in conjunc-
tion with the P. & C. association. However,
the children are forever getting gravel rash
because they are continually falling over
on the gravel.

Mr. T, D. Evans: How long has that situ-
ation prevailed?

Mr. THOMPSON: The school was opened
for the beginning of the 1970 school year,
and immediately the P..A. raised funds
to attract the subsidy. In fact, it has had
that money sitting in the bank for months
and months waiting to spend it on a better
ground for the children.

Mr. T. D. Evans: When was the applica-
tion made?

Mr. THOMPSON: During 1970. In fact,
some of the work has been done. As I have
said, gravel has been spread over the ex-
posed stone. The situation was so bad that
the builder of the school indicated he
would assist in having the rocks covered,
He donated a cricket Pitch to the children.
Some of the work has been done with the
funds raised, but the P.C.A. applied for the
subsidy and a considerable delay has been
experienced. Principally because of a lack
of water.

I will return to the situation as it was
last year. As I said I desired the Minister
to accompany me in order that I might
show him the difficulty at the school and
the problems experienced because of a lack
of Playing fields at Kalamunda, and the
problem with the Pickering Brook playing
field.

The Minister agreed to accompany mue,
but, unfortunately, on the day for which
the arrangements were made we were sit-
ting and so he could not go. He therefore
asked me to go with an officer from his
department. Following that visit the Mini-
ster indicated to me that certain things
would be done. However 12 months have
elapsed and I had occasion to ring him
the other day to draw his attention to this
matter and the fact that very little had
been done.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I wrote a reply.

Mr. THOMPSON: That is correct, and I
received it.

Mr. T. D. Evans: That indicates that
more than a little has been done.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is too
much audible conversation.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You have to be fair.
Mr. THOMPSON: All right. I will relate

the situation. The Minister has been re-
sponsible for a bore being drilled at the
Walliston School. However, it proved to
be dry and so I immediately wrote to he
Minister for Works to ask him to investi-
gate the possibility of developing the school
grounds there on a basis similar to that
agreed upon in the development of a shire
oval at Lesmurdie. I thought only a matter
of days would elapse before such a sug-
gestion would be accepted, because a. pre-
cedent had been established. As I said, the
Water Board had already undertaken to
provide water for a playing ground being
developed by the shire. However there has
been quite a delay in obtaining an accep-
tance of that proposal.

Nothing of substance has been done at
the Pickering Brook School. The Min-
ister for Education commissioned the
Public Works Department to do something,
but 12 months elapsed and nothing was
done. I admit that since I have again re-
ferred the matter to the Minister, some
fellows have turned up and some surveying
work has been undertaken. It looks as If
some progress is to be made at last. How-
ever, 12 months is a long time In view of
the fact that the Minister indicated that
urgent action would be taken. If that is
urgent action, pity help those who are ex-
pecting only ordinary treatment.

Mr.' T. D, Evans: You are casting reflec-
tions on very loyal officers who served your
Government as well as ours.

Mr. THOMPSON: I worked with most of
the people involved in this and I know
them personally.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are casting reflec-
tions on them.

Mr. THOMPSON: No I am not.
Mr. T. D. Evans: Oh yes you are. The

Minister cannot be responsible to look at
every school every day of the year and you
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would be the first to know that. You are
casting reflections on loyal officers who
served your Government as well as ours.

Mr. THOMPSON: I am indicating the
Minister's inability to get a Job done,

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are not. You are
less than fair, but I would not expect any-
thing else from you. You are less than
fair.

The SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr. THOMPSON: The P.C.A. of the

Kalamunda High School has been making
approaches for some time to have grassed
playing fields provided. It desired to have
seine playing fields established as soon as
possible to cater for the school population
which by next year will be something like
1,300. However, the playing fields have not
yet been provided. Fortunately the Kala-
munda Shire oval is adjacent to the school
and the students have access to It.

Mr. T. D. Evans: How long has that sit-
uation prevailed?

Mr. THOMPSON: Since the school was
developed.

Mr. T. D. Evans: When was that?
Mr. THOMPSON: A number of years

ago. I1 could not indicate the precise year.
However, I have indicated that the situa-
tion has prevailed for some time. During
the latter days of the regime of the pre-
vious Government the necessary work was
commenced to establish aL grassed playing
field at the school. A dam was established.
and that dam has been filled with -water
since long before the last election, but not
a gallon of water has been pumped from
it onto the oval.

I was invited to attend a meeting of the
student council of the high school the
other day and the students indicated that
as far as they could establish, the Kala-
munda High School was the only school
in the metropolitan area which did not
have a decent playing field. The school
has about 1,000 students and It does not
have even a gymnasium. The students
are very disillusioned with the system; and
I do not blame them, particularly when
they know the dam has been established
and contains water, but no equipment is
available with which to pump the water
onto the round.

In reply to questions I have asked in this
House it has been stated that the grass
would be planted In the spring of this
year. We are now into the summer and
it has still not been planted. We are
told that it cannot be done because the
ground is boggy. It was not baggy last
year and I believe the Job should have
been done. We should not be faced with
the situation in which a dam has been full
of water for so long and yet no use can
be made of it.

I liken this situation to one which de-
veloped a few years ago in thle electorate
of the then Deputy Premier, the Leader of

the Country Party. A dam, similar to the
one at Kalarnunda, was. provided, but a
great deal of time elapsed before it was
drawn to the Minister's attention and some
urgent action was taken. Within hours of
the approach being made, the reticulation
equipment was installed. I know of this
instance personally because I worked dur-
ing a weekend to arrange for the necessary
equipment to be supplied and installed.

Mr. Bickerton: Was that a favour to the
then Deputy Premier?

Mr. THOMPSON: No. The P.C.A. at
the time became fed up to the back teeth
with being stalled off and so it approached
its local member. As a result the job was
done. I believe similar action ought to be
taken in connection with the Kalamunda
High School playing ground. It is un-
acceptable that a school with more than
1,000 students should have no playing field.

Mr. Bickerton: In this case they have
been in touch with their local member.

Mr. THOMPSON: Yes: and he has been
doing his best for a long time.

I admit that the department and the
Minister have a problem because of the
tremendous growth rate evident in the
hills. Some few months ago an agreement
was reached that the Kalamunda High
School would be upgraded to a five-year
high school. In order to cater for that
upgrading access was necessary to Com-
monwealth funds to provide a science block.
When I made the initial approach the
department indicated it could not provide
the necessary money from State funds to
erect the science classrooms at the high
school in order to upgrade it and that it
was waiting on the Commonwealth.

Eventually the Commonwealth indicated
its intention to extend the Commonwealth
science grants and so I again approached
the Director-General of Education who
agreed to the upgrading. The contract was
let, but It was a long, drawn-out process.
and the contractor exceeded the time limit
by several months causing considerable
unrest and inconvenience to the staff and
the students at the school.

Temporary accommodation had to be
sought in the shire hall and students and
teachers alike had to cart furniture In and
out of the hall each day because the hall
was required for community functions in
the evenings. That situation will be ex-
perienced again at the school next year,
because although the Minister accepted
that 10 new classrooms would be required,
as well as a Commonwealth library block,
the contract has only recently been let
and the classrooms will not be available
for the commencement of the next school
year. The Minister has given an under-
taking that an attempt will be made to
make the classroom block available and
although I hope It is, from my experience
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I would say there is as much chance that
it will be ready as there is of our flying
to the moon.

Mr. Bickerton: That is not difficult these
days.

Mr. THOMPSON: It is not impossible,
but it Is rather costly; and I cannot see
the 10 rooms being completed in time for
the commencement of the next school
year.

Mr. Bickerton: I would not mind taking
up a collection if You would go to the
moon.

Mr. THOMPSON: Recently I had occa-
sion to ask questions In the House to
demonstrate the intolerable situation
which had developed at the Kalamunda
High School as a result of the breakdown
of the septic system. The Minister appre-
ciated the seriousness of the situation and
undertook to have action taken quickly.

People whose children are students at
the school are still dissatisfied with the
arrangements for the disposal of the efflu-
ent. Quite a strong stench still emanates
from the septic tank system. This situa-
tion is unacceptable to the people in the
area concerned. I hope that, by the com-
mencement of the next school year, the
system will have been replaced by one
which is efficient.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has five more minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON: There is a problem;
because, to enable the septic system to be
replaced, a number of demnountable class-
rooms, which have been built illegally over
the effluent drainage system, must be re-
moved. They cannot be removed until
the classrooms block, which I mentioned
a short while ago, has been completed.
consequently I can see that the Minister's
prediction that the septic system will be
replaced before the commencement of the
next school year is highly improbable
unless there is some departure from the
present plans.

I ask the Minister to take particular in-
terest in this because the demountable
classrooms which exist In the school ground
now are located in the area which will
accommodate the library block and part
of the septic system.

Mr. T. D2. Evans: The Minister has taken
an interest In all the honourable member
has said.

Mr. THOMPSON: I am pleased he has,
and I hope urgent action will be taken,
because I believe the situation should not
be allowed to continue. I stress my point
that I trust the Minister will take a special
interest in this area. I hope he will take
a special Interest in the school at Darling-
ton. I hope he will take a special Interest
In the school at Lesmurdle. I certainly
hope he will have a very close look at the

situation at Walliston because not only is
the school in my electorate but two of my
children attend there. On occasions I
must dab Mercurochrome on scratches and
abrasions my children receive at the school,
because the school does not have a decent
Playing field, even though for some time
the Parents and citizens' association has
had the necessary money to attract a
subsidy. As a result of the rise in costs,
it Is inevitable with the Passage of time
that the association 'will not have suffi-
cient money and will have to raise more.
Nevertheless, I think that situation will be
well In hand. I hope that next year we
will see a decent playing field at this school.

I urge the Minister to take a particular
Interest in those cases where the situation
Is Peculiar and where It is difficult to pro-
vide playing fields. I ask him to treat
these areas with somewhat more leniency
than the ones on the coastal Plain which
are easier to deal with.

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

(Continued on page 5593)

QUESTIONS (15): ON NOTICE
1. SCIENTOLOGY ACT

Repeal
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Health:

How many practising qualified-
(a) psychiatrists;
(b) psychologists,

2.

are on record in his department
being in favour of repeal of the
Scientology Act?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(a) and (b) None.

MOTOR VEHICLE LICENSES
Renewal Notices

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister re-
Presenting the Minister for Police:
(1) Is he aware that a considerable

number of people did not receive
the renewal notice of their motor
vehicle licenses throughout the
metropolitan area in recent
months?

(2) Is it a fact that this was due to
some fault In the computer system
which prints the renewal forms?

(3) As a number of motor vehicle
owners omitted to renew their li-
censes, not keeping evidence of
their expiry, will they all be sub-
ject to relicensing their vehicles if
the expiry was due to not receiving
the renewal forms?

(4) What action will be taken to avoid
the inconvenience caused to the
motoring public?
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Mr. BICKERTON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Answered by (1).
(3) If a renewal is not effected within

fifteen days, re-examination of the
vehicle is required. If there is a
doubt that the renewal form was
not posted to the licensee, then
every consideration is extended
and as a rule the re-examination
Is not enforced.

(4) In all cases for re-examination
which could inconvenience the
licensee unduly, the case is exam-
ined and if considered justified,
re-examination is waived.

3. AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
Growing and Breeding withlout

Restrictions
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Could he please indicate which are
the remaining agricultural pro-
ducts in Western Australia which
an individual can grow and/or
breed without any restriction of
production, avenue of marketing
and/or sale of any kind?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
Wool.
Beef.
veal.
Mutton and hogget.
Pigincat.
Poultry meat.
Oats, hay, chaff and silage.
Other cereals other than wheat

and barley.
Stone fruits.
Bananas.
Grapes.
other fruits and nuts.
Tomatoes.
Vegetables other than potatoes

and onions.
*MilkC and milk products other than

quota milk.
Lupins.
*Legislation under consideration

would allow for production to be
controlled.

I would add, Mr. Speaker, that
legislation with regard to milk is
under consideration at this mo-
ment. I wish to make that further
point.

4. TRAFFIC LIGHTS
Royal Street, Kenwiek

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Police:

In view of the fact that traffic
signals have been installed at
Royal Street, Kenwlck. and the

5.

crosswalk attendant Is no longer
required, will the Minister have
installed a "Walk" sign on the
signals for the safety of school
children and pedestrians?

Mr. BICKERTON replied:
No. This site is not suitable for
the provision of "Walk-Don't
Walk" signals, neither are they
warranted by the pedestrian de-
mand.

WATER SUPPLIES
Water-deficient Areas

Mr. GAYFER, to the Minister for
Lands;

in view of the replies given to
question 12 on 'Thursday, 16th
November. would he ascertain the
possibility of establishing a central
point at Eulyee on the closed
Brookton-Corrigin railway line to
enable farmers to pick up water
for domestic and stock purposes?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
It is recognised that the provision
of a public supply in the Bulyee
area could be warranted.
To this end all likely sources are
currently being investigated.

6. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Kwinana: Dixon Road Complex

M r. RUSHTON, to the Minister f or
Development and Decentralisation:
(1) Has he or his department declined

or rejected a request from the
Shire of Rockingham for a further
subdivision of light industrial land
in the Dixon Road complex?

(2) If "Yes" to (1). what is the reason
for this decision as Rocklngham is
dependent upon this light Indus-
trial area to generate job opportu-
nities?

(3) If "No" to (1), when will addi-
tional blocks be offered for lease?

(4) Has the Government and Depart-
ment endorsed the previous Gov-
ernment policy of phasing in
"clean" industry between Dixon
Road and Western Mining Cor-
poration. with special emphasis at
the Dixon Road end, because of
adjacent large residential growth?

Mr. Jamieson (for Mr. GRAHAM) re-
plied:.
(1) Yes.
(2) It is considered that the land con-

cerned, having access to specially
designed rail facilities connected
to port services is much too valu-
able to subdivide for the type of
small service or commercial use
at present being attracted to the
existing subdivision.
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(3) Answered by (2).
(4) Neither the Government nor the

department is aware of any prev-
ious policy of phasing in "clean
industry" in this area but I agree
with the views of the Shire of
Rockingham that it is desirable to
phase types of industry through a
range of heavy, medium to light
industry if such types of industry
can be secured. Due regard will be
taken of future residential growth
in locating industries in this area.

7. FRUIT JUICES
Labelling System

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Does he consider the system of

labelling pure and synthetic fruit
Juices adequate for easy consumer
Identification?

(2) If not, will he act to ensure the
material used In the production of
various fruit Juices is clearly
shown as a protection and promo-
tion of the citrus industry?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
This question was redirected to
me by my colleague, the Minister
for Consumer Protection. The
answer is as follows:-

(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.

8. ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Undergrounding

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Electricity:

What is the Commission's short
and long term policy towards the
undergroundlng of electricity dis-
tribution within the metropolitan
region?

Mr. Jamieson (for Mr. MAY) replied:
The commission's short and long
term policy is-
(1) Where underground distribu-

tion mains can be economic-
ally Justified (e.g. in Perth
city) they will be installed to
replace overhead mains at the
commission's expense in ac-
cordance with availability of
capital funds.

(2) Where underground distri-
bution mains cannot be econ-
omically Justified (e.g. in
residential areas) they will be
installed Provided the Coin-
mission is paid either the full
cost of converting existing
overhead mains to under-
ground mains or, in the case
of new areas, the full differ-
ence in cost between overhead
and underground mains.

9. YOUTH, COMMUNITY WELFARE
AND NATIONAL FITNESS ACT

Participating Groups
Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) When does he expect the Youth,

Community Welfare and National
Fitness Act will be proclaimed?

(2) Have submissions been called for
by interested groups and associa-
tions in the sport and physical
recreation area?

(3) Is it his intention mainly to cater
for physical recreation which will
promote good physical, social and
mental health or for the arts,
hobbles, handicrafts and minor
recreational pastimes?

10.

Mr.
(1)
(2)

T. D. EVANS replied:
Probably January, 1973.
Yes, but a further invitation is
being issued to ensure that all
interested groups and persons are
given the opportunity to submit
their views.

(3) The functions of the council are
set out in section 7 of the Act.

TOWN PLANNING
Hotel Sites in City Beach

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Town Planning:
(1) Has his department received from

the Perth City Council for ap-
proval any town planning proposal
which includes a site or alterna-
tive sites for hotels in the area
of City Beach?

(2) Whether his department did or
did not receive such proposal,
could he advise what his town
planning policy is regarding al-
lowing hotel development in this
predominantly single residential
area?

(3) Is he aware that the great
majority of residents oppose any
plan for a hotel in City Beach?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) No.
(2) At this early stage it is not poss-

ible to say whether such a propos-
ition would come for determina-
tion to me, the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority, or the
Town Planning Board. So far as
I am concerned, there is no pre-
determined policy. Any applica-
tion would be considered on its
merits and in relation to the type
of development proposed and its
location.

(3) No representations have been made
to me, but I noted a recent Press
report on the matter.
Incidentally, I think I noted a sec-
ond one in this evening's Paper.
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11. UIONEL BROCKMAN
Employment

Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Com-
munity Welfare:

In view of the Press report that
Lionel Brockmfan when released
will be employed in the country-
(a) has employment been ar-

ranged;
(b) if so, in which district is it

anticipated that he and his
family will be domiciled?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(a) and (b) The future of this

man has niot yet been consid-
ered by the Probation and
Parole Board.

EDUCATION
Free Books Scheme

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Considering the volume of depart-

mental text books being produced,
will he establish a practical cost-
ing systemn to enable the total
cost to be known on a continuing
basis?

(2) If not, will he please explain his
reason far refusing?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) No.
(2) To arrive at a total cost on a con-

tinuing basis would necessitate the
setting up of new accounting pro-
cedures, involving additional per-
sonnel and increased expenditure.

HEALTH
Geriatrics Facilities in Country

Areas

Mr. BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What is the Government policy in

relation to Provision of geriatrics
facilities in country areas?

(2) Would he give details of number
and locality of geriatrics units In
country areas?

(3) Has his department made any
survey to assess the requirement
of geriatrics facilities in country
areas of the State, and if so,
would he table relative papers?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) The Government provides or as-

sists in providing special geriatrics
facilities in country areas as the
requirement arises and the money
is available.

(2) There are geriatrics nursing homes
in-

Albany.
Bunbury.
Kalgoorlie.
Brookton.
Geraldton.

Frail aged accommodation exists
at-

Geraldton.
Katanning.
Busselton.
Bunbury.
Kalgoorlie.
Collie.
Manjimup.
Beverley.

There are senior
at-

Bunbury.
Albany.
Kalgoorlie.
Geraidton.
Mandurab.
Corrigin.
EsPerance.
Merredin.
Waroona -

14.

citizen centres

(3) Surveys have been made at--
Merredin.
Beverley.
Boyup Brook.
Harvey.
Kondinin.
Bruce Rock.
Three Springs.
Carnamab.
Perenjori.
Bunbury.

If the member contacts the de-
partmental Physician-in-Charge.
Geriatrics, he can obtain further
details of the surveys.

DAIRYING

Antibiotic "Pencommas S"

Mr. BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Is he aware that the antibiotic

'Pencommas S" has been with-
drawn from sale?

(2) As this product had wide accept-
ance with dairy husbandry tech-
niques can he give reasons for its
withdrawal?

(3) Would he advise approximate re-
tail cost of 'Pencommas S" and
cost of recommended alternative?

12.

13.
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Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 1 understand that "Pencommas S"

has not been withdrawn from sale,
although the same form of Peni-
cillin with streptomycin but in a
long acting base, called "Pencom-
mas 8 Dry Cow" has been with-
drawn.

(2) "Pencommas S Dry Cow" was
withdrawn because its use has
been associated with the develop-
ment of bacterial resistance, lead-
ing to increasing lack of success
in treating mastitis. Other pre-
parations are available which do
not cause this trend towards re-
sistance.

(3) The cost of "Pencommas S Dry
Cow" treatment is 20c per tube
whereas the recommended alterna-
tive is 80c per tube.

15. GERALDTON HIGH SCHOOL
Additions

Sir DAVID BRAND, to the Minister
for Education:
(1) Has he seen a circular prepared

by the parents and citizens' as-
sociation of the Geraldton Senior
High School dated 3rd October,
1972, setting out the urgent need
for additional high school accom-
modation if the demand by in-
creasing numbers of students
from the Town of Oeraldton and
from the surrounding districts of
Greenough, Murchison and areas
to the north and east is to be
met?

(2) As there is evidence that parents
are relying more and more on
Geraldton as the capital of the
region for higher standards of
education for children from the
country, what plans has he in
mind to meet the demands of the
future within a reasonable time?

(3) What land is available as a suit-
able site for a new high school at
Geraldton?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
In answer to the question asked
by the member for Greenough-
and I mention that it Is unusual
to refer to the honourable member
by that name-I wish to state the
following:-

(1) Yes.
(2) At present a new home economics

centre is being built at Geraldton
Senior High School and four de-
mountable classrooms are to be
provided for the commencement of
the 1973 school Year.
Present enrolment predictions in-
dicate that this accommodation
should suffice for 1973 and 1974.

A new high school is planned to
open at the beginning of the 1975
school year.

(3) Land is being provided in the
Rangeway area where the State
Housing Commission is proceed-
ing with development plans for an
area east of the rifle range. A
combined high and primary site
of approximately thirty acres is
provided in the north western part
of the State Housing Commission
area.

QUESTIONS (8): WITHOUT NOTICE
1.NON-GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS
Commonwealth and State Subsidy

Sir CHARLES COURT. to the Minister
for Education:
(1) will he table the correspondence

that has taken place between the
State and Commonwealth Govern-
ments in respect of the Common-
wealth's Proposal for a subsidy
(shared by Commonwealth and
State Governments) to private
schools equivalent to 40 per cent.
of the cost of educating a child
under the State system?

(2) Has the Government made a de-
cision about the exclusion or the
inclusion of certain items such as
transport costs which, in the case
of the Commonwealth and some
other States, are not to be included
in arriving at the amount of as-
sistance to Private schools thus In-
creasing considerably the amount
that the private schools will obtain
under the Commonwealth's 40 per
cent. scheme?

(3) If a decision has not been made,
when will he be able to announce
a decision?

Mr. T. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 1 thank the Leader of the Opposi-

tion for giving me notice of his
intention to ask this question.
Despite this notice, in answer to
part (1) 1 must draw on an ex-
pression Which is quite popular in
the Chamber at the moment: at
this point of time I am unable to
table the files because they are still
in use.

(2) and (3) Part (2) relates to whether
the Government has made a de-
cision In connection with the ex-
clusion of certain Items. I indicate
that, at my request, an officer of
the Education Department yester-
day phoned the Department of
Education and Science in Can-
berra. Hle was advised that the
information as to what final cost
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factors had been determined could
only be released on a Minister
to Minister basis. This morning I
sent a telegram to the Federal
Minister and I have received ad-
vice of a reply from my secretary.
Doubtless the reply is in my office.
The telegram is addressed to my
secretary and is signed by the sec-
retary to the Federal Minister. It
reads--

I refer to your Minister's tele-
gram today. I am trying to con-
tact my Minister who is cam-
paigning in Victoria.

if this information Is available to-
morrow, Mr. Speaker, with the
leave of the House I will seek
permission to make a statement.

Sir Charles Court;, I understand you
know what items you are propos-
ing to exclude.

Mr. T, D. EVANS: I will refer to this
matter if, and when, I am able
to make a statement.

HOSPITALS
Employees

Mr. WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Labour:
(1) How many hospital employees

are there in western Australia-
(a) males;
(b) females?

(2) How many members are there in
the Hospital Employees' Union in
Western Australia and what numn-
bers are-
(a) males,
(b) females?

(3) Is any officer of the Department
of Labour involved in the current
service pay dispute between the
Hospital Employees' Union and the
Trades and Labor Council com-
bined, and the Government?

(4) If so. who is the officer?
Mr. TAYLOR replied:

I thank the member for Bunbury
for giving me adequate notice of
his intention to ask this question,
the answer to which is as fol-
lows:-
(1) The numbers of employees in

Government hospitals in West-
ern Australia (excluding doc-
tors and dentists) as at the
31st March, 1972 were-

(a) males--3,062.
(b) females-,881.
(2) According to the parliament-

ary return of the Registrar of
Industrial Unions for the 30th

(3)
(4)

June, 1912, there are '7,220 per-
sons members of the Hospital
Employees' Union in Western
Australia. The numbers of
males and females in that
total are not known,
No.
Answered by (3).

3. PACMINEX ALUMINA
LOADING FACILITIES

Kupinafla
Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Development and Decefltralisation:
(1) (a) Will he table a wind pattern

showing the direction of pre-
vailing winds passing the pro-
posed new Pacminex loading
jetty?

(b) Describe the direction of the
prevailing winds?

(2) What is the distance between the
proposed Pseminex alumina load-
ing position and-
(a) Kwinafla beach "A"-class

reserve?
(b) The nearest residential area

of Kwinana beach?
(c) The corner of Office and

Rockingham Roads?
(3) How many homes are there now

at Kwinana beach?
(4) How many homes at Kwlflanaf

beach were purchased by the Gov-
ernment in 1970 and 1971?

(5) When is Peemainex expected to load
alumina at Kwlnana?

(6) What are the Government's plans
for removing the residents at
Kwinana beach before this new
alumina loading takes place?

(7) Why will not the Government
insist on the Pacminex alumina
storage and loading area being
sited at the northern end of the
F.P.A. zoned Ewinana area?

(8) Does the storage of alumina ad-
jacent to C.Bll, confirm bulk
export of goods compatible with
grain will not be sited at Ewinana?

(9) what Intentions has the Govern-
ment for the utlisation of the
land between the Western Mining
area and Dixon Road, Rocking-
ham?

Mr. Jamieson (for Mr. GRAHAM) re-
plied:
(1) to (9) Even with some prior not-

ice, I am unable to answer the
question as the information is not
yet available. I ask the honour-
able member to place It on the
notice paper.
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4. STATE SHIPPING SERVICE

Conversion of Vessels

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Trans-
port:

I apologise for the length of the
question, but in view of the stage
of the session I feel it is Imperative
to deal with it now.
(1) What is the estimated cost of

having the two new State
Shipping Service vessels con-
verted in Hong Kong?

(2) What is the time factor for
the delivery of the first and
then the second converted
vessel if both vessels are con-
verted in Hong Kong?

(3) What is the cost of conver-
sion for each vessel now that
a decision has been taken to
have one vessel converted in
Hong Kong and the other con-
verted in Western Australia?

(4) What is the time factor for
return to service of-
(a) the vessel to be converted

in Hong Kong; and
(b) the vessel to be converted

in Fremantle?

(5) (a) is the estimate for con-
version of the vessel in
Hong Kong on a fixed
price contract, or Is it
subject to cost escalation?

(b) If it is subject to cost
escalation, what is the
nature of the escalation
arrangements?

(c) What Penalties are there
for late completion and
delivery?

(6) (a) Is the cost of conversion
of the vessel In Western
Australia based on a fixed
price contract, or, is it
subject to cost escalation?

(b) If it Is subject to cost
escalation, what is the
nature of the escalation
arrangements?

(c) What penalties are there
for late completion and
delivery?

(7) What will be the all-up costs
of each vessel by the time it
is placed in service-
(a) without a charge for

financial charges such as
interest etc. involved in
the financial outlay dur-
Ing the full period from
original acquisition and

leading up to the time
when it goes into service;
and

(b) Thie financial charges
such as interest etc. dur-
ing the same period up till
tihe vessel actually goes
into service?

(3) Who are the contractors for
conversion-
(a) in the case of the vessel

to be converted in Hong
Kong; and

(b) the vessel to be converted
in Western Australia?

(9) Is he satisfied that the all-up
cost of the two vessels when
converted will be lower than
would have been-

(a) the cost of
construction
for vessels
adapted for
and

5.

having new
undertaken

especially
our coast;

(b) the Provision of alter-
native vessels that were
offered and could have
been adapted to our needs
on our coast?

Mr. JAIESON replied:
(1) to (9) As with the previous ques-

tion, I request that this be placed
on the notice paper. Some prior
notice of the question was given,
but the answers have not yet been
supplied to me.

HEALTH

Geriatrics Facilities in Country Areas

Mr. BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Health:

In relation to question 13 on to-
day's notice Paper, the answer
given by the Minister is completely
and totally unsatisfactory. I will
restate the question:

Has his department made any
survey to assess the require-
ment of geriatrics facilities In
country areas of the State, and
if so, would he table relative
Papers?

Mr. H, D. Evans (for Mr. DAVIES)
replied:

Unfortunately the Minister for
Health was called away urgently.
I would therefore ask the member
for Vasse to put the question on
the notice paper.

Mr. Blaikie: It was on the notice paper
today.
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6. INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Resignations and Retiremnents

Mr. WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Labour:
(1) Between the end of this session of

Parliament and the commence-
ment of the autumnn session next
year, are any resignations and/or
retirements likely from the Indus-
trial Commission?

(2) Is it correct that the President of
the Trades and Labor Council, Mr.
Cooley, is being considered for ap-
pointment to the commission?

(3) If not, is any particular person(s)
being considered?

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
(1) The Chief Industrial Commissioner

advises "No."
(2) No.
(3) Not applicable (see answer to (1)).

7. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
BOUNDARIES COMMISSION

Report

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minister
for Labour:

I wish to address a question to the
Minister in his capacity as repre-
senting the Minister for Local
Government and the Chief Secre-
tary. He has advised me that the
Chief Secretary intends to answer
my queries by letter, but if It Is
possible I would like the answers
given in the House tomorrow,

Mr. TAYLOR replied:
The Chief Secretary felt it was
desirable to put the answers In
writing rather than my conveying
a verbal answer to the Leader of
the Opposition. However, I take
the point. I will ask the Chief
Secretary not only to put the an-
swer in writing but also to convey
it to me so that in turn I may
Pass it on to the Leader of the
Opposition.

8. TRANSPORT
Commonwealth Assistance: Report

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Premier:
I intended to ask the Premier a
question without notice, but In view
of the fact that he has Just en-
tered the Chamber I do not think
he will have the answer. Under
the circumstances, is it possible
for me to put it on the notice
paper Mr. Speaker?

Mr. Jamieson: It would be a good idea
to ask It.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I will do that,
Sir, with your Indulgence.

(1) When did the Government re-
ceive a copy Of a Common-
wealth report or proposals in
respect of Commonwealth
assistance for urban trans-
port of which the Leader of
the Federal opposition (Mr.
Whitlam) claims to have a
copy?

(2) How many copies were re-
ceived?

(3) What distribution was made
of these copies (both initially
and subsequently) and where
are they currently located?

(4) (a) Did he or any of his col-
leagues make a copy avail-
able to the Federal
Leader of the apposition
or anyone acting for the
Leader of the Federal
Opposition?

(b) if a copy was not made
available, did he or any Of
his colleagues make the
contents known to the
Federal Leader of the Op-
position or anyone acting
for the Federal Leader of
the opposition?

(5) Will he table a copy of the
document?

(6) What is the State Govern-
ment's reaction to the Pro-
posals in the Commonwealth's
proposition for substantial
financial assistance?
I am not sure whether it is
actually a firm proposal or
whether it Is purely the re-
port of the Commonwealth
bureau which studies roads.

(7) Is the document classified
confidential or any other way
qualified as to Its distribu-
tion?

(8) Does he approve of Mr. Whit-
lam's action in making public
the contents of the report or
proposals?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) to (8) The question posed by the

Leader of the Opposition is such
that I shall be very happy to sup-
ply the answer. Although I saw
the question before I left the
House, I had no opportunity to re-
fer it to my offce. I will do my
best to provide the information
requested tomorrow.

TEACHER EDUTCATION BILL
Council's Alternative Amendments

Message from the Council received and
read notifying that it had made alternative
amendments to its amendments Nos. 1 and
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2 to which the Assembly had disagreed, and
seeking the Assembly's concurrence in
such alternative amendments.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr.

Bateman) in the Chair; Mr. T. D. Evans
(Minister for Education) in charge of the
Bill.

The alternative amendments made by
the Council were as follows:-

No. 1.
Clause 84, page 39, line 2-Add after

the clause designation "84." the sub-
clause designation "(1)".
No. 2.

Clause 84, page 39, after line 12-
Add the following:-

(2) Notwithstanding the provis-
ions of section 10, for the purpose
of constituting the first Council-

(a) the three persons referred
to in paragraph (c) of
that section shall be-

(I) the Principal of the
Western Australian
Secondary Teachers
College;

(ii) the Principal of
either Claremont
Teachers College or
Graylands Teach-
ers College, which-
ever Principal was,
immediately before
the commencement
date, the senior of
the two: and

(lII) the Principal of
either Churchlands
Teachers College or
Mount Lawley
Teachers College.
whichever Principal
was, immediately
before the commen-
cement date, the
senior of the two;

and no election shall be
necessary; and

(b) the three persons referred
to in paragraph (g) of
that section shall comp-
rise-

(1) one person from the
academic staff of
the Western Aus-
tralian Secondary
Teachers College;
and

ODI one person from Whe
academic staff of
each of the two col-
leges whose Prin-
cipals are not mem-
bers of the Council,

each person elected, in
the prescribed manner, by
the academic staff of the
college to which he be-
longs..

Mr. T. D. EVANS: Members will recall
that the Legislative Council requested the
Legislative Assembly's concurrence in six
amendments to this Bill. When these
amendments were considered in this
Chamber, the Committee arced to accept
four of the amendments and to reject Whe
first two. The Legislative Council has now
agreed not to insist on its original two
amendments but has suggested alternative
amendments. I now indicate to the Com-
mittee that I am in favour of accepting
the alternative amendments.

Amendment No. 1, which the Legislative
Council has agreed not to insist upon,
would have provided that all principals
would become members of the co-ordin-
ating council. At the present time this
would mean five principals would be so
appointed because five constituent col-
leges will be represented on the council.
However, as other colleges are added in
the future, more principals would be ap-
Pointed to the council.

Amendment No. 2 referred to a represen-
tative of the academic staff from each col-
lege, and the same principle applied in this
case.

The Legislative Council has now re-
solved not to Insist on those amendments.
but it has asked the Legislative Assembly
to concur in the amendments now before
the Commnittee. Part IX of the Bill, to
which the amendments refer, deals with
the transitory provisions. The first alterna-
tive amendment proposes to add a new
subelause designated (1). The Legislative
Assembly desires that three principals
should be appointed to the co-ordiniating
council. This is the essence of the Legis-
lative Council's first amendment. How-
ever, for the life of the first council-that
is, for the first four years-one principal
shall be the principal of the Secondary
Teachers College at Nedlands, one prin-
cipal shall be the representative of the
two older colleges, Claremont and Gray-
lands, and one principal shall be the rep-
resentative of the two modern colleges,
Mt. Lawley and Churchlands. The senior
principal of the two older colleges will
represent those colleges, and the same
will apply with respect to the two modern
colleges. Paragraph (b) provides similar
representation from the academic staff of
the five colleges concerned.

By way of explanation, in the case of
Claremont and Graylands if it transpired
that the principal of Graylands was select-
ed to represent those two colleges on the
council, then the representative of the
academic staff of those colleges would
come from the Claremont college. Likewise,
if a member of the Mt. Lawley college was
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selected to be the representative of the two
modern colleges, then the representative
of the academic staff would come from the
Churchiands college. I feel this is a happy
compromise. I move--

'That the alternative amendments
Nos. 1 and 2 made by the Council be
agreed to.

Mr. MENSAROS: The amendments pro-
posed by the Council are similar to those
alternatively proposed by me in the course
of the Committee stage in this Chamber.
It will be recalled that the Opposition en-
deavoured to amend clause 10 to provide
equal representation of the Colleges; In
other words, the representatives of prin-
cipals and the representatives of academic
staff should not come from the same col-
leges, leaving the other colleges without
representation on the council.

In the first place we tried to achieve this
by increasing the representation of both
principals and academic staff. The Gov-
ernment reasoned against that amendment
by saying under no circumstances should
the number of members of the council be
increased. I then suggested to the Minister
that I would be Perfectly happy to re-
tain the present numbers but to provide
equality of representation either by rota-
tion or by the method included in the
Council's Present amendments; that is,
that each college be represented. This hav-
ing been achieved, we can now have our
cake and eat it too, and the Opposition
is satisfied.

one small problem remains which ap-
peared at the time to be of Importance
to the Minister who said, "What will hap-
pen if further colleges are created?" I
suggest, without moving to amend the
amendments made by the Council, that in
respect of subelause (2) (b) (ii) of the
second amendment which states that one
person shall come from the academic staff
of each of the two colleges, it would be
better if it stated that two persons shall
come from the academic staff of two col-
leges. This would have the effect that
If there were six colleges, three members
would come from three of the colleges and,
apart from the secondary teachers' repre-
sentative, the others would come from the
other three colleges. However, I am happy
to accept the amendment as it Is drafted
because the possibility of new colleges being
created is fairly remote at the momet
if any new colleges are created possibl
the legislation will require amendment.

Question put and passed; the Council's
alternative amendments agreed to.

Report
Resolution reported, the report adopted,

and a message accordingly returned to
the Council.

(186)

APPROPRIATILON BILL (GENERAL
LOAN4 FUND)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from an earlier stage

of the sitting.

MR. RUSHTON (Dale) [5.06 p.m.]: I
wish briefly to address myself to the Bill
and firstly to record my objection to the
tactic used by the Government to ensure
that members will have limited opportunity
to debate the many items we would like to
debate. This Bill Provides us with the
opportunity to raise such items. We do
not have an Address-In-Reply debate in
the spring session, so we are precluded from
presenting to the House and to the public
what we feel about the stewardship of the
Government.

The SPEAKER: I would point out to
the honourable member that the Bill before
the House relates to the Loan Estimates.

Mr. RUSHTON: Yes, that Is what I am
speaking to. Of course, the tactic of the
Government prevents the media from print-
ing the items members would normally
raise if the debate on the Estimates were
conducted in the fashion to which we were
accustomed under the previous Govern-
ment. However, now we must bovrilise
into a very short time all the remarks we
wish to make on the budgetary measures.
1, for one, object to this, and I am sure
other members on this side object to it
also.

I take the opportunity to mention to the
Government that I was prevented fromn
speaking on the amendment I Proposed to
the Racing Restriction Act Amendment Bill
because the item was taken off the notice
Paper. I waited for weeks for the oppor-
tunity to move my amendment, but the
Bill was brought on in my absence. I
think that emphastses the discourtesy paid
to members on this side of the House by
the Government.

Mr. Davies: You have a responsibility to
be here.

Mr. RUSHTON: I sit in this House more
than the Minister does.

Mr. Davies: Well, make arrangements.
Mvr. RUSHTON: I did make arrange-

ments.
Mr. Davies: What has that to do with

it?
Mr. RUSHTON: The Government pre-

vented me-
Mr. Davies: What are you bleating

about?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. RUSHTON: It is not for the Min-

ister for Health to continue to mouth ge-
neralities. Surely members should have
an opportunity to express their points of
view.
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Mr. T. D. Evans: What are you talking
about?

Mr. RUSHTON: I am just stating the
facts.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Be definitive. I do not
know what you are talking about.

Mr. RUJSHTON: I had on the notice
Paper an amendment to the Racing Res-
triction Act Amendment Bill. The amend-
ment was erased because the Bill was
brought on late at night without any con-
sideration for the member who bad placed
an amendment on the notice Paper. I
am voicing my objection to the tactic
adopted by the Government.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Did you say it was
erased?

Mr. RUSHTON: Yes, because I had made
arrangements to be at another place. I
am objecting to this discourtesy on behalf
of the many people who expected me to
move the amendment.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Members from the
other side are always accommodated if they
make a specific request.

Mr. RUSHTON: Well, I am recording
my objection to the discourtesy of the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Were you not here to
move your amendment?

Mr. RUSHTON: I have already told the
House that. I could not be here because
I. had made prior arrangements.

Mr. T1. D. Evans: Well, you should have
made arrangements to have someone else
move it on your behalf.

Mr. RUSHTON: I am recording my ob-
jection, and I am entitled to do so.

Mr. Jamieson: Oh!
Mr. RUSHTON: The Minister for Works

thinks it is a joke. He has no understand-
ing of the ethics of this place.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You should have made
arrangements for someone to move the
amendment on your behalf.

Withdrawal o1 Remark
Mr. JAMIESON: Mr. Speaker, I request

the withdrawal of the remark that I do not
understand the ethics of this House. I
think that remark is objectionable.

Mr. RUSHTON: I readily withdraw
whatever the Minister objects to in my re-
marks.

Debate Resumed
Mr. Rushton: I wish now to refer to the

lack of understanding on the part of the
public of the financial position of the State
as a result of the Premier waxing hot and
cold from time to time. When the Premier
receives a handout from the Common-
wealth-which has been far more generous
with this Government than it was with the
previous Government-he praises the Com-
monwealth: but the next moment he is
adopting tactics to take political advant-
age of the Commonwealth.

One can understand the position of the
public. We have now reached the stage
where we will debate in a condensed way
the State Budget. What hope have the
public of understanding the financial af-
fairs of the State In those circumstances?

I will take this opportunity once again
to express my objection to misinformation
given in this House. Early in the year I
referred to misinformation on the part of
the Government regarding the industrial
complex at Swinana. On that occasion I
received an apology. My intention in
raising the objection was to erase the mis-
conception created by the Government and
which obviously spread throughout the
electorate. However, the same misstate-
ment has now appeared in the Western
Australian Year Book 1972 regarding the
establishment of the Kwinana complex.
This is another example of the Govern-
ment misrepresenting facts, which does not
do it any credit. I refer to Page 15 of
that book wherein the following is found:-

In its term of office between 1953
and 1959 the Australian Labor Party
Presided over the establishment of the
oil refinery and steel rolling mill which
subsequently became the symbols of a
new era in the State's development.

That statement has been disproved and
earlier in the year the Minister for De-
velopment and Decentrailsation made an
apology in connection with it. Yet it ap-
pears again in the year book, and the
public are given the wrong impression. I
think that sort of statement is placing this
House in disrepute.

Earlier in the session the Premier apolo-
gised for misleading the House when he
said no objections to the Naval Base de-
velopment had been received. However,
when he apologised he left out one of the
major items in regard to which an apology.
should have been made; that is, a large
group of people had objected. Of course.
if he does these things often enough no-one
gets to know about it because the Press
cannot keep up with it.

Then a similar statement was made re-
garding the total development of the Naval
Base suburb. We now know that pollu-
tants are a source of worry in that area.
The Deputy Premier mentioned that the
Government was happy about what Is tak-
ing place there. As a matter of fact I
asked a question relating to assuaging the
unemployment problem by going ahead
with the development of the Naval Base
area,' and in order to be accurate I will
read to the House the answer of the Minis-
ter.

Previously I asked the Premier a ques-
tion as to what was happening with the
unemployment situation in this State be-
cause of this, and he answered that no
specific reference was made by the Gov-
ernment to relieving unemployment in the
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proposal mentioned. In The West Au=-
tralian of the 14th June appeared aL report
relating to the Naval Base housing project.
It states-

The Government has already re-
ceived a bid, backed by a substantial
deposit, to develop the proposed suburb
near Naval Base.

Mr. Tonkin would not name the
firm, but said that its proposal in-
volved an average annual expenditure
of about $5 million over 11 years.

The report also stated that the Premier
mentioned the proposal would have a big
Impact on the unemployment situation.

That is the sort of reporting that worries
me, and we have to spend too much of
our time in sitting out what is fact and
what Is fiction. W~hen a report is pre-
sented to usn we should be able to accept
It as factual.

I have very many items which I wish
to deal with, but to deal with all of them
will take my time beyond the 45 minutes
I am allowed. I now want to refer to the
developments at Garden Island. The Min-
ister for Mines was reported in the news
media as having disagreed with the re-
marks of the Commonwealth Minister for
Defence relating to the establishment of
an explosives depot at Garden Island. The
Minister for Mines had the last say, and
the matter was soon forgotten by the
public. It looked as though the Minister
for Defence had made incorrect state-
nien Ls. 'This emphasises what has been
taking place over a long period.

One other matter I wish to mention
briefly concerns the attention given by
the Government to a motion that was
passed in this House relating to the use
of Garden Island. Frequently we hear the
present Government attack the Common-
wealth Government for what the latter is
doing. In this instance Parliament took
the opportunity to pass a motion-and it
was passed unanimously-calling on the
Commonwealth Government to give close
attention to what Is Proposed to be done at
Garden Island. It Is Interesting to read the
representations which the Premier made to
the Prime Minister in this regard. They
were as follows:-

I desire to bring to your attention
the attached copy of Resolution No.
16/15, 1971, of the Legislative Assem-
bly of the Western Australian Parlia-
ment.

It would be appreciated if the resolu-
tion could be forwarded to the ap-
propriate Minister for favourable con-
sideration.

That was the effort made by the State
Government for consideration to be given
by the Commonwealth to what Is taking
place at Garden Island. History has re-
corded that the attention given by the
State Government to this matter was vir-

tually nil: I know because I attended the
public hearings of the Commonwealth
Public Works Committee which inquired
into this matter. At these hearings the
case for the State was presented. All that
the case did was to pass the responsibility
over to the Commonwealth.

It all adds up to one thing; that is, mal-
administration by the State Government
of various vital issues. Because of such
maladministration the public are not told
about the actual consideration given to
vital issues. In fact, the public do not know
from what takes place in this House the
state of the economy of Western Aus-
tralia.

The reports that are made from time
to time give a totally different picture
from the true one. For Instance, the news-
paper reports relating to the presentation
of the Loan Estimates do not reveal the
correct position. The amount made avail-
able to this State for this year is higher
than it has ever been, and the Common-
wealth Government has made an in-
creased contribution. However, speak -
ing to the man In the street one
comes to the conclusion that he is of the
opinion that the State is almost bank-
rupt. The belief by the people In the
soundness of the State's economy is very
important to both the State and the com-
munity in general.

I wish to record my protest against the
methods that are being employed to in-
forml the public. I think that snide tac-
tics are being used to prevent members
from expressing their points of view on
many issues. For instance, Parliament was
supposed to rise last Thursday, but accord-
ing to the report appearing in the news
media the Opposition had been stonewall-
ing. That is an incorrect report. We do
find that at this very time the Annual
Estimates have not yet been dealt with by
this House. I reiterate that I register my
protest against the tactics being used to
prevent debate taking place on many vital
issues.

MR. MePHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) 15.21
p.m.l: Doubtless we are all conscious that
the end of the session is being reached,
and I am sure none of us desires to pro-
long debates to Rn unnecessary extent.
However, I do think that some time was
wasted earlier today. In my contribution to
this debate I shall be as brief as possible.

First of all, I refer to the Loan Esti-
mates which show that last year the
amount allocated to Western Australia was
$92,000,000, but this year there is an in-
crease of $6,000,000 to $98,000,000.

A matter to which I wish to draw atten-
tion Is the establishment of high school
hostels in country areas, A survey was
undertaken by the Education Department
to examine the need for high school edu-
cation in country areas. Part of the survey
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was conducted in my electorate and it
revealed that there wvas a need for higher
education to be provided in the country.

If the facilities required for higher edu-
cation can be met then I am sure the
parents in my electorate and those in other
electorates will be satisfied. This Is a means
of Providing a higher educational standard
for the children.

I am sure we are all aware of the re-
commendations which have been made and
with which the Minister has agreed, There
are 49 grade I junior high schools in the
State, and it is proposed initially to UP-
grade 11 of them to what is known as dis-
trict high schools. It is all very well to
upgrade them, but of course designating a
high school by another name does not re-
sult in any difference to the facilities
which are required far higher education.
We have to provide qualified teachers and
additional facilities,

This is a desirable move, but In Its wake
it brings forth other requirements, such
as accommodation for the students In the
areas where the schools are established.
Recently the Country High School Hostels
Authority Act Was amended to Increase
the amount which could be allocated to
the Country High School Hostels Author-
ity in any one year from $300,000 to
$400,000. In my view that did not go far
enough, because the cost of establishing
hostels is high, particularly when they are
established north of the 26th parallel. The
cost is almost double for centres north of
the 26th parellel.

This is a matter which the Government
should look into, and it should take some
action to ascertain whether the Common-
wealth Government will be prepared to
accept the full cost of establishing hostels
north of the 26th parallel, and thus enable
the funds that are allocated to be used
for hostels south of the 26th parallel. I am
sure the Commonwealth Government is
sympathetic in this respect; and I am
also sure that after the 2nd December we
will see a Government In office in Canberra
of the same political complexion as the
present one.

Mr. H-. D. Evans: Not according to Mr.
Myer.

Mr. McPHARLIN: He could be wrong. I
suggest the Government should proceed
in the manner I have Indicated, because
there are some areas south of the 26th
parallel which are In desperate need of
high school hostel accommodation.

I have before me a letter which I re-
ceived from the Kellerberrin Parents and
Citizens' Association asking me whether
something could be done to increase the
accommodation at the Merredin High
School Hostel for fourth and fifth year
students. Some of the parents endeavoured

to send their children to the high school
hostels at Merredin, Northam, and some
other areas, but the position is that no
accommodation is available.

It is a little ludicrous that boys and girls
living, for instance, in the north-eastern
wheatbeit areas should be asked to attend
high schools at Esperance, Albany, Bun-
bury, Carnarvon, or Port Hedland. That
suggestion has been made. It is a rather
expensive exercise for parents to send their
children to high school hostels in distant
centres, and should the parents wish to
visit their children or bring them home for
weekends the cost would be prohibitive.

This is an area which needs investiga-
tion, with a view to obtaining more funds
to provide hostel accommodation, not only
in big centres like Merredin but also in
smaller centres, where high schools have
been upgraded to the district high school
level.

This problem is difficult of solution, un-
less action is taken by the Government.
I know that in this regard the Minister
is giving thought to the establishment of
hostels in certain areas to accommodate
the children. I think the whole exercise
revolves around the availability of funds.
I suggest that a. greater effort be made to
obtain more funds for this purpose.

Another matter I wish to deal with is
the Question of water supplies. Over the
years this has been an urgent need in
many centres, and it is one which has
received the priority of Governments. A
great deal has been done, but more has
yet to be done. The State experienced a
very severe drought in 1969, and since
then the seasonal conditions have not pro-
vided sufficient run-off water to meet our
demands. This year in my district the
rainfall has been well below the average.
The water in the dams in the metropoli-
tan area which supply the comprehensive
water scheme is at a low level, and there
is even talk of water restrictions being
imposed in the metropolitan area.

I refer to the Premier's policy speech
and to the part dealing with water sup-
Plies. He did not devote many lines to
this aspect; in fact, only seven lines, but
what he said was most interesting. He
said-

There are many districts in Western
Australia which lack adequate water
supplies and a number of these ex-
perience acute water shortages almost
every year.

Labor Governments in Western Aus-
tralia have by far the best record in
the provision of water and we shall
carry on the tradition by according
this work aL high priority.

That sounded very nice when the speech
was delivered and people probably thought
what a wonderful record the Labor Party
had when it was the previous Government.
No doubt it did influence some people
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to vote for the change of Government. It
that claim can be substantiated I suggest
the Government take a greater interest
and direct more energy and attention to
providing adequate water supplies in many
country areas.

The comprehensive water supply scheme
--or the modified scheme and its exten-
sions--is reaching the end of the stage
planned in 1963. Of course, there have
been numerous requests for extensions
outside of the planned scheme to be con-
sidered. During our term in Opposition
applications have been made through the
Minister to the Federal Government for
the provision of more loan funds for this
purpose.

I know the previous Minister, in 1968,
forwarded applications for assistance and
requested further funds to complete the
present scheme, Application was also
made for funds to be made available for
water supplies to various other areas. One
of those areas was the Corrigin-Bullaring
district, and we have had some discussion
about that extension during this session of
Parliament. Other areas of the State are
desperately in need of water supplies, and
the provision of water will mean the very
survival of many farmers in Western Aus-
tralia.

Numbers of farmers have spent thous-ands and thousands of dollars in endeav-
ouring to find their own water supplies.
However, they have not been able to locate
water. In many centres the clay snil Is.
not conducive to the sinking of dams -and
the average depth of many dams is only
about eight feet. Of course, some go down
to 16 or 18 feet but there needs to be
a considerable depth of clay before the
storage capacity can be increased to that
extent.

I come now to the. matter of conserving
the water which Is caught in the dams.
Many areas of our State at times experi-
ence dry spells of six months, without re-
ceiving any rain at all. The evaporation
rate from the dams is tremendous and
there Is a loss of five or six feet of water
in some oases. This matter should receive
more consideration. I know that some
experiments into the prevention of the
evaporation of water from dams las been
carried out. I recall that an alcoholic sub-
stance could be purchased for putting on
top of the dams, but it was only partially
successful. Other methods have been ex-
perimented with but I think there will
need to be co-operation with the Depart-
ment of Agriculture so that more con-
sideration can be given to the aspect of
trying to conserve water In country areas.
If a dam of any size is well covered It will
carry water through two seasons because
of the decrease in evaporation.

It is up to the Water Board to inquire
further into experiments which have been
cardied out for the conservation of water.

Surely with the scientific knowledge which
is available these days someone should be
able to devise an inexpensive method of
covering a dam with some type of material
to prevent evaporation. If a substance
which the farmer could afford could be
produced considerable saving would be
effected. The saving would not only
benefit the farmer concerned, but it 'would
also affect the amount of water used by
those connected to the comprehensive
water supply scheme.

I suggest that the Minister for Water
Supplies gives more thought to this matter
and encourage or direct his department
to take a greater interest In the problem In
an endeavour to find some method whereby
dams can be covered in an inexpensive
manner.

I do not know what moves have been
made to the Federal Government by the
Minister for Water Supplies in recent times
regarding the extension of water supplies
beyond the boundaries of the present com-
prehensive scheme. However, the matter
should not be left until the present scheme
is completed before planning for further
expansion. I hope the Minister has
directed his department to prepare plans
for submission to the Federal Government.

Mr. Jamieson: They have already been
submitted, long ago.

Mr. McPHARLIN: If that is outside the
present scheme I1 am pleased to hear the
Minister for Water Supplies make that
comment.

Mr. Jamieson, The submissions have not
brought very great results as yet.

Mr. McPHARLIN: The Minister indi-
cates that he has had some sort of reply
from the Federal Government?

Mr. Jamieson: The Greenhills area Is
one which Is outside the comprehensive
scheme.

Mr. McPHARLIN: That is one.
Mr. Jamieson: There are others also. We

have made specific requests but so far
they have not met with very great success.

Mr. MoPHARLIN: I hope that does not
discourage the Minister.

Mr. Jamieson: We are trying again. Like
Bruce and the spider, we will have a web
everywhere.

Mr. MePHARLIN: That is encouraging,
and I hope the Minister has some success.

Another matter concerning water sup-
plies, and It is one which apparently has
not received much publicity in Western
Australia, is that of cloud seeding. Since
1945 experiments have been cardied out
in the Eastern States by the C.S.I.R.O. I
do not think any experiments have been
carried out in Western Australia, to any
degree--not to my knowledge anyway.
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However, there has been some success with
cloud seeding in the Eastern States and
I consider this matter also deserves some
investigation in this State.

Mr. Williams: An experiment was car-
ried cut in this State about five Years ago.

Mr. McPHARLrN: Apparently the ex-
periments have had some success in the
Eastern States, so much so that they will
be continued in Queensland In about three
years' time. I have with me a letter from
the Minister for Education and Science in
Canberra. It seems to me that In a dry
continent such as Australia, and particu-
larly in a dry State such as Western Aus-
tralia, no stone should be left unturned in
an effort to increase our rainfall wherever
possible. We know that cloud seeding does
not induce general rainfall, but it will
produce rain in an area where there are
rain-bearing clouds. The seeding of clouds
can increase the amount of rain consider-
ably.

I have with me a list of books and re-
ports which have been written on this
subject. I have not had time to study
them In detail but they indicate that there
is definitely room for more effort to be
put Into increasing rainfall at certain times
of the year in certain areas.

Members can imagine the effect in the
metropolitan area if cloud seeding were
practised in this State. If we had an air-
craft available with the necessary equip-
ment it could be used over the catchment
areas for the metropolitan district and it
would increase the rainfall to ensure that
the catchment dams were filled to capacity.
For this work silver iodide seems to be
much better than dry ice, and it is far
easier to handle.

Cloud seeding experiments were carried
out in various areas of the Eastern States
during 1971. I will quote a short extraibt
from the letter I previously referred to
from the Minister for Education and
Science in Canberra, as follows:-

These experiments were continued
during 1971 by the Hydro Electric
Commission, with support from
OSIRO, but were abandoned at the
beginning of this year because all
storages were full.

That clearly indicates that more rain" canlbe produced. In that experiment those
concerned had to stop because the catch-
ment areas were full.

I suggest to the Minister that this is a
matter which needs some examination to
see whether there is an opportunity for us
to obtain an aircraft and a crew with some
experience and knowledge of cloud seeding.
If such an aircraft were obtainable we in
Western Australia could take part to a
far greater extent in experiments. This
matter should be considered in detail.

Even though cloud seeding does not
greatly increase rainfall, in a dry State
such as Western Australia an extra inch
of rain in March or early April would give
farmers an opportunity to get some work
started on their properties. If some miois-
ture could be put into the ground that
would give a wonderful start to the season.
This is a matter which is wvell and truly
worthy of investigation. I hope the Minis-
ter for Water Supplies will make a note
of what I have said and will take some
action to see whether my suggestions are
feasible.

MR WILLIAMS (Bunbury) [5.43 p.m.3:
I want to say a few words but I shall not
take up the time of the House for very
long. I intend to refer to two matters, and
the first was specifically mentioned in the
General Loan Fund Estimates as they were
presented to us. Item 5 on page 4 deals
with the improvement of facilities in the
Capel-Bunbury area for ilmenite sands
traffic. The estimate of expenditure is
$196,000.

I w,.as rather surprised when the
Treas9urer Iniroduced the Loan Bill into
this House just recently. I noticed in the
first s.chedule that the provision for im-
provement of facilities in the Capel-Bun-
bury area for ilmenite sands traffic was
$300,000. In one instance the amount was
$196,000 and in the second it was $300,000.

I was wondering whether there has been
an increase in the anticipated cost of this
particular item because of the transfer of
the transporting of the ilmenite from
road traffic to rail traffic. I suggest the
Government should look at the whole sit-
uation because it is well known in this
House-and in the area concerned-that
some Years ago there was a problem asso-
ciated with the movement of ilmenite-or
mineral sands--from Capel to Eunbury.
There was also a problem associated with
the loading facilities.

In recent years the loading kibbles which
came up from Capel loaded at the rate of
80 to 100 tons an hour. However, with the
introduction of modern facilities mineral
sands are now loaded at about 800 tons an
hour.

At the present time the mineral sands
are hauled by road, by both the Railways
Road Services and by private hauliers.

The announcement in the Appropriation
Bill (General Loan F~und) caused some con-
cern among the local hauliers in Bunbury
and Capel. Apparently the South Western
Times contacted the Commissioner of
Railways (Mr. Pascoe), and on page 1 of
the issue of the 26th September, 1972, an
article appeared under the heading, "Il-
menite by rail plan confirmed." The article
conveys to the public some statements
made to the Press by the Commissioner of
Railways in regard to the expenditure of
$198,000 for upgrading which is necessary
to enable the sand to be brought from
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Capel to Bunbury by rail instead of by
road. I was a little surprised to note
that Mr, Pascoe was reported in that ar-
ticle as saying-

The transition would not involve any
capital expenditure other than the
$196,000 on the terminal.

For this reason I asked why $300,000 is
mentioned in the Bill presented to this
Chamber.

Following the announcement in the Press
I raised the matter in the House by way
of a question addressed to the Minister
representing the Minister for Railways.
My question related to the Government's
proposal to haul mineral sands from Capel
to Bunbury by rail. The Minister For
Mines replied-

Examination of this proposal is not
sufficiently advanced to enable pro-
vision of this information.

There appears to me to be some conflict
between the Minister's statement and the
statement of the Commissioner of Rail-
ways which was made in the month prior
to my asking the question in this House.
I allowed sufficient time for things to settle
down and for an answer to be supplied
along the lines that the commissioner's
statement had been confirmed, but appar-
ently it had not been confirmed by the
11th October.

This matter is causing a great deal of
concern in the Bunbury area because at
least hall of the mineral sand is carried
by private road transport. Should road
transport be discontinued, something like
50 men will be retrenched. At the present
Lime they are doing nothing other than
carting mineral sand. The resultant loss
to them will be in the order of $100,000 or
$120,000. The local authority will lose the
license fees paid by the private hauliers,
which amount to between $8,000 and
$10,000 a year, and there will be a loss
of $50,000 in road maintenance tax In the
area.

The argument used for terminating the
carting of mineral sands by road is that
the trucks make a noise in the town and
cut up the roads. The Bunbury Town
Council and the Shire of Capel have ex-
pended a considerable amount of money
on reconditioning the road, which would
come mainly from road maintenance tax.

The Government should have a close look
at this matter. It is probably the Gov-
ernment's policy to cut out the private
haulier in cases such as this and transfer
the cartage back to the railways, which
are a State concern. In the broad terms
of its policy, the Government is committed
to State concerns in one way or another.
That is the Government's policy and we
have to accept it whilst it is the Gov-
ernment. but I ask the Government to
ensure that it does not create more unem-
ployment among the people handling

mineral sands. I also ask again why the
figure of $196,000 was mentioned In one
document and the figure of $300.000 is
mentioned In the Bill.

The next matter I wish to raise Is one
I have previously mentioned in this House;
that is, the crossing over the railway in
Stirling Street in Bunbury. This was ori-
ginally a vehicular crossing and it has now
been closed for a number of years. When
it was closed to road traffic a cyclone fence
was, built along both sides of the railway
to stop pedestrians crossing the line. The
reason given for erecting the fence was
that there is a footbridge 50 to 75 yards
north of the crossing, towards the Bunbury
railway station.

A large number of elderly people-mainly
pensioners-live on the eastern side of the
line in the general area of Rathmines.
When the crossing was open to traffic and
Pedestrians, these people were able to walk
into town, and no pedestrians had been in-
volved in accidents at the crossing.

At the present time the fence is being
extended to prevent people from walking
'around the end of it and crossing
the railway line. If people want to walk
into town, they now have to walk about
a quarter of a mile down the track before
they can cross over. Those who cannot
negotiate the footbridge have to take a
taxi, which costs in the order of 60c or
70c each way.

This crossing was closed during the term
of our Government, after consultation with
the Bunbury Town Council. I suggest a
set of gates should be put on the crossing
to allow pedestrians to go back and forth.
They could be self-locking gates, similar
to those which were put on some metro-
politan crossings a few years ago. They
close when a locomotive approaches, as do
boom gates. According to questions I
asked in the House, the present Govern-
ment has rejected this suggestion. I realise
a problem does arise with self-locking
gates.

I now suggest the installation of the
normal type of gate that will open at any
time. This will not be as dangerous as it
sounds. Signs could be erected stating
that people cross at their own risk. As
no pedestrians have been involved in ac-
cidents at this crossing for a number of
Years, I suggest they have been taking
care, knowing full well they must use their
eyes and not rely on a mechanical device
to warn them of an approaching train.
It might be possible to install a bell which
could be activated by an approaching train
but which would not be associated with
a mechanism for locking the gates.

Mr. Bryce: Have there been any acci-
dents at the crossing?

Mr. WILLIAMS: Not for a number of
Years. There may have been some acci-
dents In past years when the crossing was
open to vehicles, but I cannot remember
an accident involving a pedestrian. The
crossing has always had lights on it. It is
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quite a safe crossing. For added safety,
a bell could be installed to warn, pedes-
trians of an approaching train, and a gate
could be placed on the crossing to allow
pedestrians to cross at will.

I have a good deal more to say but I
will leave It until we debate the revenue
Budget, I trust the Government will look
into the matters I have raised.

MR. BLAIKIE (Vasse) 15.56 p.m.): The
Item of expenditure to which I wish to
draw attention is that on hospital build-
ings, including furniture and equipment.
in this respect, I condemn the Government
for its procrastination in not providing
funds for the establishment of new hospi-
tal facilities at Busselton.

I use the word "procrastination" be-
cause, prior to the elections in 1970, an
undertaking was given by the former
Minister for Health that funds would be
provided for this purpose. As far as I am
aware, that was a definite undertaking,
with which the new Government has not
seen fit to proceed. That is the Govern-
ment's prerogative.

It Is even more alarming when one con-
siders that a, hospital at Busselton would
cost in the vicinity of $3,250,000, but the
Government intends to proceed with the
establishment of a central city laundry
costing a similar amount. This is a
balancing out of costs. Laundry facilities,
operated by Private enterprise, are avail-
able in the metropolitan area, and I
believe public tunds should be channelled
Into Government instrumentalities for the
building and operation of hospitals. Private
enterprise should carry out the work of
private enterprise. When all the necessary
institutions have been built, it might be
appropriate to consider establishing a
central laundry.

The existing hospital at Busselton has
been in operation for many years and does
not owe the Government anything. It has
paid Its way. However, it is antiquated
and completely out of date for the needs
of the area in 1972. There are four nmedi-
cal practitioners in the district who
give excellent service. By way of coinci-
dence, tonight's issue of the Daily News
carries an article on page 37 under the
heading "Sleepy Hollow Has Big Reputa-
tion." The second and third paragraphs
of the article read-

But in the world of medicine Bussel-
ton has an international reputation as
a leader in mass health screening.

It has gained this reputation as a
result of a series of health surveys
conducted in the Busselton district
since 1966 by teams from the Univer-
sity Medical department, Royal Perth
Hospital and the Health department.

The article goes on to illustrate how the
health service has been conducted. In my
opinion, the article is a tribute to one
particular doctor in the area-namely, Dr.
Kevin Cullen-and to the other doctors
who have co-operated and practised with
him.

So on the one hand we have the situa-
tion of Busselton being a leader and hay-
ing an international reputation, in mass
health screenings, while on the other hand
It has what can only be described as the
lousiest hospital in the State.

I ask the Government to give urgent
consideration to this matter. The present
lack of facilities is well known to many
members of the Government: it is most
definitely known to the Minister for
Health, because I accompanied him on a
visit to the hospital early this year. So the
poor hospital facilities available at Bus-
selton are very well known and accepted
by the Minister. As I have said, many
members of the Government also know the
position, because some 2f years ago mem-
bers of Caucus visited the Busselton Hos-
pital.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What did the previous
Government do?

Mr. BLATIKIE: It promised us a hospital
in 1970 but, unfortunately, there was a
change of Government and the Minister
sold us down the drain.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin:, The previous Minister
did not leave sufficient money to carry out
the promises; that's the trouble.

Mr. BLAIKIE: I would like to refer back
to what the Premier has just said and say
that it is the intention of the Government
to establish a central laundry which is
likely to cost some $3,000,000-odd. That
amnount of money would have been quite
sufficient to build a hospital at Busselton.

Private enterprise is already coping with
laundry work in the metropolitan area, but
despite this the Government intends to
proceed with the establishment of a cen-
tral laundry, even though it knows the
Busselton Hospital has such Poor and in-
adequate facilities. Why does not the Gov-
ernment use public funds to create these
facilities?

Mr. 3. T. Tonkin: it is a ease of the
greatest good for the greatest number.

Mr. BLAIKIE; I thoutght the Premier
was about to say that the policy of his
Government was to ignore the need of
country people; 1 believe that to be the
case, because we have been ignored in this
instance. As I have already said, members
of Caucus visited the Busselton Hospital
and they are fully aware of the appalling
conditions. that exist. I would add that in
the intervening Period these conditions
have deteriorated even further.

Mr. T. I). Evans: They have been in
existence for a good while.
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Mr. ELAIfE=: In spite of the dreadful
conditions under which the staff have to
work they arc doing an excellent job-, a.
very good job indeed.

Mr. Davies: Hear, hear!
Mr. BLAIKI: A further matter which

I wish to raise is the problems which con-
front Busselton in relation to the large
population of aged persons. Of the beds
at present in use at the Busselton Hos-
pital 50 per cent. are occupied by aged
people. In general wards there are people
who are 70 years and over. The problem
is that while we have aged patients we also
have young people who occupy hospital
beds.

The whole situation Is quite intolerable
both from the point of view of the young
people and from the point of view of the
older people Involved, There is nowhere
else for these sick people to go. A very
serious problem is created because, as the
years go by. the older people concerned
will need a great deal more care; they will
need greater and more intensive nursing
facilities and, because of this, better faci-
lities than exist at the moment must be
provided.

As I have said, an undertaking was given
by the former minister for Health In Feb-
ruary, 1970, but unfortunately the present
Government did not consider this to be a
commitment.

Mr. O'Connor: As a rule Governments
honour the undertakings given by pre-
vious Governments.

Mr. IBLAIKIE: This was not the case in
this instance. I1 do admit that the Min-
ister for Health has said the hospital will
be built when funds are available, though
I do not know how much longer we will
have to wait. We have already waited far
too long.

When matters concerning the health.
welf are, and care of the people are involved
it Is my contention that the priorities in
relation to these aspects ought to be estab-
lished by assessment rather than by poli-
tical advantage in the expenditure of
funds in any particular area.

Finally, I make an urgent plea to the
Government to give this matter serious
considerations and to ensure that the
priorities are such that the construction
of the Busselton Hospital can be Included
in the current year's programme of ez.
penditure. I urge the Government to pro-
vide these facilities at the earliest possible
moment.

MR. 1. W. MANNING (Wellington)
(:6.07 P.m.]: I propose to make my com-
ments on this debate quite brief, but I
must take the opportunity to remind the
Government of the need for additional
water storage to serve the Harvey Irriga-
tion district. There Is more than one good
reason for the construction of a new weir
on the Harvey River.

In the first place there Is the question
of the safe draw on existing facilities. I
think it is common knowledge, certainly
within the department, that the present
safe draw is regularly exceeded; secondly,
-and this is a point which cannot be dis-
counted-the Forests Department has, over
the past five years or so, undertaken very
extensive clearing operations In the Stirl-
ing Dam catchment area, which have con-
tributed to a rapid rim-off of the winter
water into the catchment itself.

The area about which I am speaking has
been planted to pines which are rowing
rapidly, and this fact will undoubtedly
slow down the run-off of winter water
into the catchment.

As we have run into this problem of
exceeding the safe draw in recent years,
the problem will become more pronounced
in future years; indeed, it will be greatly
accentuated If we are faced with a dry
winter, or aL series of dry winters. All this
may not sound important but this aspect
should not be discounted

A further point I wish to make Is the
need for Increased production from these
irrigation districts and the very great
potential that exists in those districts for
such Increased producton.

I think the Minister for Agriculture re-
vealed to us during an earlier debate this
session that the annual shortfall in dairy
industry production was equivalent to some
20,000,000 gallons of milk as between pro-
duction and consumption.

The history of the Harvey district in
particular has indicated that there is a
very Close relationship between production
and prosperity In the district, and the
water that is available for irrigation pur-
poses.

When a new wir is constructed on the
Harvey River it is planned to increase the
size of the irrigation district and the In-
Creased water storage capacity will allow
for more frequent waterings over the irri-
gation district and this in itself, would
contribute considerably to increased pas-
ture growth and also increased production
from the area.

I might remind the House that irrigation
as It Is practised today is a most sophisti-
cated science and increasing attention is
being paid to the optimum use of water.
Any money directed towards increased
water storage would be money very well
spent indeed.

We appreciate the fact that the con-
structlon of a huge new dam will require
Commonwealth loan funds. In response
to a question I asked recently the Minister
for Works indicated that information
available on the Harvey district's irriga-
tion production and marketing Is currently
being compiled, and that additional field
investigations are being Programmed with
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a view to submitting at case to the Com-
monwealth for assistance to construct ad-
ditional storage. He also said that the
construction of additional storage would
depend on the Commonwealth decision.

I do think this important matter
should be constantly brought to the notice
of the Federal Government. I am well
aware that such a project can only be
undertaken with Commonwealth funds.

The need for increased dairy production
In particular, however, is such as to justify
the present case for additional storage to
serve the irrigation districts of Harvey.
These districts have the potential to pro-
duce the quantity needed to bring produc-
tion up to the point where It can mitch
consumption.

Quite apart from the dairying aspect
there are many other avenues of agricul-
ture which in themselves contribute to
the prosperity of the districts. Beef pro-
duction is one such avenue in which at a
particular time of the year the irrigation
districts can produce a high-quality pro-
duct. The time of the year to which I
refer covers the autumn months when fat
stock are in short supply in other areas
of the State.

There is little doubt that consideration
of all these aspects adds up to a good
case for undertaking the construction of
additional water storage, because so much
else is bound up with it.

Incidentally, we must not overlook the
fact that the construction of such an
undertaking would provide avenues of em-
ployment for those who may at the mo-
ment be out of work. Accordingly a pro-
ject of this nature has a great deal to
commend it.

We appreciate the fact that those asso-
dlated with the construction and comple-
tion of the Ord River dam have the know-
how, the equipment, and the expertise to
undertake this type of work for the Gov-
ernment if it chooses to offer it out on a
contract basis.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. 1. W. MANNING: I would like to
reiterate one or two points I made earlier.
I said there was more than a good reason
that an adequate and well constructed
dam should be built on the Harvey River:
that it is necessary to Increase the water
storage to provide a safe draw for the dis-
trict, and also to ensure an adequate
supply of water.

I said that the Harvey district has great
potential and there Is every opportunity to
increase the area under irrigation. The
district lends Itself to this great potential
for Increased production, particularly pro-
duction. of IVi- products, and a greater
storage of -ould make this possible.

Another Point I wish to mention Is that
there will certainly be a need in the near
future to replace the existing Harvey Weir.
This dam has proved to be a problem in
recent years. Some renovations have been
made to it which have certainly improved
the safety of the construction itself, but to
my knowledge the original weir was opened
in 1916, added to early in the 1930s, and it
is now due to be replaced. For that reason
and a number of others I mentioned
earlier, such as the provision for employ-
merit for men, there is good reason for the
Government to press the case with the
Commonwealth for loan money to provide
for the commencement of the construc-
tion of a new dam on the Harvey River.

MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Treasurer)
1t7.35 P.M.]: I thank members for the
contributions they have made to this
debate and I have taken careful note of
the speeches I have been able to hear on
the various matters raised. The Leader
of the Opposition raised several, and I will
endeavour to explain the points he did
raise to his satisfaction, I hope. One point
was whether the State was obtaining value
for the money expended to relieve unem-
ployment. I Point out that the funds made
available to this State have been allocated
to specific projects. These have been sub-
mitted by local authorities who were re-
quested to let the Government know that
they had work which they felt would qua-
lify under the terms laid down by the
Commonwealth Government for the ex-
penditure of the money being made avail-
able, especially for unemployment relief in
rural districts.

As far as is possible, preference is given
to work of a useful or productive nature
which will be of lasting benefit to the com-
munity, but the Commonwealth Govern-
ment requires that at least two-thirds of
the funds are to be spent on wages and
allowances and this requirement naturally
restricts the type of work which can be
done. Further, priority must be given to
those districts where unemployment is
greatest, and in order to ensure the wishes
of the Commonwealth Government are
properly observed in connection with the
money made available, State officers worked
closely with officers of the Commonwealth
Department of Labour and National Ser-
vice in selecting projects to be financed
from the funds being made available.

As a result of all this, priority Is given
to work which is highly labour intensive,
and which will give enmploymnent to the
grea test number. The Leader of the Op-
position has criticised the Government for
doing what the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. required it to do to relieve unem-
ployment throughout Australia; not just
in Western Australia.

What the Leader of the Opposition does
not seem to Tralse Is that putting money
into the pay packets of workers means that
this money finds its way back into the
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private sector and helps to increase bus-
iness turnover end is only one of a number
of measures designed to restore confidence
and lift the economy generally. The Leader
of the Opposition has constantly referred
to the level of unemployment In Queens-
Iantd in relation to that in Western Aus-
tralia; in my opinion quite unfairly, and
I think he knows differently.

He claims that Queensland has an eco-
nomy Identical with ours, and that is not
true. The Queensland economy is far from
being identical with ours, because it is
unique in the dispersion of Its population
outside the metropolitan area and, more-
over, at a time, over the past year, when
rural industry in this State was depressed,
the Queensland sugar industry-which Is
a heavy employer of unskilled and semi-
skilled labour-had been experiencig a
Period of prosperity and high labour
demand. Therefore one must take those
factors into consideration.

However, there are other factors which
must also be taken into consideration. Over
half-52.5 per cent. to be precise-of
Queensland's Population lives outside the
metropolitan area, compared with 31.8 per
cent, in Western Australia. Commonwealth
grants for unemployment relief have been
especially marked for use outside the met-
ropolitan area, and therefore would be far
greater in Queensland than in Western
Australia. However, I noticed, quite
recently, that the Prime Minister has indi-
cated that he now considers it necessary to
introduce a scheme to assist unemployment
in the metropolitan area on a similar basis
to that in the country. I have been A-
vacating this for months as being a neces-
sary scheme, and have been getting no-
where. But I read a few days ago-and I
have the newspaper in my bag-where the
Prime Minister is now having attention
given to the introduction of a scheme to
relieve unemployment In the metropolitan
area on Precisely the same terms as those
operating for rural districts.

Because of the circumstances I have
outlined, the Queensland case for Com-
monwealth assistance has resulted in a far
greater proportion of money being made
available to that State and being expended
where unemployment Is greatest, in our
case it is the other way around. Further,
with regard to this relationship between
unemployment In Queensland and unem-
ployment In Western Australia, I would
point out that over the 10 years before
June, 1971, when a census was taken,
Western Australia's population increased
by 38 per cent. against an Increase in
Queensland of 19 per cent., and the main
reason for this difference was the level
of migration. In the same period we
gained 165,000 new citizens from overseas
and other States compared to 91,000 new
citizens gained by Queensland. The prob-
lem, resulting from the need to absorb

165,000 people in a much smaller base
population, cannot be compared with
Queensland's experience in absorbing only
91,000 people.

Sir Charles Court: But we desperately
needed those people.

Mr. J. T. TONKINT: It is obvious, with
the economic downturn experienced by all
States in the past two years that Western
Australia's unemployment problem would
be by far the greatest in making a com-
parison with Queensland, and Indeed
would be greater than in any other State.

The Leader of the Opposition made
special reference to the capital works pro-
grammes of local authorities. In the
course of his speech he asked the extent
to which the Treasury or other depart-
ments supervised the expenditure of local
authorities once their loans are approved.
I submit that he would know that If any
Government attempted to supervise the
work carried out by a local authority It
would be told to mind Its own business.

Sir Charles Court: I did not say that
the Treasury should supervise their work:
I said that it should supervise their ex-
penditure.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Leader of the
Opposition asked to what extent the
Government would supervise the work for
which the money was being made avail-
able.

Sir Charles Court: The financial aspects

Mr. J. T. TONKIN:, That is supervising
their work; I cannot think of any other
way it could be done. How on earth any-
one could supervise what local authorities
are doing with the money made available
to them if the work they are doing is not
supervised, I Just do not know.

Mr. Hartrey: Hear, hear!
Sir Charles Court: That is an entirely

different concept altogether.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The answer Is that

we are not supervising the work at all,
and no other Government has ever at-
tempted to do that for the simple reason
that it would soon be told, "It is none of
your business." The local authorities are
responsible to their ratepayers. When
they raise loans they are responsible to
their ratepayers for the expenditure of
that money.

They resent any attempt on the part of
Governments to tell them whether or not
they are spending their money wisely. A
little thought would reveal that if a Gov-
ernment decided to venture Into this field
quite likely It would be told this was an
Intrusion into the affairs of local authori-
ties.

Of course the Treasury does watch
closely the total borrowings of local au-
thorities. It is obliged to do so because the
Loan Council imposes a limit upon what a
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local authority may borrow and upon the
total borrowings of local authorities. Con-
sequently the Treasurer is bound to ensure
that a local authority's borrowing pro-
gramme is not in excess of $400,000. Any
request, therefore, by a local authority to
borrow in excess of $400,000 is scrutinised
carefully by the Treasurer and the au-
thority is informed of the limitations on
what It can borrow.

Another point of criticism was the in-
ternal funds of the State Electricity Com-
mission. The Leader of the Opposition
asked for a breakup of those funds
which were applied to that body's capital
works programme, and so here it is. The
total of $20,550,000 is made up as
follows:-

Depreciation less sinking
fund contributions ..Estimated profit

Net increase in bank over-
drafts... ..

Unexpended balance of
capital funds at the 30th
June, 1972

Net increase in sundry bal-
ances

9,150,000
8,000:000

2,260,000

200,000

940.000

Overall total .. 20,550,000

The Leader of the Opposition was critical
of the commission financing capital works
from its current revenue, but the plain fact
is, as he should know, that the State
cannot obtain sufficient capital funds to do
otherwise. The alternative would be a
critical shortage of electric power and re-
curring blackouts. The Leader of the Op-
position also claimed that the previous
Government kept up with the commis-
sion's need for loan funds.

Sir Charles Court: It must have done.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: if by that he means
that the commission had less recourse to
domestic funds during the previous Gov-
ernmenlt's ternm of office, I would like to
enlighten him on this point. In each of
the years from 1967-68 to 1969-70 the
profit on trading operations provided 20
per cent. of the funds employed by the
commission on capital works.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is too
much noise in the Chamber.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: In 1970-71 and 1971-
72 this percentage fell away to 10 per cent.
and 12 per cent, respectively. As the opera-
ting costs increased this reduced the sur-
plus available to the commission In those
years, and the commission faced a critical
shortage of funds for capital works. It
would not have been able to keep generat-
Ing capacity up to needs if that situation
had continued to prevail.

T'his. year the surplus available for capi-
Wm works will increase, but so, too, has
the capital allocation made available to
the commission by the Government with

the result that profit will again provide
20 per cent. of the commission's capital
funds, a relationship that was very well
established by the previous Government.

Mr. Williams: You said that when you
were elected you would stop the profit
making.

Sir Charles Court: And bring price
dlown,

Mr. J. T. TON2KIN; The member for
Bunbury quite rightly sought an explana-
tion for the disparity in figures in the
Loan Estimates compared with those
shown in the Loan Bill; and the reason is
that the Loan Bill seeks parliamentary
authority to appropriate a certain sum of
money to meet the necessary expenditure.
The Loan Estimates set out the complete
expenditure contemplated for the next 12
months. Some money is already available
because of previous appropriations arced
to. it becomes only a Question of adding
to the money already made available on
previous appropriations the amount now
being sought. Parliament has been asked
to appropriate the total amount of money
required to meet the programme set out.

Under those circumstances it would be
next door to a miracle if the figures were
precisely the same in the Loan Estimates
as they are in the Loan Bill.

Mr. Williams: What intrigued mue was
that the Commissioner of Railways In
statements to the Press said that $196,000
would be sufficient for the capital expendf-
ture needed for this operation. I was
wondering what he will do with the other
$104,000.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: He needs it really.
I think he meant that he has already some
in kitty and we are appropriating a fur-
ther amount for him to meet his full
expenditure.

I have noted the various points raised.
I do not think that any more of them call
for a specific reply. However, I listened
with a great deal of interest and some
amusement because I have been here for
quite a long time and have been on both
sides of the House. I realise that one's
attitude differs according to one's lati-
tude. So, there it Is.

Nevertheless this is a Bill which must
be passed if the money is to be provided
for the services of government and I
gather, from what has been said, that the
House Is prepared to pass it.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr.

Bateman) in the Chair; Mr. J. T. Tonkin
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Votes. Railways, $7,062,000; State Elec-
tricity Commission, 54,100,000; Public
Works, $46,201,000; Metropolitan Water
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Supply, Sewerage and Drainage,
$11,000,000; Mines, $72,000; Housing,
821,650,000; Agriculture, $700,000; Forests,
$900,000; Fisheries, $59,000; Development
and Decentralisation. $240,000; Govern-
ment Printing Office, $85,000; Other State
Undertakings, $4,43,000--put and passed.

Vote: Sundries, $1,305,000-
Sir CHARLES COURT: When the

Treasurer was replying to the second read-
ing debate he did not cover the majority
of points raised, but referred to a few
specific matters, one being the question
of the use of money for unemployment
relief. Under "Sundries" we have a grant
of $1,000,000 for unemployment. This of
course covers a number of works for which
State loan funds are being used as distinct
from Commonwealth special moneys for
this purpose.

I raised this matter during the second
reading debate with a very definite objec-
tive in mind; but the Treasurer twisted It
around as though I was criticising the
spending of the Commonwealth money. I
had in mind something which Is worrying
many people; that is, whether we are get-
ting value for the money being spent under
the Commonwealth scheme. As I under-
stood the scheme the Intention was that
we were to get something extra done in
country areas. Local authorities and Gov-
erment departments have a programme,
but the intention was that on top of those
programmes which can be undertaken
within the normal budgetary provisions,
something additional would be done
through this to pump money into the
economy. Normally this will find its way
to storekeepers, etc., but at the same time
it will also take some pressure off the
amounts of money paid by way of social
welfare, unemployment relief by the Com-
monwealth, and so on. To that extent it
Is substituting one dollar for another; but
I would much rather people received the
dollar for doing something than for wait-
ing until a job turned up.

Complaints have been expressed in many
places that the work being done is not. In
fact, additional to work which is normally
being done or would normally be done
within the Government or local authority
budgets, and that the Commonwealth
money is actually being used in lieu. I
imagine most of the money would be used
by local authorities, they being the most
obvious choice to employ the money In
rural areas, as well as departments like the
Forests Department and so on. Surely
they would qualify for some of the work
when it is labour intensive, If they wished
to step up forest maintenance or an ex-
pansion of the forestry programme.

It was on that point I was raising the
query and not on the policy followed. I
did comment that I thought the Govern-
ment with Its decentralisation programme

would have favoured the money being spent
in the country rather than have it con-
centrated In the city. If this was the
appropriate time I would join issue with
the Treasurer on his comments about
Queensland, but it is hardly the appropriate
time. If ever there was an economy like
ours it is Queensland's.

I want the Treasurer to have another
look at this point because I think he will
find, on a critical analysis, that some of the
money is not being used for the purpose
intended either by him or by the Com-
monwealth Government.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: In reply I simply
say that in so far as State Government
money is involved, naturally the Govern-
ment consults with local authorities to
ensure we receive value for what Is being
expended. The Government would not
presume to say to local authorities, "We do
not think your supervision Is good enough
and, therefore, we want to send officers
around to see whether we are receiving
value for the money you are expending.'
Naturally we do not want to do this. We
rely on the supervision of local authorities,
which carry out the work, to ensure that
they do their duty in connection with the
work which is being undertaken. I empha-
sise that this work Is additional work for
which the local authorities would not have
had the money to pay, had the money not
been made available by the Common-
wealth or the State. First of all, local
authorities have had to submit such works
for consideration by the State and the
State has worked In close co-operation with
the Social Services Department.

I believe there are adequate safeguards
and as far as it is possible to do so, we
ensure that value is received for the money
which is paid out in this way.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Treasurer
has, once again, missed the point I am
making. I am not suggesting the Govern-
ment should send around a man to see
whether the local authority foreman is
making his men work a full eight hours.
My concern is to ensure that the program-
mes are scrutinised and that, before money
is allocated for spending, it is additional to
the normal course of local authorities'
activities and the Government is satisfied
that this is not being done by way of sub-
stitution but Is additional work. If the
Treasurer makes inquiries he will find there
is a good deal of feeling about this in many
areas. People believe the money is not being
used for extra work and Government de-
partments have been accused of using some
of this money. It has been said that men,
normally on the payroll of some Govern-
ment departments, disappear off that pay-
roll on a Friday and come onto the relief
Payroll on a Monday. The Treasurer
should look at this because he may find
he is being "taken for a ride."

Mr. BLAflCIE: I rise to support the
points made by my leader.
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! The items be- FIRE BRIGADES ACT AMENDMENT
fore the Chair are Nos. 42 to 44, which
come under the heading of "Sundries."

Sir Charles Court: I was talking to itema
No. 44.

The CHAIRMAN: The member for
Vasse must talk to Item 44 which Is
"Grants for Unemployment Relief Works."

Mr. BLAIKIE: It cannot be denied tbat
the assistance afforded by the Common-
wvealth Government in providing funds far
unemployment relief and in granting as-
sistance to local government in this State
has been a tremendous boost to Western
Australia. This has been the position in
two respects. In the first instance, it has
provided employment where people had
no employment opportunities whatsoever.
Secondly, it has been even more beneficial
because local authorities have been able
to undertake work which they would prob-
ably not have been able to do in the course
of their normal works programmes.

I do not consider the Commonwealth
Government has been given sufficient
praise for the funds it has released by
way of unemployment relief grants.

The Treasurer has said that he has no
idea of any Government department Put-
ting off men one day and re-employing
them under Commonwealth relief the next
day. I know of an instance where, in fact,
this has happened.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Is the honourable
member saying that, because Common-
wealth money was available, the depart-
ment which had the money and the work
stopped its own work in order to save Its
own money so that it could spend Com-
monwealth money?

Mr. BLAIKIE: I did not say that.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Is that what you

mecan?
Mr. BL&flCIE: I did not say that. How-

ever. I do know of instances where the
State has employed people under this
relief scheme but, by the same token, on
an undertaking that the State would Dot
employ them anyhow.

I make the point that Insufficient praise
has been given to the Commonwealth for
the role it has played in providing these
funds to the State.

Vote put and passed.
Schedules A to C put and passed.
Clauses 1 to 3 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.
Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr. J. T. Tonkin (Treasurer), and trans-
mitted to the Council.

BILL

Council's Message

Message from the Council notifying that
it insisted on its amendments Nos. 1 and
2 to which the Assembly had disagreed,
and to which is added the following ad-
dendum:-

That the Legislative Assembly be
informed that the Legislative Council
considers under its Standing Orders it
has the competence to amend the Bill.
and strongly disagrees with the con-
tention of the Legislative Assembly
that it is beyond the competence of
the Legislative Council to do so. 'The
Legislative Council therefore advises
the Legislative Assembly that the
Legislative Assembly has not put for-
ward any reasons for disagreeing with
the amendments made by the Legis-
lative Council, but the Legislative
Council would be prepared to consider
reasons Put forward by the Legislative
Assembly for disagreeing with the
amendments made by the Legislative
Council provided such reasons do not
challenge the proceedings of the Legis-
lative Council when the Legislative
Council is acting within the compet-
ence of its authority.

now considered.

Speaker's Ruling

THE SPEAKER (Mr. Norton): When
this House considered Message No. 112
from the Legislative Council, which mes-
sage contained the amendments now in-
sisted upon, the House drew up certain
reasons in disagreeing to the amendments.
In view of those reasons. I now rule that
the amendments now insisted upon in the
"Fire Brigades Act Amendment Bill" can-
not therefore again be considered by this
House.

Motion

MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)
[8.08 p.m.]: I move-

That the following message be for-
warded to the Legislative Council:-

With reference to Message No.
121 from the Legislative Council
insisting upon certain amend~
ments to the "Fire Brigades Act
Amendment Bill" the Speaker has
ruled that the amendments con-
tained therein are beyond the
powers of the Legislative Council
to make for the reasons previously
given and, therefore, the Message
was not considered by this House.

The Bill is therefore returned
herewith and the concurrence of
the Legislative Council desired
therein.
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I have an extremely good precedent for
the action I have proposed; namely, one
taken by the present Leader of the Op-
position who, in like circumstances,
moved a motion in very similar terms.
This was at a time when the Legislative
Council had taken an action which could
have resulted in the Crown being occasion-
ed some expense or loss of revenue. The
Speaker, who was The Hon. J. Hearman,
ruled that the Legislative Council had no
power to make such an amendment. The
Present Leader of the Opposition moved
In this House a motion similar to the one
I have now moved.

Sir Charles Court: Which particular Bill
was that? Do you remember? Was It an
argument about a charge or a tax?

Mr, J. T. TONKIN: Unfortunately some-
body has removed the mark from the
Hansard and it may take a little time to
locate the place.

Sir Charles Court: I was trying to recall
the instance. As far as I can recall the
major argument was 'whether it was a
charge or a tax.

Mr. O'Connor: Which Hansard?
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: It is Hansard No. 3

of 1965 and I have now established that
the page number Is 3021. The debate was
in connection with the Stamp Act Amend-
ment Bill (No. 3).

Sir Charles Court:, That was a different
situation altogether.

Mr. J. T. TONKILN* The Leader of the
Opposition, with out rcfoezcc to the debate,
says straightout that it was a different
situation.

Sir Charles Court: I remember the ar-
gument.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Let us see whether
It was a different situation. I ask the
Leader of the Opposition to remember his
performance earlier this afternoon when he
said he had not moved a motion to disagree
with the Speaker's ruling and had not
spoken to it. After saying such a thiing
one cannot take him too seriously.

Sir Charles Court: I did not say that at
all. I said I had not been given a chance
to speak to my motion.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That was not true.
Sir Charles Court: The Speaker agreed

I was not allowed to speak to my motion.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: We have since re-

ceived a Mansard copy of what transpired.
The Leader of the opposition said, in sum-
mary, "For the reason I have previously
given . .. "1 and he then concluded all he
had to say.

Sir Charles Court: I did not conclude my
remarks at all.

Mr. Jamieson: You did.

Mr. J. T. TONKII: I suggest the Leader
of the opposition should send for the
Hansard transcri-t and look for himself.

Mr. Jamieson: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion cannot remember for five minutes.

Sir Charles Court: The Speaker has
agreed with me.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'Connor: Let us not delay Govern-

ment business!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Let us return to the
Stamp Act Amendment Bill (No. 3). The
amendment made by the Council was as
follows:-

Clause 23, page 14, line 5-Delete the
word "and", and insert a new para-
graph (f) as follows-

(f I by inserting after the word
"dDEBENTUrRE". in the item,
"MORTGAGE (legal or equit-
able), BOND, DEBENTURE,
COVENANT, WARRANT OF
ATTORNEY to confess and
enter up Judgment and FOR-
EIGN SECURITY of any
kind", the words," (not being
an unsecured deposit receipt,
or unsecured note); and".

The Speaker said-
With the indulgence of the House I

would like to have a little to say on
this message. I leel that In actual
practice there is an important differ-
ence between this proposed amend-
ment to the Stamp Act Amendment
Bill (No. 3) and the amendment to
the Stamp Act Amendment Bill on
which amendment the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition raised a point of
order last week.

Last week the Legislative Council's
amendment gave the Treasurer dis-
criminatory power to impose, or not to
impose a certain taxation. It did not
necessarily insist that he need forgo
a single cent of taxation revenue, I
ruled this amendment in order al-
though some members would no doubt
think that was a somewhat generous
ruling so far as the Legislative Coun-
cil was concerned. I might even agree
with them.

This amendment exempts without
discrimination certain securities from
tax and as such clearly is in conflict
with the Constitution Acts Amend-
ment Act, section 46, subsection (2).
Accordingly, I rule this amendment
from the Legislative Council a~s being
beyond the powers of the Legislative
Council to make, and therefore it can-
not be considered by the Legislative
Assembly.

I submit, the amendment under considera-
tion at that time is precisely the same in
Principle as the amendment which the Leg-
islative Coilncil has now made to the Fire
Brigades Act Amendment Bill.
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Sir Charles Court: In view of the fact Act" and substitute the words "Par
we do not think it is, will You agree to
adjourn the debate until a later stage so
that we may consider all the details? This
is an important issue, not only now but
for the future.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Yes, that is a reason-
able Proposition.

Debate (on Council's message) adjourned
until a later stage of the sitting, on motion
by Sir Charles Court (Leader of the Op-
Position).

(Continued on page 5622)

NOISE ABATEMENT BILL
Council's Amendments

Amendments made by the Council now
considered.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. Bate-

man) In the Chair; Mr. Davies (Minister
for Health) in charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the C ouncil
were as follows:-

No. 1.
Clause 7, Page 4, line 10--Insert

after the word "which" the words
"occurs or continues to such a degree
and extent that it".

No. 2.
Clause 7, page 4. lines 10 and 11-

Delete the passage ", or Is capable of
having,"

No. 3.
Clause '7, Page 4-Add after the

word 'Act" in line 13 the words
"provided however that for the pur-
Pose of determining whether or not
a nuisance has been committed no
lesser standards shall be applied
than would be necessary to establish
a nuisance at common law".

No. 4.
Clause 7, Page 4, line 27-Add

after the word "premises" the words
"or that the sound or vibration was
unavoidable".

No. 5.
Clause 8. pages 4

the clause.
and 5-Delete

No. 6.
Clause 11. page 7-Delete the

clause.
No. '7.

Clause 12,
clause.

No. 8.
Clause 13. pages 7

the clause.
NO. 9.

page 7-Delete the

and 8--Delete

Clause 14, Page 8. lines 10 and 1i-
Delete the words "To assist the Min-
ister in the administration of this

the purpose of giving advice and
assistance in connection with the
discharge by the Council of its
functions under this Act".

No. 10.
Clause 14, page 8, line 16-Delete

the word "five" and substitute the
word "eight".

No. 11.
Clause 14, Page 9-Add after lint

4 new subparagraph$ as follows--
(vi) one shall be a person so

nominated by the body
known as the Chamber of
Manufactures (W.A.) In-
corporated; and

(vii) one shall be a person so
nominated by the body
known as the Local Govern-
ment Association of West-
ern Australia Incorporated;
and

(viii) one shall be a person so
nominated by the body
known as the Trades and
Labor Council of Western
Australia.

No. 12.
Clause 18, page 11-Delete all

words after the word "misbehaviour"
in lines 6 and 7 to and including the
word "Committee" in line 12.

No. 13.
Clause 23, page 12.

the word "Minister"
the word "Council".

line 32-Delete
and substitute

No. 14.
Clause 23, page 12. line 36-Delete

the passage "Minister, and to assist
the Minister in the administration of
this Act" and substitute the word
"Council".

No. 15.
Clause 24, Page 13-Insert after

line 6 the following paragraphs, to
stand as paragraphs (d) and (e0-

(d) the Council:
(e) any member of the Council;

No. 18.
Clause 24, page 13, line 14-Insert

before the word "done" the word
"properly".

No. 17.
Clause 36, page 19, line 24-Insert

after the word "the" the words
"Council or".

No. 18.
Clause 36, page 20, line 13-Add

after subelause (2) a further sub-
clause (3) as follows-

(3) Before entering any premn-
ises pursuant to this section the
member of the Council or Advis-
ory Committee or inspector re-
ferred to in subsection (1) of
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this section shall unless the
owner or occupier of such prem-
ises shall permit such person to
enter such premises obtain a
warrant to do so from a Magis-
trate or Justice of the Peace
which warrant the Magistrate
or Justice of the Peace is auth-
orized to issue upon being 3atis-
fled that the entry is sought in
good faith for any purpose per-
mitted under this Act.

No. 19.
Clause 37, page 20. line 15-Insert

after the word "the" the words
"Council or".

No. 20.
Clause 38, page 20-Delete the

passage commencing with the pass-
age "; or" in line 23 to and includ-
ing the word "make" in line 30.

No. 21.
Clause 38, page 20, line 32-Delete

the words "Five hundred" and sub-
stitute the words "Two hundred and
fifty".

No. 22.
Clause 39. page 21, line 8-Delete

the words "or process"

No. 23.
Clause 40, page 21, lines 15 and

16-Delete the words 'person carry-
ing on or operating" and substitute
the words "Owner or occupier re-
sponsible for".

No. 24.
Clause 40, page 21-Delete the

passage "; (c) " in lines 19 and 20
and substitute the word "and".

No. 25.
Clause 41, page 21, line 31-Delete

the words "Five hundred" and sub-
stitute the words "Two hundred and
fif ty".

No. 26.
Clause 44, page 24, lines 8 and 9-

Delete the words "one hundred" and
substitute the word "fifty".

No. 27.
Clause 44, page 24, lines 11 and

12-Delete the words "five hundred"
and substitute the words "two hund-
red and fifty".

No. 28.
Clause 44, page 24, line 15-Delete

the word "fifty" and substitute the
word "twenty-five".

No. 29.
Clause 44, page 24, lines 27 to 29-

Delete subeclause (4).

No. 30.
Clause 48. page

after the word
"Council for his
member of the".

27, line 6-Insert
"the" the words
services and to a

No. 31.
Clause 48, page 27. line 27-Delete

the words "Commissioner's opinion"
and substitute the words "opinion of
the Council".

No. 32.
New Clause-Insert a new clause

to stand as clause 11 as follows--
Noise and 11. (1) There is hereby es-
Conrotl tablished, for the purposes of
Council. this Act, a body by the name

of the Noise and Vibration Con-
trol Council.

(2) The Council consists of-
(a) the Commissioner of

Public Health; and
(b) seven persons, in this

Act referred to as the
ex officio, members of
the Council, appointed
by the Governor of
whom-
(1) one shall be an offi-

cer of the depart-
ment known as the
Department of De-
velopment and De-
centralisation nom-
inated in writing
by the Minister ad-
ministering that
department:

tii) one shall be an
officer of the de-
partment known as
the Local Govern-
ment Department
so nominated by
the Minister ad-
ministering that
department:

Otll) one shall be an
officer of the de-
partment known as
the Department of
Labour employed
In the Factories
Branch of that de-
partment so nom-
inated by the Min-
ister administering
that department:

(iv) two shall be per-
sons so nominated
by the body known
as the Western
Australian Cham-
ber of Manufac-
tines (Incorpor-
ated):

(v) one shall be a per-
son so nominated
by the body known
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as the Trades and
Labor Council of
Western Australia;
and

i v) one shall be a per-
son so nominated
by the body known
as the Western
Australian Em ploy-
ers' Federation
(incorporated).

(3) If a Minister or a body
referred to in subsection (2) of
this section authorised to nom-
inate an officer or person for
appointment to the Council
fails to do so within thirty days
after the receipt by him of a
written request from the Min-
ister so to do, the Minister may
nominate for appointment as
member an officer or person
having a like qualification to
the officer or person who should
have been nominated by the
Minister or body in default, and
the officer or person shall, sub-
ject to this Act, be appointed
as if he had been duly nominat-
ed by the Minister or body first
entitled to make the nomina-
tion.

(4) A person, other than the
Chairman, is not eligible to hold
at the same time, both the office
of member of the Council and
member of the Committee.

No. 33.
New Clause-Insert a new clause to stand

as clause 12, as follows-
APPlicaOn 12. The following provisions
of tt
subseqtient oftis Act, namely-
provisions. (a) subsections (3) to (7),

inclusive, of section 14;
(b) sections 16 and 17;
(c) section 18, except that

portion of paragraph
(a) which refers to the
termination of an ap-
pointment because of
an interest; and

(d) sections 19 and 20,
apply to the Council and in so
applying those provisions any
reference therein to the Advis-
ory Committee shall be read as
a reference to the Council.

No. 34.
New Clause-Insert a new clause to stand

as clause 13 as follows-
Functions 13. (1) The functions of the
outhell Council are-

(a) to carry out Investiga-
tions into the problems
of noise and vibration
and their abatement;,

(b) to consider and initiate
the means of prevent-
Ing, abating or miti-

gating the nuisance
arising from noise and
vibration;

(c) to keep under review
the progress made in
preventing, abating or
mitigating the nuisance
arising from noise and
vibration;

(d) to obtain the advice of
persons having special
knowledge, experience
or responsibility in re-
gard to the prevention
of noise and vibration;

(e) to encourage and con-
duct studies, investiga-
tion and research into
the problems arising
from excessive noise
and vibration; and

(f) subject to the Minister,
to administer this Act.

(2) For the purposes of this
Act the Council has all such
powers, rights and privileges as
may be reasonably necessary to
enable it to carry out its func-
tion.

No. 35.
New Clause-Insert a new clause to stand

as clause 40 as follows-
Trade 40. (1) Where under the
Secrets, provisions of this Part a person

is obliged to supply informa-
tion to the Commissioner, or to
any member of the Council or
Advisory Committee or any in-
spector, and the owner or occu-
pier of the premises concerned
is of the opinion that compli-
ance with the obligation will
result in the disclosure of a
trade secret, the owner or occu-
pier may within seven days de-
clare In writing to the Minister
that he objects to the obligation
in so far as it relates to that
trade secret.

(2) On receipt of an objec-
tion made under subsection (1)
of this section the Minister may
after such investigation and in-
qluiry as he thinks fit by notice
under his hand exempt the per-
son concerned of the obligation
either generally in relation to
the trode secret alleged or to
such extent as he may therein
specify.

(3) Where the Minister re-
fuses to exempt a person, either
generally or to such extent as
he may specify, under subsec-
tion (2) of this section from the
obligation to supply informa-
tion, he shall cause notice in
writing of his decision to be
served on the person objecting
who may within twenty-one
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days of receiving that notice
appeal to a Judge against the
decision of the Minister.

(4) An appeal made under
subsection (3) of this section to
a Judge shall be heard in
Chambers, and the Judge may
confirm, alter or reverse the
decision of the Minister and
may make such order as to the
costs of, and incidental to, the
appeal as the Judge thinks fit.

(5) In determining an appeal
under subsection (4) of this
section, a Judge may, If de-
clining to reverse the decision
of the Minister, make an
order-

(a) prohibiting the Council
and every person who
is, becomes or has been
a member of the Coun-
cil or the Advisory
Committee, officer of
the Department or
other employee, servant
or agent of the Coun-
cil from disclosing any
information relating to
the trade secret sup-
pied in compliance
with the obligation,
except in the circumi-
stances specified in the
order;

(b) prohibiting, where any
information so sup-
plied is5 subsequently
adduced in evidence in
any proceedings, the
publication of that
evidence,

and any order so made shall be
complied with notwithstanding
anything to the contrary con-
tainted in this Act.

Mr. DAVIES: I would like to address my-
self briefly to all the amendments pro-
posed by the Legislative Council. I inform
the Committee that it is my intention to
accept the amendments with the exception
of one which I desire the Committee to
reject, and two others which I would like
to reword. Although the amendments look
rather formidable-there are 35 in all-
many of them are consequential upon the
committee's accepting the principle of the
appointment of a noise abatement council.

Members will remember that I was not
in favour of an advisory committee as well
as a council, and I am still not in favour of

suhan arrangement, but being a practical
person, I am prepared to accept the princi-
ple and I agree to its incorporation in the
Bill. However, I seek the Committee's
agreement to a rewording of the constitu-
tion of both the advisory committee and
the council.

No great alterations aire involved in the
other amendments. Provisions are in-
cluded relating to trade secrets, and these
are not unreasonable. We debated this
matter at length when we discussed the
Environmental Protection Bill during the
last session of Parliament. and we have
long accepted the principle.

The other point is that the Legislative
Council's amendments propose to halve the
penalties proposed in the Bill. I am happy
to say that it has not yet been found neces-
sary to invoke the penalty clause in the
Clean Air Act, and no prosecutions are
pending. It is therefore clear that with the
co-operation of the people concerned we
will not need to apply the penalty clause.
If we find this co-operation is not forth-
coming, we will return to Parliament and
ask for an increase in the penalties.

I move-
That amendment No. 1 made by the

Council be agreed to.
Question put and passed: the Council's

amendment agreed to.
Mr. DAVIES: I move-

That amendment No. 2 made by the
Council be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Mr. DAVIES: The third amendment pro-
poses to amend clause 7 on page 4. 1 am
advised that "common law" is not defined
but is argued in each case. Much time
could be wasted ini legal argument as to
whether or not a pFrticular noise is a
nuisance at common law. I feel this would
defeat the purpose of the definition in the
Bill which carries an implication that
noise, within the meaning of the Act, is a
noise which will constitute a nuisance at
common law. The difference is that the
contention does not require testing at com-
mon law. Apparently in common law each
case stands on its own. Penalties and
standards are set according to each case,
but no guidelines are laid down as to when
a matter automatically comes within the
definition of a nuisance. For these reasons
I ask the Committee to accept my motion.
I move-

That amendment No. 3 made by the
Council be not agreed to.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The Minister took
the opportunity when first rising to his
feet to tell us of his general approach to
the amendments. The Opposition is very
satisfied with his decision. I believe the
amendments passed by the Council will
improve this legislation and bring it into
line with our idea of noise abatement. I
do not oppose the motion moved by the
Minister.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment not agreed to.

Mr. DAVIES: I move-
That amendment No. 4 made by the

Council be agreed to.
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Question Put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Mr. DAVIES: I move-
That amendments Nos. 5 to 10 made

by the Council be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendments agreed to.
Mr. DAVIES: The Council's amendment

No. 11 deals with the composition of the
advisory committee. Members will see that
it is proposed to add to the advisory com-
mittee one member representing the
Chamber of Manufactures, one member re-
presenting the Local Government Associa-
tion, and one member representing the
Trades and Labor Council. I would remind
members that when the matter was before
the House we referred to this advisory com-
mittee as the expert committee, and we
were anxious to ensure that all the mem-
bers of the committee will be able to
understand the Jargon of the members pro-
posed under subparagraphs (I) to (v) of
paragraph (b) of subelause (2). These
people will be highly qualified, and it would
be ridiculous to put a person on the advis-
ory committee simply because a particular
body feels it should be represented. I
move-

That amendment No. 11 made by the
Council be agreed to subject to the
deletion of the whole of the amend-
ment and the insertion in lieu thereof
the following-

Clause 14, page 8, line 14-Delete
subclause (2) and substitute the fol-
lowing subclause-

(2) The Advisory Committee con-
sists of-

(a) five persons, in this Act refer-
red to as the ex officio mem-
bers of the Committee, ap-
pointed by the Governor on
the recommendation of the
Minister of whom-
(I) one shall be a person who

Is a legally qualified medi-
cal practitioner recognised
as an expert in the field
of occupational health,
who shall be chairman of
the Committee;

(ii) one shall be a Person who
is a legally qualified medi-
cal practitioner recog-
nised as a consultant in
relation to conditions of
the ear, nose and throat:

(iii) one shall be a person who
is recognised as an expert
on matters relating to the
design and construction
of buildings and the prob-
lems of noise control in
buildings;

(lv) one shall be a person who
is recognised as an expert
In the physics of sound;
and

(v) one shall be a person who
is recognised as an expert
in relation to the effect
of noise on the mental
and social well-being of
persons;

and
(b) two Persons appointed by the

Governor. of whom-
(I) one shall be a person with

experience relevant to
sound control, nominated
in writing by the body
known as The West Aus-
tralian Chamber of Man-
ufactures (Incorporated);
and

(ii) one shall be a person with
experience relevant to
sound control, nominated
in writing by the body
known as The Chamber of
Mines of Western Aust-
tralia (Incorporated).

Page 9, lines 12 to 17-Delete sub-
clause (4) and substitute the following
new subclause:-

(4) If a body referred to in
paragraph (b) of subsection (2)
of this section authorised to nom-
inate a person for appointment to
the Committee fails to do so with-
in thirty days after the receipt by
that body of a written request
from the Minister so to do, the
Minister may nominate a person
for appointment as a member in
default, and that person shall,
subject to this Act, be appointed
as if he had been duly nominated
by the body first entitled to make
the nomination.

I would draw attention to the fact that
the first five persons mentioned as mem-
bers of the advisory committee are those
previously agreed to in this Chamber. The
only difference is that on that occasion it
was suggested the chairman should be the
Commissioner of Public Health. With the
new arrangement of the council it is un-
desirable to have the same person as the
chairman of the council and the chairman
of the advisory committee. So the Com-
missioner of Public Health will remain the
chairman of the council, and the chairman
of the advisory committee will be a medical
man appointed in accordance with sub-
clause (1) of the amendment.

Two other persons are to be nominated
by the Governor, one of whom will be the
representative of the Chamber of Manu-
factures, and the other will represent
the Chamber of Mines. Both of those bodies
have some experience relative to sound
control. We wish to ensure that the com-
mittee is able to understand the technical
nature of the discussions which must take
place.
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The second amendment 3[ have moved
simply makes provision for the Minister to
appoint a person If the proper authority
falls to do so within a period of 30 days.
That provision was made by this Com-
mittee when it discussed the matter
recently.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I do not disagree
with the Minister's amendments to the
amendment. It is obvious that the Com-
missioner of Public Health will be the
chairman of the noise and vibration council
and a medical practitioner who Is qualified
in the field of occupational health will be
the chairman of the committee. I think
the inclusion of a representative from the
Chamber of Mines and another fr~rm the
Chamber of Manufactures in lieu of rep-
resentatives from the Local Government
Association and the Trades and Labor
Council Is appropriate. I believe that the
Minister's substitution of subclause (4)
is quite in order, particularly as it is
borrowed from new clause 11 inserted by
the Council.

Mr. HARTREY: I suggest to the Min-
ister that he consider the Inclusion of a
person who has an expert knowledge of
engines and other mechanical devices
notorious for the creation of noise and of
the reasons why such devices make noise.
I have listened closely to the explanation
of the experts proposed to be included by
the Minister, and I do not think one of
them would be an expert in that field. It
does not follow that because a man under-
stands the medical, scientific, or physical
aspects of noise he also understands the
mechanical causes of It or possible meth-
ads to eliminate It.

Mr. DAVIES: I thank the member for
Boulder-Dundas for his suggestion. It is
hard to know where to stop in these mat-
ters. We believe the Chamber of Mines
and the Chamber of Manufactures should
be able to Provide expertise in this field.
The honourable member will recall that
the committee may co-opt such experts if
it so desires.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to subject to the
Assembly's further amendments.

Mr. DAVIES: I move-
That amendments Nos. 12 to 31

made by the Council be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendments agreed to.
Mr. DAVIES: I move-

That amendment No. 32 made by the
Council be agreed to, subject to the
following further amendment:-

Delete subelause (2) and substi-
tute the following new subclause:-

(2) The Council consists of-
(a) the Commissioner of Public

Health;

(b) the person who is for the
time being the Chairman of
the Committee; and

(c) nine persons, in this Act re-
ferred to as the ex officio
members of the Council, ap-
pointed by the Governor of
whom-

(1) one shall be ant offi-
cer of the depart-
ment known as the
Department of fle-
velopment and De-
centralisation nomin-
ated in writing by the
Minister administer-
ing that department;

(11) one shall be an offi-
cer of the department
known as the Local
Government Depart-
ment so nominated by
the Minister admin-
istering that depart-
ment;

(III) one shall be an offi-
cer of the depart-
ment known as the
Department of La-
bour employed in the
Factories Branch of
that department so
nominated by the
Minister administer-
ing that department;

(10) one shall be an offi-
cer of the depart-
ment known as the
Department of En-
vironmental Protec-
tion so nominated by
the Minister adinn-
istering that depart-
ment;

(v) one shall be an offi-
cer of the depart-
ment known as the
Department of Mines
so nominated by the
Minister administer-
ing that department;

(vi) one shall be a mem-
ber of the Police
Force so nominated
by the Minister ad-
ministering the Po-
lice Act, 1892;

(vii) one shall be a Person
so nominated by the
body known as The
West Australian
Chamber of Manu-
factures (Incorpor-
ated);

(vii) one shall be a person
so nominated by the
body known as the
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Trades and Labor
Council of Western
Australia; and

(iX) one shall be a person
so nominated by the
body known as the
Western Australian
Employers' Federa-
tion (Incorporated).

There is a great deal of difference between
what is proposed in the Council's amend-
ment and what Is proposed in my further
amendment. First of all, the chairman of
the advisory committee will be a member
of the council. This is highly desirable for
liaison purposes. The next difference is
the inclusion of the Department of Envir-
onmental Protection. As the Minister for
Environmental Protection I have constant-
ly received complaints regarding noise.
Members will recall that at the United
Nations Stockholm conference on the en-
vironment held in June of this year. the
Federal Minister (Mr. Howson) raised the
matter of noise pollution, and his contri-
bution was well received. Noise naturally
becomes part of the environment and as
such, the department should have a re-
Presentative on the council.

The next new inclusion is a representa-
tive of the Department of Mines. As mem-
bers will recall that department also has a
representative on the committee. The Po1-
ice Force must also be represented because
it is subject to its own set of regulations
regarding noise. At present those regula-
tions are being worked on at the Corn-
mnonwealth level and will apply to all
States. Obviously it is necessary to have
close co-operation so that we achieve a
uniform standard of acceptable noise levels.
This is an important area of liaison be-
tween this State and the other States of
the Commonwealth. I must admit that I
did not know of the work being done in this
regard until we discussed the constitution
of the council today.

Then there will be a representative of
the Chamber of Manufactures. This is
proper because it will enable us to achieve
an employer-employee representation. I
do not believe the amendment I have
moved varies greatly from that proposed
by the Legislative Council. It adds some
representatives, but makes no deletions.

Mr. HUTCHII4SON: Again, I follow the
Minister's reasoning. New clause 11 was
inserted in another place and the Minister's
amendment will improve it and will bring
the legislation more into line with the
Clean Air Act regarding the constitution
of the proposed council.

This is based almost entirely on the
council set up under the Clean Air Act.
The representation outlined by the Min-
ister seems to be reasonable, and it follows
largely the new clause inserted by the
Legislative council.

There is a surprising inclusion on the
council, and that is a member of the Police
Force nominated by the Minister admin-
istering the Police Act, but in the circum-
stances it is not so surprising in view of
what the Minister said, that very shortly
an Australia-wide set of regulations will
be drawn up to deal with noise and they
will be administered by the Police Depart-
mnents in the several States.

The membership of this council totals 11.
whereas the number in the council estab -
Iished under the Clean Air Act is 14.

Question put and passed: the Council's
amendment agreed to subject to the As-
sembly's further amendment.

Mr. DAVIES: I move-
That amendments Nos. 33 to 35 made

by the Council be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's

amendments agreed to.

Recommittal
Message No. 120 recommitted for the

further consideration of amendment No.
10, on motion by Mr. Davies (Minister
for Health).

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr.

Batemnan) in the Chair; Mr. Davies (Min-
ister for Health) in charge of the Bill.

No. 10-
Clause 14, Page 8, line 16)-Delete the

word "five" and substitute the word
"eight".

Mr. DAVIES: I move-
That amendment No. 10 made by the

Council be agreed to subject to the
word "eight" being deleted and the
word "seven" substituted.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to subject to the As-
sembly's further amendment.

Report, etc.
Resolutions reported and the report

adopted.
A committee consisting of the Minister

for Education (Mr. T. D. Evans), the
member for Cottesloe (Mr. Hutchinson).
and the minister for Health (Mr. Davies)
drew up reasons for not agreeing to
amendment No. 3 made by the Council
and agreeing to amendments Nos. 10, 11,
and 32 subject to further amendments.

Reasons adopted and a message accord-
ingly returned to the Council.

APPROPRIATION BILL
(CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 17th October.

M. MEN8AROS (Floreat) [ 8.58 P..]:
It is with some regret that I notice that,
apart from the introductory speech of the
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Treasurer and one speech by the Leader of
the opposition, the debate on this vitally
important measure was left to the last
two sitting days of this session.

This is only the fifth Budget I have ex-
perienced in this House, and to the best
of my recollection the first three which
were introduced by the previous Govern-
ment were handled in Quite a different way.
The Budget was introduced, and then
various speeches were made during the
debate which extended over a long period.
Indeed, members on both sides of the House
took part. I recall that nearly all the
back-bench members on the Government
side had something to contribute.

Last year there might have been some
excuse for the attitude adopted by the
Government. because of the unfortunate
death of the previous Speaker after which
Parliament was Prorogued. There was little
time left for the debate. This year, there
was no valid reason for deferring the debate
on this vitally important measure, apart
from the need to organise the notice Paper
in a manner which suited the Government,
yet the debate has been left to the end of
the session.

Indeed, the situation is that the Budget
becomes an Executive action instead of
properly being debated and discussedb
this Parliament. In actual fact, as we all
know, every other measure discussed and
passed by this Parliament depends upon
the passing of the appropriation for rev-
enue and loan funds. For that reason I do
not think I would be too harsh in saying
that this attitude is, to a certain extent,
almost a contempt of Parliament.

I have noticed that this seems to be the
generally developing attitude, and it is
contrary to that which exists in other
British Parliaments, and in our Federal
Parliament in Canberra.

No longer is this House used for making
ministerial announcements. Almost in-
variably the news media is used for this
purpose, and on most occasions such
announcements are made during weekends
when Parliament Is not sitting. I think the
development should have been the other
way. It is not good enough that the Gov-
ernment should claim that Perhaps the
same procedure was adopted by the previ-
ous Government. This applies especially in
view of the constant criticism In the past
that parliamentary functions are carried
out more and more by the Executive. That
criticism was levelled by the present Gov-
ernment when it was In Opposition, but we
should develop a method whereby Parlia-
ment has more and more say in the Affairs
of the State.

The fact that the Budget is discussed
during the last days of the session is even
worse under the present conditions. The
sessions of Parliament have been changed
to coincide with the calendar Year and,
consequently, we did not have an address-
in-Reply debate at the beginning of this

sitting whereby members are provided with
an opportunity to speak on matters which
are of importance to them and their elec-
torates.

I further think that even with the
Address-in-Reply debate perhaps the Gov-
ernment-again in view of its past
criticism-should have developed the
attitude of replying to various speakers-
whether from the Government or Opposi-
tion side of the House-if only to emphasise
and show that it places some importance on
what members have to Say. Almost the
same attitude is mirrored by the very fact
that during the last few weeks measures
have been introduced without proper con-
sultation with the people who are most
conerned. I do not think I have to give
many examples in that regard but the
latest examples would have been the apple
and pear legislation and the Workers'
Compensation Bill.

I would like to make the Revenue Budget
itself the subject of my speech. When one
examines the Budget-especially the
revenue side-one finds that it tells an
uninteresting, dull, and sad story. Western
Australia was reputed to be the State on
the move but according to the Budget now
before us it has stopped under the guidance
of the Present Government. This is not
only criticism from the Opposition, but
it is a well known fact, and it is appreciated
by the general public.

It Is well known that inflation has
occurred to a greater extent than previ-
ously. We have a far higher proportion of
unemployment than was the case during
the time of the previous Government. There
has been a stagnation in mining opera-
tions, and we cannot see any new industry
which would have benefited the economy
of the State up to now, Of course, it is
acknowledged that the Commonwealth
has more Power to influence the economy
but that does not mean that the States
-within the circumstances prevailing-
have no power to do anything at all.

I point out the example of Queensland
which faced a similar economy to that
which existed in our State. A short time
ago the Premier said that in Queensland
a larger proportion of the population was
living outside the metropolitan area, and
therefore in that State more unemploy-
ment relief would be received from the
Commonwealth. However, that will account
for only a very small part of the revenue
and that additional relief could not be
regarded as a single course for the better
state of the economy in Queensland.

I maintain that the States have ample
opportunity within their budgetary powers,
and through other means, to generate
confidence in the economy and prevent
inflation. Such a procedure, of course.
requires proper and considerable economic
advice which has to be imaginative, and it
should depart from the old Keynesian
tactics In an attempt to remedy the
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economy. Indeed, instead of such a move
we have seen legislation introduced which
directly fosters Inflation. I refer to the
Long Service leave Bill and the workers'
compensation legislation which tend to in-
crease the cost of Production.

The Budget we are now discussing mirrors
the stagnation and, Indeed, to my mind it
mirrors almost the wish to perpetuate the
stagnation which has occurred in Western
Australia. r will supply reasons for that
statement. Let us look at the increased
rate of revenue during the last few years.

During the last years of the Brand Gov-
ernment, from 1068-69 to 1969-70 the per-
centage of revenue increase was 15.7 per
cent. From 1969-70 to 1970-71 the revenue
increase was 15.4 per cent. Despite the
unrealistic claim by the present Govern-
ment that It Inherited a mess, in its first
year of operation from 1970-71 to 1971-72
the increase In revenue amounted to 15.4
per cent. Those are the figures of the
actual percentage increase in revenue
during those years. However, for the year
1971-72 to 1972-73 the estimated revenue
increase will be from $423,999,000 to
$474,321,000. That Is the estimate, and it
represents an increase of only 11.3 per cent.

In actual monetary terms-considerig
inflation, and we do not have any measure
other than the Commonwealth index of
consumer prices which shows that the in-
flation in Western Australia was 5.8 per
eent.-the real increase was 5.7 per cent.
That was the increase in real money terms
when comparing the figure with that of
last year. I repeat: from 1968-69 to
1969-70 the increase was 15.7 per cent. In-
flation, according to the consumer price in-
dex was only 3.7 per cent. The figures for
1969-70 to 1970-71, show an increase of
15.4 per cent., and the Inflation figure was
4.3 per cent. For 1910-71 to 1971-72 the
increase was 15.4 per cent., and the Infa-
tion was 5.8 per cent. The estimate for
1911-72 to 1972-73 is 11.8 per cent., and the
fairly estimated Inflation is approximately
6 per cent.

Tt is worth while examining how this
very small increase came about. The
Commonwealth grants increased from
$1 80.000.000 to $203,500,000 In round figures
which represents an increase of 13 per
cent. The Western Australian Taxation
Deipartment and the public utility sources
Increased their income roughly from
$243,800,000 Lo $265,800,000. which increase
represents only 9 per cent.

If we prefer to look at the increase in
the purely Western Australian source of
revenue we find that the largest part of it
came from the payroll tax. Adjusting the
$28.000.000 revenue for the 10 months of
1971-72 to a 12-month period results In
revenue of $33,71*l.000. Comparina that
ficrvire with the estimate of $40,460,000, the
inerease on the adjusted figures for the
full year Is $6,744,000, or an Increase of 20
per cent.

So even with the meagre 9 per cent.
increase in revenue from purely Western
Australian sources, payroll tax represents
in real terms $12,300,000 of the $22,000,000
in absolute terms, and $5,744,000 of the
$22.000.000 in adjusted terms.

Of course, the payroll tax means na-
other source of Commonwealth generosity
to transfer payroll tax to the States as a
growth tax. Unfortunately it not only ex-
presses the growth in real terms, but it
Inevitably expresses the growth in money
termq including Inflation, and higher
salaries and wages.

Had the payroll tax receipts increased
only in adjusted calculation-bay the same
9 per cent, as the other Western Australian
sources of revenue-the total Western Aus-
tralian source of revenue increase would
have been only 7.5 per cent. instead of 9 per
cent.

The increase of 7Z per cent.-when
allowftw, for the 5.8 per cent. monetary
inflaqtion-leaves only 1.8 per cent, real In-
crease In the Western Australian revenue.
I do not think that my analysis would show
any credit to the Government.

I did not even mention the revenue of
approximately $500,000 which, according to
replies recently given by the Premier, will
not now be derived from an increase in
the betting tax. We said originally that it
was a bad tax hut we do not consider it a
proper way of budgeting to exclude it from
the Estimates. The Governent suddenly
reconsidered the position and dropped the
tax. Tn fact, that was another example
of the manner in which Parliament is
Ignored by executive action.

Let irq have a further look at the sectors
In which this meagre increase came about.
in this exercise, the picture becomes very
dark. As a rule, the increases do not come
from sources which would indicate some
sort of economic activity or some hope of
Increased economic activity In the future.
Indeed, the type of revenue which would
Indicate the upswing-or downturn-of the
State's economy has decreased considerably
in most cases, or at best did not keep up
with the inflation and expresses only the
numerically higher money terms rather
than real value.

The royalties from mining are estimated
to he down by $1,000,000). The royalties
from timber-a traditional source of rev-
enue-are down by $355,000. which Is a
deres of 12 per cent. The revenue of
the Forests Department from the sale of
pine and hardwood increased by only e.g
per cent.. which is actually a loss of sales in
view of the steep increases In prices which
were Implemented by the Government not
so long ago.

The Harbour and Light Department
shows a decrease In revenue, despite the
Increase in boat registration fees. This
again Indicates the decreased economic
activity at jetties in the loading and un-
loadlna of goods.
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Scaffolding fees are not an insignificant
factor. They mirror building activities be-
cause every building or construction firm
must pay these fees as soon as a building
is commenced. Scaffolding fees will de-
crease by nearly 8 per cent. to an estimated
$236,000. This follows a decrease in the
estimate last year of $280,000 to the actual
figure of $254,496. 1 might mention that
this Is one of the few fees which have not
been increased, probably due to the fact
that they are not fixed fees. In some
cases there is a mnibunm fee but the over-
whelming proportion of fees paid are based
on the value of the building. Therefore,
a growth factor is built into scaffolding
fees.

I mnight mention that there appears to
be a mix-up in the department which cal-
culates these fees. I will relate a personal
experience. I have Paid scaffolding fees
for the past 16 or 17 years without any
trouble, by calculating either the minimum
fee or the fee of .15 Per cent. which Is
prescribed for a building over a certain
value or for certain types of buildings. On
a few occasions recently I have received
letters saying I have either overpaid or
underpaid. I was recently called upon to
pay an amount of $31.20, which I duly paid,
whereupon within a short time I received
a letter saying I had overpaid $1.20 and
a cheque was enclosed. A month later I
received a letter saying I had overpaid
$1.20 and another cheque was enclosed. In
another month's time I1 received a letter
saying, "You owe us $1.20. Would you
plcase oblige?" I do not regard this as
being a fault of the Minister. I regard it
as a glorious achievement of computers as
opposed to human brains.

The largest loss in anticipated revenue
comes, of course, from the railways-ex-
pressing again the lack of economic activ-
ity, in which the railways are very import-
ant. I am not talking about the deficit of
the railways. I am simply talking about
the loss in gross revenue. Gross revenue
has decreased from $66.I80,000 In round
figures, to $61,830,000, which is a decrease
of $4,350,000 or 7 per cent. in revenue.

I have tried to show that the revenue in
fact decreased from these sources, which
indicates the lack of economic health and
movement in this State.

There has been a slight increase of 9 per
cent., or 7.5 per cent, if we disregard the
adjusted Increase in payroll tax revenue.
Prom where does it come? Observers of
the Western Australian parliamentary pro-
ceedings in Hansard will notice that apart
from the bingo and greyhound Bills no
budgetary Bills were presented this year.
I do not think the bingo and greyhound
Bills will be glorious sources of income
which would keep the State on its feet.
Anyhow, they are not sources to my per-
sonal liking.

The increased revenue came about as a
result of increased fees and charges which
the Government implemented. These fees

-- and charges are invariably increased by
the Executive or by way of regulations
rather than through parliamentary action.
This amounts to ignoring Parliament to
some degree.

Loet us have a look at these increased fees
and charges in detail. The revenue from
the third party insurance surcharge in-
creased from $1,587,000 to $2,451,000, which
is an increase of 55 per cent. Law court
fees and fines rose from $2,807,000 to
$3,052,000, which is an increase of $245,000.
Company registration fees were again in-
creased recently and the estimated revenue
from this Source rose from $1,453,865 to
$1,798,000, which is an increase of 19 per
cent. or $344,000 in money terms. AS re-
gards land titles, because of the recent
increases in charges the revenue has in-
creased by 33 Per cent., from $860,180 to
$1,290,000. It cannot be claimed that this
increase is due to the anticipated increased
movement in real estate.

Police Department fees have again been
increased, and the revenue has risen by 13
per cent., roughly, from $3,000,000 to
$3,500,000. The revenue of the Govern-
ment Printer increased from $3,176,000 to
$3,666,000, which represents an increase of
15J per cent. This is probably due to the
free school book issue.

I will not take time to deal with the
expenditure side of the Budget, but my very
short analysis of the revenue side clearly
shows that this is a Government of stag-
nation. indeed, it represents a retrograde
step from thc point of view of thc State.

Mr. T. D. Evans: To be objective, I think
you would have to look at the expenditure
side before you made an assessment.

Mr. O'Neil: You cannot spend what you
do not raise.

Mr. MENSAROS: My immediate reac-
tion is the same: that we can only spend
what we earn, having due regard for the
deficit. It Is a picture of a sad going back
after more than a decade of the most spec-
tacular development in Western Austra-
lia's history.

my question is: Where are the achieve-
ments? I draw the attention of the House
to a question I asked of the Premier, par-
ticularly because the answer was tabled
and was not read in the House. I had
done this survey of the Budget and I
wanted to know what were the actual
achievements of the Government from the
point of view of trying to stimulate the
economy. Consequently, I asked this ques-
tion of the Premier-

Could he please detail those achieve-
ments by way of mining, industrial or
commercial agreements, etc. (other
than Commonwealth or State-gener-
ated works) originated by his Govern-
ment which already show some benefit
to the economy and/or Treasury of the
State?
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I stressed that I wanted to know the
achievements, other than Commonwealth
or State-generated works, which already
showed some benefit to the State. The
Premier answered very politely and gave
me a list of 20 projects which he appar-
ently considered answered the question I
asked,

Time and time again-and even this
morning or yesterday-we hear the Pre-
mier lecturing us on the English language.
I do not profess to be an expert but I think
my Question was clearly framed. I asked
him to detail the works, other than Com-
monwealth or State works, which had been
originated by his Government and which
had already shown some benefit to the
State or to the Treasury. I will not weary
the House by reading the list of projects
the Premier gave me in reply, but four of
them are clearly Commonwealth or State
works. They ai'e the construction of the
standard gauge railway between Esperance
and Kalgoorlie, the State Electricity Corn-
mission's Kwinana-Ealga power line, the
underground railway which does not even
exist in pamphlet form-

Mr. T. D. Evans: I understood that the
member for Ploreat indicated that in re-
spect of the Kalgoorlie-Kambalda standard
gauge railway line the arrangement was
that it was Commonwealth money that
was involved.

Mr. MENSAROS: I said Commonwealth
or State money was involved.

Mr. T. D. Evans: If Commonwealth
money is involved in that railway line-

Mr. MENSAROS: I said Commonwealth
or State money.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What is the point of
that? You are having $5 each way, are
you?

Mr. MENSAROS: What I want to know
is whether this Government was able to
generate some works from private enter-
prise sources as did the Previous Govern-
nment which lifted the economy of the State
to make it go forward. Therefore I was
not interested in the budgetary sources
that would finance these works; whether
the money was to come from the State
Budget or from the Commonwealth Budget.
I was interested in finding out whether
the State had a financial agreement from
which we already reap some reward.

In this list of answers which the Premier
supplied to my question there are four
items which were not asked for in the
question. There were another 10 items
which were not asked for in the question
either, because there is not a single move-
ment in these undertakings up until this
time. They may be agreements, promises,
or hopes to the eff ect that some time in
the future something might happen. Only
five undertakings were left out of the 20.
These merely indicate that something
might have happened up to date, but the
most important of these undertakings was

generated by the previous Government;
namely, the Amnax bauxite project. This
was done by the Government as a result
of offsetting the Mitchell Plateau project.
Another one was the tanning industry at
Northam which involved the sum of
$250,000. I do not know whether this
project has been started yet.

Also, there was the plastic products pro-
ject, also established in Northam, involv-
ing the sum of $57,000. Again I do not
know what benefits we have reaped from
that undertaking. So from the list of
those projects set out in the schedule
attached to the answer given to the ques-
tion I asked on the 15th November, I can-
not see that this Government, in the way
the previous Government did, has gener-
ated anything to promote the progress of
this State.

I do not say anything else. With all
respect, it is time, and more than time, to
change this Government in order to put
this State on its feet and on the course
of development that was embarked upon by
the previous Government.

MR. COYNE (Murchison-Eyre) [9.34
p.m.]1: I take the opportunity that this
debate affords me to bring to the atten-
tion of the House a critical situation that
has recently developed in the area I re-
present. The particular district in Ques-
tion is Wiluna, and I am referring to the
Desert Farms project which I feel is in
need of some financial assistance so that it
may reach a stage where it will prove to
be a viable and economic enterprise.
Wiluna is located on the edge of the
desert and is one of the remote towns
of Western Australia. It is also in close
proximity to projects that are of great im-
portance to the State. I refer to the
uranium project at Yeellrrie that is 50
miles distant from Wiluna. The Mt. Keith
enterprise which has 260,000,000 tons of
nickel reserves is another project that
will be developed in this area, and there
is also the Agnew project being developed
at present on the Perseverance site by
Australian Selections.

The Australian Selections enterprise has
unlimited potential and is about 75 to 80
miles distant from Wiluna. The promotion
of the Desert Farms project represents a
wonderful exercise in deceitralizatiofl be-
cause of its remoteness. I will give mem-
bers a run-down on the background of this
project. it happened by chance. Mr. Jack
Parr, the promoter of the enterprise ori-
ginally, started in Queensland at a place
called Mundubbera. This Is the largest
privately-owned orchard in Australia. At
present something like 250,000 cases of
oranges are being cropped each year and
it is anticipated that in the next few years
the production will reach approximately
400,000 cases a year.
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The development of this Mundubbera
project was initiated In the same way as
the project at Wiluna; that is, as a Desert
Farms project. It started off by growing
citrus trees. In order to obtain cash to
finance the operation It was decided to
commence growing melons. Over a period
of Years this man has been able to genei-
ate sufficient capital and cash flow to trig-
ger off Production in this huge area in
Queensland. It covers 750 acres which, as
members will realise, Is a terriffic project
involving the growing of citrus fruits.

In 1968 Mr. Parr visited this State as
a delegate to the citrus Fruits Council
which held its first meeting in this State
in that Year. Purely by chance he paid
a visit to Geraldton and during a short
holiday there he was so impressed with
the way citrus fruits responded to the
conditions in that area, he decided to
go further afield. He went as far north
as Northampton and he was more im-
pressed with the quality of the fruit grown
there. He returned to the Geraldton re-
search station to make further inquiries
and was advised to visit Carnarvon. He
did so and inspected the set-up at that
centre. However, he was not greatly im-
pressed because of the scarcity of water
and the high salinity of the supply that
was offering. He was advised to look at
Wiluna where he was given the guarantee
there Was an unlimited supply of water.
He visited Wiluna and found it was on the
same latitude as the project he was oper-
ating in Queensland; that is, the 26th
parallel. He knew from experience that
Wiluna offered all the conditions necessary
to produce high-quality fruit.

Mr. T. D2. Evans: What year was that?

Mr. COYNE: He visited this State In
1968 and he started the project at Wiluna
in 1969. He was sold on the idea from that
year onwards and he commenced this en-
terprise. Initially he had to borrow some-
thing like $170,000 using the security of
his orchards In Queensland to raise this
money to trigger off the Desert Farms pro-
ject. Subsequently he had to return to
Queensland to obtain another $70,000 be-
cause he experienced preliminary difficul-
ties.

He proceeded with the project in the
same way as he had conducted his Desert
Farms project in Queensland. That is,
his Initial effort, in order to get a cash
crop, was the growing of melons. I might
mention that Mr. Parr has had something
like 30 years' experience in the growing of
melons and citrus fruits. In the first in-
stance he tried to get a variety of melons
suitable for selling on the European mar-
ket. He introduced a Spanish variety of
melon for export overseas. The actual
growing of the crop was a success but
various factors relating to the shipping of
the crop Proved to be unsuitable, and when

the cargo arrived in Great Britain It was
found that it had been seriously spoilt
and hardly any of it was marketed.

Mr. Parr then had to obtain more money
from another source, and he managed to
do this and start a second crop of melons.
That crop was also a failure in many
respects, one of the causes for the failure
being the high winds that are experienced
in this area at certain times of the year.
Because he had not taken the precaution to
construct windbreaks around the growing
area he had planted with melons, he ex.
Perienced some of these high winds. In
fact, it was a cyclone-! do not know
the name of it for the moment-that
devastated the whole of the Murchison
area. It was one of the largest and most
severe dust cyclones that had ever occurred
in the living memory of the residents
in that district.

This, of course, ruined the melon crop
very seriously, but Mr. Parr was still not
deterred, and he continued his operations
in the following year by growing another
melon crop. Again he had further troubles.
He had two huge refrigeration sheds each
of which would be larger than this Cham-
ber. The harvested melons were kept in
a refrigerated chamber to a stage where
they were ready for marketing. He had
5,000 cases stored in the refrigerated
chamber, and another 5,000 cases on the
vines. Unfortunately the compressor that
was used to refrigerate the chamber blew
up and he lost the whole crop of melons
in that chamber.

I Point out all these facts to show the
extremely bad luck Mr. Parr experienced
in this operation at the Desert Farms
Project at Wiluna. Notwithstanding all
these unfortunate incidents he perservered,
and in 1970 he decided to go ahead with
Planting citrus trees. With that in mind
he Planted 7.000 trees in 1970. At this
stage it is the citrus fruits that are occupy-
ing his attention. I was in the area last
weekend and the other members of the
party who paid a visit to the project were
very impressed with the quality and the
condition of the citrus trees. They have
really now reached the stage where they
cannot look back.

The whole of the operation has been
geared up to take off the first crop in 1974.
With this in mind he was hoping to get
some sort of assistance from the Govern-
ment to enable him to continue with his
project. The Commonwealth Department
of Native Affairs was very impressed by
the project at the outset and about 12
months ago the department asked Mr.
Panr if it could participate in the project.
With that in mind it sent some experts
from Canberra to investigate it. The prin-
ciple behind this move was that because it
was such a labour intensive industry em-
ployment opportunities for natives could
be generated in the area. In other words
about 250 or 300 natives in the area could
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be employed on it. The department asked
Mr. Parr if it could participate in the pro-
ject on the basis of the department having
a 51 per cent. interest in the whole project
on the condition that Mr. Parr was to re-
tain the management and hold the 49 per
cent, interest.

At this stage he had taken off his third
crop of melons and he thought he could
continue on his own. As a result he defer-
red accepting this offer from the Common-
wealth Native Affairs Department in Can-
berra and the matter was shelved until
February.

As a result of the failure of his third
crop he again had to approach the depart-
ment to see whether it would be prepared
to participate on a new basis. The depart-
ment went through the whole procedure
again and sent experts to obtain all sorts
of information about the project. Several
months were spent in this way. But his
request was declined. This occurred in
the last few weeks and it will be recalled
that some questions have been asked about
the abandonment of the Desert Farns pro-
ject and the likelihood of its going into
liquidation in the very near future.

As a result of this, much interest has
been displayed and it is hoped the project
will not deteriorate any further. Mr. Parr,
submitted a request to the Minister for
Agriculture, but it was not received very
enthusiastically. I recall that the Minister
wrote to me the other day Indicating that
he had passed the submission on to the
Minister for Conmnunity Welfare to as-
certain whether he was interested in sup-
porting the project for the benefit of the
Aborigines.

1 believe that the department should
have a greater vision than that. It is a
project which could be of benefit not only
to the Aborigines, but to the whole of the
area because of the employment it would
generate and because of its unlimited
possibilities. I believe that one of the as-
pects which is responsible for the Govern-
ment being a little unenthusiastic about
the project at present is the emphasis
which has been placed on the availability
of water for mining purposes. Only within
the last week or so it was reported that
the Government is to spend $1,000.000 in
order to prove a quantity of something like
27.000,000 gallons to serve the mining
industries in the area: and I refer to the
Mt. Keith, Perseverance, and Yeelirrle
projects.

I understand it would not be all potable
water from Wiluna itself, but I believe
that the supply of water in the area
is unlimited. The area in which Mr. Parr
is operating now contains 70 acres of citrus
trees and 120 acres of melons. This is not
the best area in Wiluna for this type of
project, because it Is approximately 12
miles east of Wiluna.

When Mr. Parr originally took up the
land he applied for a greater area in the
west to continue his project. In a ques-
tion to the Minister I suggested this was
a pilot scheme to get the citrus project off
the ground, and I still believe this. If it
were proved to be a viable operation. It
could grow to something like four or five
times its present bize and create many
benefits in the area.

I have a great mass of technical in-
formation in my office, but I am not
qualified to read or understand it. What
I am seeking is the establishment of some
form of expert committee to investigate
the problem and to ascertain whether the
project could be azsisted. I know that
tremendous difficulties must be overcome
and that the situation so far as creditors
are concerned is serious. After about two
years, operation a meeting of creditors
was held and at present the Desert Fanms
project is under the control of a special-
ised firm of accountants from Sydney.

Anyone who visits the area is enthused
when he sees the land developed as it is
and it would be sad indeed if the Govern-
ment allowed the project to go into liquida-
tion. Not many people would be prepared to
sacrifice their life savings and energies in
a project of this kind and 'we might never
again have a man with the experience and
resources of Jack Parr to go into an area
like this and promote a similar project.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What approaches has
he made, if any, to the Government?

Mr. COYNE: He made a submission to
the Minister for Agriculture for assistance
of somne kind about a month ago, but up to
the present time he has received no satis-
factory reply.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Was that his first
approach?

Mr. COYNE: Yes. He has been seeking
some sort of meeting with the Minister and
I agreed it was Pretty difficult for him at
this stage to forward any concrete Proposal
so I suggested he make a submission,
which he has done, and I have a copy
of it here.

I do not believe the Project should be
abandoned. Last week the following ar-
ticle appeared In the News of the North:-

Desert Farm will continue
The Community Welfare Depart-

ment will take over some of the oper-
ations at Desert Farm, eight miles
from Wiluna, when Mr. Jack Parr
walks off.

Mr. Parr Is likely to leave the farm
after the present crop is harvested In
January.

The end of the project means a loss
of $350,000 for Mr. Parr and his cre-
ditors.

The scheme began in 1969 as a rock
melon and citrus growing venture.
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The Minister for Community Wel-
f are, Mr. Willesee, said he was wait-
ing for further developments.

Hle had been assured that the citrus
part of the venture would not be al-
lowed toD deteriorate.

When Mr. Parr left supervisors
would help the Aborigines to keep part
of the Irrigation Project working.

A decision on what would be done
at the Wiluna agricultural research
station, which would also close, would
be made in conjunction with plans for
the farm...

"The employment opportunities for
Aborigines in this area are extremely
limited and there Is no doubt this
venture has been providing a valuable
employment avenue."

It has absolutely shocked Mr. Parr to vis-
ualise the Government waiting to grab the
whole project if he abandons it. After all
his efforts, he does not intend to abandon
the farm voluntarily. I am pretty sure
that if he leaves, he will have to be drag-
gad off.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What tenure does he
have over the land? Is it leasehold?

Mr. COYNE: I am not sure about that
and other aspects. This is why I am not
the best advocate for the Project. I could
have raised a great deal of technical In-
formation to add weight to the argument
about the whole project. However, my rea-
son for raising the mnattcr at all is to
make some sort of forcible approach to
the Government to request It to give some
consideration to the Project. Not a great
deal of money would be required to estab-
lish an expert committee comprising people
with horticulture experience to go Into all
aspets-not only the likely success of the
project, but also the reasons for its failure
so far. if it is proved that the project
is not viable, then that would settle the
matter. However, I myself have a fair
amount of enthusiasm for It.

The present situation is that the melon
crop Is ready for harvesting and, in com-
pany with several other members, I had
the opportunity to witness the first take-
off of the crop and it has fulfilled all ex-
pectations.

If the crop is a success It will yield
$300,000. If everything goes according to
plan that is the amount which will be
realised, and it would be enough to pro-
vide enthusiasm and permit the project
to be proceeded with to the next stage,
thus enabling Mr. Parr to carry on. He
would be able to pay the pressing creditors
from whom he has had to raise further
money in order to put In the crop.

I know the amount of money owed is
formidable, but he is not particularly wor-
ried about that aspect. He believes that
the money he receives for the crop will
carry him over the next few years. The

money he will receive from his Mile End
orchards in Queensland will enable him
to return to base one and square himself
off.

However, he Is concerned that If this
venture is completely abandoned all his
creditors--the amount owing to them is
something like $200,000-would have no
prospect of having any of their money
returned to them. All that would be sal-
vageable would be the equipment, fencing,
piping, and so forth, which would not yield
a great deal of money.

To give an indication of how the people
In the area feel about the project and Mr.
Parr, I will divulge certain information I
have. Mr. Parr owes some substantial
amounts. I was talking the other day
to Mr. Harry Johns who did the initial
boring to find the water in the vicinity
of the project. He is owed, from memory,
$8,000, but when I was talking to him In
order to ascertain how he felt, he said
he did not care about the $8,000. All he
was interested In was seeing Mr. Parr suc-
ceed. Hie is one creditor. Eml Brown is
owed a similar amount and he feels exactly
the same way.

This Indicates that the people in the area
are enthusiastic about the project irres-
pective of the fact that they might do
their money cold.

The industry has grown If the cases
being presently Packed at Mile End is
any indication. At present 250,000 cases
are being Packed and this number would
increase to 400,000 cases in the next five
years. This would ensure the first crop.
Mr. Parr estimates that the second year's
crop, which will be harvested in 1975, would
have a greater yield than the 1974 crop
and would enable him to pay everything
off. He would then break even. As a re-
sult, after 1975 anything made would be
clear profit. Even though the creditors
would have to wait a number of years
before they received anything back, at least
they would have prospects of being paid
if the project were permitted to continue.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Do you know what re-
cent legal or accounting advice he has
received?

Mr. COYNE. No. Actually I have sub-
mitted some of the deed of arrangement
to the Minister, and also a copy of the list
of creditors. I would not know where he
has started In his attempts to pull the
project out of its difficulties.

All I am seeking Is the establishment of
an expert committee to go into the project
and determine whether it would be pos-
sible for an advance of another $200,000
or $250,000 to be made to ensure the pro-
ject reaches the stage where the first crop
can be harvested. I do not think that
is a great deal of money when we
take into consideration the amount
spent at the Wiluna Research Station.
Something like $650,000 has been spent
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since 1955 and much of the findings of that
research is unavailable. However, If
$200,000 could be put into this project the
department would have its finger on the
whole of the operations and would be able
to watch its progress in order to ensure
that the expenditure of its money was
worth while. The department would
naturally have horticultural experts to ad-
vise it on the progress wade. This sug-
gestion should be seriously considered.

Mr. Parr feels that, as the project pro-
gresses and the trees grow, he will use less
and less water. Something must be done
in respect of conserving water because, up
to date, very little has been done in this
direction.

The project is located on an under-
ground aquifer system which has an ex-
tremely high yield and it is felt that, if
an efficient recharge system is developed
much mare water would be conserved
when the heavy rains occur. At the
moment the aquifer is in its natural state.
Improved efficiency could result by mak-
ing levee banks to raise the height on
each side of the aquifer considerably. Also
drilling could be undertaken.

At the present time millions of gallons
of water go to waste and run into Lake
Carnegie where they turn to salt. Much
more experimentation needs to be done in
the area to conserve the water and allow
it to be built up in the area so that Mr.
Parr will have sufficient to satisfy his needs
for the next few years. in this way, he
would have the opportunity to prove that
his project is a viable venture.

I hope it may be possible to arrange to
have an informal discussion with the
Minister for Community Welfare and the
Minister for Agriculture. Mr. Parr has
much more technical knowledge than I
have. Unfortunately he has gone to
Queensland on this evening's plane and is
not available at the present time.

I will conclude by offering aL suggestion
to the Government. I will assist In any
way possible, whether it is by acting as
liaison officer between Mr. Parr and the
Government or in some other way. I want
to see whether there is any way by which
the Government will take notice of this
address tonight and endeavour to provide a
solution or at least hold an Inquiry to see
whether a solution is possible so that the
stage may be reached when the project
will yield.

Mr. T. D. Evans: When is Mr. Parr
expected back from Queensland?

Mr. COYNE: He is due back next Wed-
nesday or Thursday. I tried to reach hin
by phone tonight before he flew out. I
also tried to contact him in Wiluna earlier
today. However he flew down from Wiluna
by plane and apparently went straight to
the airport to catch a plane for Queens-
land. I was not able to contact him.

Mr. T. D. Evans: For the benefit of the
honourable member, I will be acting for
the Minister for Community Welfare from
Tuesday next. if it is at all possible, I
would be prepared to meet Mr. Parr
together with the Minister for Agriculture.

Mr. COYNE: I knew the Minister for
Community Welfare would be absent for
three weeks, because he told me so.
The only convenient time for Mr. Parr to
meet him was last Monday morning. How-
ever, this was not convenient to the
Minister and I telegrammed Mr. Parr and
advised that I was unable to obtain that
appointment. I asked him to ring back,
because I wanted to tell him what I had in
mind. When I rang Wiluna today I was
informed he had gone to Perth. I missed
him at every point along the way. I
wanted to obtain from him some informa-
tion which, 1 know, would have been of
great interest to members of the House.
I know that the value of the crop is ex-
pected to be in the vicinity of $30D0.000.
However, as I have said, Mr. Parr would
be in a much better position than I amn
to state the actual facts.

That is almost all I can offer in con-
nection with the details of this project. I
hope that far the benefit of the Wiluna
area: for the benefit of the creditors; and
for the benefit of Jack Parr, the Govern-
ment will consider this project favourably.
I hope something will come out of it.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of
the sitting, on motion by Mr. O'Connor.

(Continued on page 5630)

FIRE BRIGADES ACT AMENDMENT
BIL

Council's Message: Motion
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of

the sitting on the following motion by Mr.
J. T. Tonkin (Premier):

That the following Message be for-
warded to the Legislative Council:

With reference to Message No.
121 from the Legislative Council
insisting upon certain amend-
ments to the "Fire Brigades Act
Amendment Bill" the Speaker
has ruled that the amendments
contained therein are beyond the
powers of the Legislative Council
to make for the reasons previously
given and, therefore, the Message
was not considered by this House.

The Bill is therefore returned
herewith and the concurrence of
the Legislative Council desired
therein.

SIR CHARLES COURT: (Nedlands--
Leader of the opposition) 110.05 p.m.]: I
regret this matter has been brought on at
this paint of time because I have only
just returned. I have been endeavour-
Ing to catch up with some of the details
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regarding the incident to which the Prem-
ier referred. The Premier made reference
to the confrontation-call it what one will
-which occurred between the Legislative
Council and the Legislative Assembly in
1966 in connection with the Stamp Act
Amendment Bill (No. 3).

I also want to say that we, Mr. Speaker.
were taken rather by surprise when you
rose to your feet and gave a ruling, as
you did, in connection with message No.
121. This message Is not on the notice
paper as it has come down from another
Place today. Had I been aware that you,
Sir, intended to proceed in that way, I
would have dealt with the matter on your
ruling. However, in view of the fact that
the ruling was not challenged at that time,
under our Standing Orders we must deal
with the matter of this motion. The
Premier has moved-

That the following Message be for-
warded to the Legislative Council:

With reference to Message No.
121 from the Legislative Council
insisting upon certain amend-
ments to the "Fire Brigades Act
Amendment Bill', the Speaker
has ruled that the amendments
contained therein are beyond the
powers of the Legislative Council
to make for the reasons previously
given, and therefore, the Message
was not considered by this House.

The Bill is therefore returned
herewith and the concurrence of
the Legislative Council desired
therein.

I do not know how many members have
studied the message sent to this Chamber
by the Legislative Council and referred
to in the motion moved by the Premier.

Mr. Ha rtrey: It is a long-winded dia-
tribe.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the member
for Boulder-Dundas Intends to treat the
Parliament in that way, he will not re-
ceive my support.

Mr. Hartrey: I am not asking for it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for
Boulder-Dundas should realise, if he does
not already, that the Legislative Assembly
is in control of its own proceedings and
so is the Legislative Council as long as it
is acting within its powers.

Mr. Moiler: This Chamber is the seat
of the Government.

Mr. Hartrey: The Legislative Council is
not in charge of the State.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We happen to
be a Parliament and, for the benefit of the
member for Boulder-Dundas, our Parlia-
ment means, "The Legislative Assembly,
the Legislative Council, and the Queen."
Unless all three are considered together,
the term "Parliament" Is not complete.

Mr. Hartrey: There is nothing new about
that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course there
is nothing new in this, but it seems the
honourable member needs to be reminded.
Until the position changes and we no longer
have a Legislative Council-which Is the
aim of the people in the Labor Party-let
us honour the arrangement which exists.

The situation is that the Legislative As-
sembly can conduct its own proceedings, as
long as it is acting within the Constitution.
We lay down our own rules as to how we
will conduct our affairs and the Legislative
Council does likewise.

In the Legislative Council's message, to
this Chamber, it was pointed out that the
Legislative Assembly should not have dealt
with the matter in the way it did. By
acting in this way we virtually denied the
Legislative Council the right to be in con-
trol of its own proceedings.

This is the point which we, on this side
of the House, tried to argue previously. I
well remember a ruling which was given
many years ago. I think the year was 1946
but, in any event, it was at a time when
a Labor Chairman of Committees ruled
that whatever he thought in connection
with section 46 of the Constitution Acts
Amendment Act, the fact was that the
Legislative Council was acting within its
rights. That Chairman allowed the matter
to be debated as did our own Chairman
recently, because he followed the same
precedent-and the correct one-that the
Legislative Council is entitled to decide as
it has done.

The Legislative Council is master of its
own destiny in respect of these matters. I
would be the last member to allow the
Legislative Council to usurp our position
and to act outside the Constitution. How-
ever, in connection with some matters, I
believe the Legislative Council has the right
to make amendments. These are quite
different circumstances from the circum-
stances which existed at the time the
Stamp Act Amendment Bill (No. 3) was
debated in 1966. Members on the other
side of the House are arguing from a piece
of legislation which is entirely different
from the Fire Brigades Act Amendment
Bill.

The member for Boulder-Dundas would
know that the Stamp Act, which Is a com-
plicated Piece of legislation, exists for the
particular purpose of raising revenue.
Heaven forbid that the Fire Brigades Act
should be a taxing medium. It would be
a new one on me! Of course, it is not
unusual for the present Government to
try to impose taxes through the back door.
However, I certainly would not regard
the Fire Brigades Act as a taxing medium,
if It Is used properly.

In any case the provisions do not prevail
until the 1st July. 1973. It does not affect
this year's Budget. I have not had time to
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do the necessary research. I do Dot agree
with Your ruling, Mr. Speaker, but I can-
not take issue on that at this stage. Mem-
bers on this side of the House now know
that, when messages come down from the
Legislative Council, some workable arrange-
ment will have to be reached to enable
members of the Opposition to give them
Proper consideration if they are to be dealt
with on the same day. This is the way
mishaps and misunderstandings occur.
Tension develops quite unnecessarily when
action is taken in this way, and the Oppo-
sition has too little time for research. We
know the Government has the numbers
and we also know its attitude towards these
matters. We could talk until Doomsday,
but we would not convince the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Hartrey: What about the numbers
in another place?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Nothing would
convince the Government that our argu-
ments are right. The Premier has referred
to Hansard No. 3 of 1966 at page 3021. He
treats this as the complete answer to a
maiden's prayer, as far as the Government
is concerned. He puts this forward as the
reason for the motion to be Passed on this
occasion. I invite the Premier's attention
to the different types of legislation in-
volved.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It is up to the Leader
of the Opposition to show the difference in
effect.

Sir CHARLES COURT: One Is a taxing
measure. The measure before us is an
entirely different matter. We are dealing
with the Fire Brigades Board and its
methods of raising revenue.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The question is
whether or rot it Proposes to increase a
proposed charge.

Mr. Harirey: Or burden.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In Point of fact,
the Government wants to impose a further
burden on the people.

Mr. Hartrey: No. Members of the Opposi-
tion want to increase the burden on the
people.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I argued this
point the other day. It would only waste
time to try to convince members opposite
who do not want to be convinced when it
is not convenient for them to be convinced.
To put a burdaen or charge on the people
does not necessarily mean one has to put
a tax on them.

Mr. Hartrey: That is what I am saying.
The fire brigades charges are a burden.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Government
is putting a burden on the people. This
seems to be something which the Govern-
ment is completely Ignoring. The Govern-
ment, not the Legislative Council, is putting
a burden on the people. There is an ad-

ditional fact, as I have mentioned, in that
this Will not affect the Government's bud-
getary Provisions for this year.

Mr. Hartrey: What has that to do with
it?

Sir CHARLES COURT: It has a great
deal to do with it.

Mr. Hartrey: There is nothing in the
Constitution about the year.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We are dealing
with a piece of legislation which, for all
practical purposes, will take effect on the
1st July, 1973. If the Government were to
lose this Bill it could bring down another
when we meet in March. The Government
could try again and have the legislation
passed in plenty of time to be effective by
the 1st July, 1973 if it Is able to convince
the Parliament of the merits of the ease.

Mr. Hartrey: The Constitution will be
the same next year as it is now.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is time we
looked at our Constitution in relation to
Standing Orders.

Mr. Hartrey: And the Opposition should
endeavour to understand them better than
it does now.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for
Boulder-Dundas can be insulting if he
wishes. Some members have been in this
Chamber longer than he has. We have
seen the problems which have arisen from
time to time. Whilst I respect his legal
knowledge, I also respect the people who
have worked on the basis of Standing
Orders and Statutes. Black is not always
black in this place when it comes to deal-
Ing with such matters. If the honourable
member cares to study the Constitution in
detail and the precedents in this Parlia-
ment he will see that matters which seem
obvious are not obvious from time to time.
There is a mighty difference between a tax
and a charge, as the honourable member
knows.

Mr. Hartrey: Quite an authority.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Here we are not
dealing with a tax. We are dealing with
an entirely different Piece of legislation
from the Stamp Act Amendment Bill (No.
3) of 1966. The Legislative Council has in
fact acted within its constitutional powers
and within the powers of its Standing
Orders. If members study the Legislative
Council's request, it is quite a reasonable
one. It says, "Give us reasons rather than
dispute our right to do something we have
legally done."

Mr. J. T. Tonkin:
saying is, "Concede
amend money Bills
the Bill."

What the Council is
we have the right to
and we will agree to

Sir CHARLES COURT: It said nothing
of the kind.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It said just that.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: It did not. it
said, "Put forward a logical reason for the
Passage of the Bill in the form you desire."
I will read out the motion.

Mr. J1. T. Tonkin: I can understand
Plain English.

Mr. Hartrey: It is not really plain
Engili.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The innuendo Is there.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The message
reads-

... The Legislative Council con-
siders under its Standing Orders it
has the competence to amend the Bill,
and strongly disagrees with the con-
tention of the Legislative Assembly
that it is beyond the competence of
the Legislative Council to do so. The
Legislative Council therefore advises
the Legislative Assembly that the
Legislative Assembly has not put for-
ward any reasons for disagreeing with
the amendments made by the Legis-
lative Council-

And neither it did. It continues--
-but the Legislative Council would be
prepared to consider reasons put for-
ward by the Legislative Assembly for
disagreeing with the amendments
made by the Legislative Council pro-
vided such reasons do not challenge
the proceedings of the Legislative
Council when the Legislative Council
is acting within the competence of Its
authority.

The question involved is not a constitu-
tional one-it involves Legislative Council
procedures. I have studied the Legislative
Council's Standing Orders, and the reasons
put forward, and I believe it was quite
within its competence to take the action it
did. A long debate occurred in another
place-the Chairman ruled one way and
the President the other. The Legislative
Council overrode its President, as we may
override our Speaker. In my opinion the
motion moved by the Government is iIl-
considered and should be opposed. The
Government should put forward some
logical reasons for its contentions and If
these are not accepted by the Legislative
Council the Government may then com-
mence to speak about a constitutional
situation.

MR. T. D. EVANS (Haigoorlie-Attor-
ney-Ceneral) 110.22 p.m.]: I did not intend
to participate in this debate at this time.
However, having listened to the leader of
the Opposition and having undertaken
some research, I am of the opinion that
the Legislative Council should agree to a
conference on the Bill. Notwithstanding
the issue of whether or not the Legislative
Council acted within its own Standing
Orders, it has acted contrary to the pro-
visions of section 48 (3) of the Constitution
Acts Amendment Act.

4187)

It must be clearly understood-and I am
sure on another occasion the Leader of the
Opposition would be the first one to pro-
claim-Standing Orders should be the Bcr-
vants and not the masters of Parliament,
or any Rouse of Parliament. Standing
Orders should never override the provi-
sions of the Statutes and section 46 (3)
of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act
is a very special provision of a very special
Statute of this Parliament.

I indicated I had undertaken some re-
search, and I would like to draw to the
attention of the H-ouse a similar provision
to that contained In section 46 (3) of the
Constitution Acts Amendment Act. I re-
fer to section 53 of the Commonwealth of
Australia Constitution Act which reads as
follows:-

The Senate may not amend any pro-
posed law so as to increase any pro-
Posed charge or burden on the people.

The words "proposed charge' are very re-
lative to the argument. Members will con-
cede the similarity to section 46 (3) of our
own Act.

The Particular provision In the Common-
wealth of Australia Constitution Act has
been the subject of many comments, both
at preconstitutional level-that is, at the
conventional debate-and afterwards by
Judicial Interpretation. The interpreta-
tion of this section Is discussed at length
in Australian Senate Practice by J. R.
Odgers. The book I have here is the third
edition, and It is regarded as an authori-
tative exposition of the Powers of the Senate
under the Commonwealth Constitution.

Mr. R. L. Young: Does the section refer
to any law or any Bill?

Mr. T. D. EVANS: It states, "any pro-
posed law."

A Perusal of this book reveals under the
heading "Money Bills," the following:-

A money Bill in the Australian Par-
liament clearly means a proposed law
which appropriates revenue or moneys,
or imposes taxation, and which shall
not originate in the Senate.

The distinction Is drawn here between a
Bill which imposes a charge and a Bill
which imposes a tax.

I turn now to the authority of the foun-
dation fathers of the Australian Constitlu-
tion. The words laid down In the Consti-
tution were very carefully examined and
analysed before they were accepted.

Sir Charles Court: Why did you not bring
down a message for this Bill?

Mr. T. D. EVANS: I
point. The Leader of
attempting to skip out
door.

will come to that
the Opposition Is
through the back

Sir Charles Court: We are not-I am Just
curious.

5625



626[ASSEhMLYJ3

Mr. T. 1). EVANS: Odgers book refers
to the debates of 1897. It says-

In the Convention debates of 1897
the question was raised as to the valid-
ity of an appropriation law or taxing
law if it did not originate in the
House of Representatives.

Members will note that the distinction
between appropriation law and taxing law
is drawn here. To continue-

The Constitution, section 53. para-
graph 1, provides that:

Proposed laws appropriating re-
venue or moneys, or imposing
taxation, shall not originate in the
Senate.

No-one here claims or pretends to claim
that the Fire Brigades Act Amendment
Bill is Imposing a tax. However, it Is ap-
propriating revenue or moneys. The book
continues--

The Leader of the Convention (Mr.
-later Sir Edmnd-Barton) pointed
to the use In the Constitution of the
words "proposed laws" and "laws", the
latter meaning "enacted laws". "~It is
not intended", he said, "that the High
Court of the Commonwealth should
have under review such a question as
whether a Bill originated in one House
or another . .. 1

However, the Constitution stands alone
and the Houses of Parliament should have
the good sense to understand and abide
by the terms of the Constitution.

The Leader of the Opposition asked why
the Bill did not Proceed from this House
accompanied by a message. It is obvious
he has not done his homework-

Sir Charles Court: He has done his
homework.

Mr. T. D. EVANS: -because if he looks
at the Parent Act he will find that pro-
vision is made for the Treasurer to have
authority to appropriate moneys up to 16
Per cent, of the sum concerned. Here we
have a Bill proposing an appropriation of
an amount less than 16 per cent. In such
circumstances a message is not necessary.
A message would have been necessary had
the Bill contained an appropriation of a
rate greater than that provided in the
parent Act-ia per cent.

The Fire Brigadeps Act Amendment Bill
proposes to appropriate 12j Per cent. of
the sum concerned. It is a proposed law,
and pursuant to section 46(3) of our Act,
and based on the interpretation of section
53 of the Australian Constitution, it is clear
that the Legislative Council does not have
power to amend any proposed law to In-
crease the proposed charge or burden on
the People.

Sir Charles Court: You are talking about
the Senate one minute and the Legislative
Council the next.

Mr. T. D. EVANS: I have asked members
to recognise that the principle is identical.

Sir Charles Court: It is not. You should
do some homework.

Mr. T. D. EVANS: The Opposition is
so strongly entrenched in its defence of
the Legislative Council that is bringing the
institution into great scorn and disfavour.

Sir Charles Court: We are simply asking
you to run this Parliament as a Parliament.

Mr. T. Di. EVANS: The Opposition is
asking the people to lose faith in that
institution, as well as the Federal insti-
tution which we regard as being in a stint-
lar position to the Legislative Council.

MR. MENSAROS (Floreat) [10.27 p.m.]:
It is very regrettable that we had to
discuss a motion which is not on the notice
paper. A copy of the motion was distrib-
uted to the Leader of the Opposition, and
I happened to see this for about 30 sec-
onds. Members of this House are now
expected to discuss something intelligently
when it has only been read once. Only two
or three members have bad an opportunity
really to look at the motion.

Mr. Speaker, this Motion is based on
your ruling. Again, for the reasons I have
already stated, I am very sorry that your
ruling was simply read out and we have
not had a chance to study It. We did not
disagree with it at the time and I realise
we cannot do that now.

With all respect, I maintain my conten-
tion-as does my leader-that the consti-
tutionality of your ruling is questionable
within our Standing Orders, in the same
way as some members may question the
constitutionality of the Legislative Coun-
cil's action. If your ruling stands as a
precedent, in my opinion any speaker in
the future may stand up and say, "I do
not agree with what Her Majesty says," or.
"I do not ag-ree with the comments made
by the Governor in his Message." As the
Leader of the Opposition said, we are a
Parliament consisting of Her Majesty, the
Legislative Council, and the Legislative As-
sembly.

Mr. T. 1). Evans: And bound by our own
Statutes.

Mr. MENSAROS: Each part of the Par-
liament decides its own destiny. Of course.
we have been rushed into this debate, but
even with adequate research I do not think
we could find a ruling of a presiding officer
in one place in regard to the affairs of
another place. I challenge the Attorney-
General to show me a ruling such as this
either in our Parliament or in West-
minster. I do not believe the Speaker i
the House of Commons would have ruled
that action taken by the House of Lords
was out of order.

MT. J. T. Tonkin: Have a look at the
Speaker's ruling in Hansard of 1 16.

5626



[Wednesday, 22 November, 1972] 62

Sir Charles Court: On a taxing measure.

Mr. MvENSAROS: I said a moment ago
it has been physically impossible to under-
take any research.

Mr. J. T, Tonkin: Physically impossible
in 2 hours? You must be pretty slow.

Mr. MENSAROS: Am I? I made a
speech in between, as the Premier well
knows.

Mr. O'Neil: The Speaker gave a ruling
on something we had not seen before.

Mr, J. T. Tonkin: As a matter of fact,
the whole discussion is out of order.

Mr. MENSAROS: I do not claim to be
an authority, but I cannot recall in any
of my reading a presiding officer's
ruling regarding the other House. That is
the first principle.

The other principle appears to be that
the Attorney-General, despite the fact that
our Standing Orders say these are the
rules upon which we work and that if our
rules do not cover the situation we refer
back to the House of Commons, now tries
to say we should take into consideration
the interpretation of the Commonwealth
Constitution and the Standing orders of
the Federal Parliament in Canberra. T
reject that argument because if the Par-
liament of Western Australia wished to
do that surely in the Constitution and in
the Standing Orders it would be laid down
that if in some circumstances the Standing
Orders do not provide an answer we should
refer to the Federal Parliament. But that
is not the ease, and I do not think it was
ever the intention.

In fact, in my recollection, without being
able to cite specific cases, I can recall
Speakers' rulings where the exact opposite
has been said. So, Mr. Speaker, this motion
is based on a ruling of yours with which,
with all due respect, I disagree because
I think it is not within the competence of
our Standing Orders that the presiding
officer of this House should make a ruling
regarding the affairs of the other House.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Before the honourable
member sits down: He challenged me to
Indicate some authority. I refer him to
page 3021 of the 1966 Hansard, and par-
ticularly to the last paragraph on that
page, wherein the Speaker of the Assembly
ruled that the particular matter was be-
yond the legislative competence of the
Legislative Council.

Sir Charles Court: But that is not the
same Act.

Mr. T. D. Evans: It doesn't matter what
It is.

Mr. Jamieson: That doesn't matter; it
is an example of one House ruling against
the other.

Mr. MENSAROS: I shoal refer to that
rifling because I am always glad of the
opportunity to improve my knowledge.
However, obviously I cannot read it before
I sit down, as it is not in front of me.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You challenged me to
provide authority, and I have given you
an authority.

Sir Charles Court: That is not the sort
of authority he was seeking.

Mr. MENSAROS: For the reasons I have
stated I must oppose the motion.

rMR. HARTREY (Boulder-Dundas)
110.34 p.m.): The first thing one does when
endeavouring to interpret a Statute is to
read the words one is supposed to be inter-
preting and apply them to the facts-which
in this particular instance are beyond
doubt. The second thing one is entitled
to do-and, in fact, expected to do-is, if
possible, to quote a similar Statute which
has been interpreted by eminent authorities
and uses precisely the same words in pre-
cisely the same circumstances.

Let us do both in a hurry because I am
sure at this late hour it Is not desirable
that I or anybody else should speak at
great length on such an obvious propo-
sition.

I refer to section 46 (3) of the Consti-
tution Acts Amendment Act. That is a
Statute over which neither the Legislative
Council nor this House has any power. It
is th-e Constitution of the State and it
governs the rights and privileges of both
Houses of Parliament in their respective
stpheres. So it is ridiculous and Imperti-
nent for the Council to send a message to
this House in the following words:-

,..the Legislative Council considers
that under Its Standing Orders it
has the competence to amend the Bill.

The Standing Orders of the Legislative
Council have nothing to do with the Con-
stitution of this State: that House cannot
amend the Constitution and it cannot
interpret it. So how ridiculous it Is to re-
ceive such an impudent message from any
legislative body. The Abbe Sieyes, in the
days of the French Revolution, spoke of
the 'limitless insolence of elected per-
sons." It would appear that in "another
place" that Insolence is in Inverse propor-
tion to the number of people members do
not represent.

Let us look at the words of section 46 (3)
of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act.
That subsection states-

The Legislative Council may not
amend any Bill so as to increase any
Proposed charge or burden on the
people.

In that context the word "Bill" means
exactly the same thing as is meant by the
words "proposed law" in the Federal Con-
stitution. It is true we are not talking
about a tax, and no-one says we are. In the
case of the Stamp Act the subject matter
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may be a tax; but that Act imposes a
burden on the people because the payment
of a tax is a burden. However, it is not the
only sort of burden. If the revenue of the
Treasury-the people's money-is appro-
priated to the discharge of a particular
obligation-namely, the maintenance of the
Fire Brigades Board-then that is imin~fg
a burden upon the people. It is taking their
money and directing it to a certain purpose.

If we have a law which causes the burden
on the People to be 16 Per cent, and we
Pass a Bill In this House Proposing to
reduce that burden to 121 per cent., and
the Hill goes to another place for ratifica-
tion pursuant to the terms of the Consti-
tution, and the other place says it will not
accept the Bill but will amend It so that
the charge is again 16 per cent., the burden
on the people is returned to Its original
status. Now, the words "proposed" and
"burden" are most important.

The Hill proposes to reduce the burden
on the community: but the Upper House
has said, "No, we Propose to change the
burden from 121 per cent, to 16 per cent.";
in other words, it has increased the burden
we Proposed. If that is not as clear as
daylight I would like to know why.

One can never persuade political fanatics
or exponents against their will, Just as one
will never Persuade women against their
will; they are still of the same opinion.
But Just listen to the rest of this delightful
message-

The Legislative Council therefore
advises the Legislative Assembly that
the Legislative Assembly has not put
forward any reasons for disagreeing
with the amendments made by the
Legislative Council..

We have Put forward the best possible
reason: what the Legislative Council did is
illegal. Can anybody think of a better
reason? If I were to appear before the
Full Court in Perth on a question of law
in connection with a workers' compensa-
tion appeal-which I could do, because it Is
permitted under the Act-and, having won
the appeal, I asked the court to grantgcom-
pensation to my client, the court would say,
"We have not the power to do that. You
must take It to the proper tribunal," I
could tell the court that I had good reason
for applying because my client was a most
deserving case and had been disabled for
two years, but, the court would tell me that
I was asking it to do something which is
unlawful. That is what we have said to the
Legislative Council. There is no better rea-
son to give that House than that under
the Constitution it cannot lawfully do what
it has done.

Having referred to the actual words
found in the State Constitution. we find
exactly the same words were adopted in
the Commonwealth Constitution. Where
did that Constitution come from? It came
from the best legal brains drawn from all
of the colonial Parliaments. Do not forget

the words in section 46 of our Constitution
Acts Amendment Act did not come from
out of the atmosphere; they came from the
original Acts passed in England to give
responsible Government to New South
Wales and Victoria in place of represen-
tative Government in the year 185 1. In
1890, 1899, and 1900, when the referendum
was held in this State, our forebears knew
what they were talking about because they
were talking about their own Constitutions.
The people of Victoria, New South Wales.
Queensland, South Australia, Western
Australia, and Tasmania also knew what
they were talking about; so they put the
same words in the Federal Constitution.

If we read section 53 of the Federal Con-
stitution and see how it is interpreted we
find that it was interpreted by the very
people who worked for years under similar
provisions when there was no Common-
wealth Constitution at all.

It is simply impertinence for the mem-
bers of the Upper House, none of whom, I
think, has legal training, to send such a
message to us. A while ago I was chal-
lenged by the Leader of the Opposition and
told that I had no experience in Parlia-
ment, compared with some others.

Sir Charles Court: r wvas not talking
about myself, but about many other
people.

Mr. HART REY: There is one person
who has had much more experience in this
Parliament than I have had, and he is in
the other House. Ile has been the Presi-
dent of the Legislative Council since 1960.
and he has ruled in his own House that the
amendment was unconstitutional. Yet
people with half his experience and brains
overrode him and have the nerve to tell us
that they can override us. I think we
should tell them this is where they get
off. We should simply send the message
back and say, "We gave you the reason.
and we will give you no other."

MR. R. L. YOUNG (Wembley) (10.42
p.m.]: We have heard a lot about im-
pertinence. It seems to me that on the
one hand the member for Boulder-Dundas
has suggested that it is impertinent of
the Legislative Council to send such a mes-
sage to this House; but on the other band
the member for Boulder-Dundas, the At-
torney-General, and the Premier claim
they have the right to interprt the Con-
stitution in the way it suits them.

Mr. Hartrey: In the way the law pro-
vides.

Mr. Rt L 'YOUNG: Now, just a minute;
the Constitution must be interpreted by
somebody. The Legislative Council has
said that it interprets the Constitution
In a particular way and, therefore, It de-
cided to amend the Bill. It sent a mes-
sage to this House because it felt it had
the right to do so. Members opposite say
that is impertinence; yet they have the
impertinence to say that they, and only
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they, can interpret the Constitution, and
it Is an impertinence for anyone else to
interpret it; and the Legislative Council
has not the right to send that message
here.

The Government should simply have
said, "Let us debate the philosophy con-
tained In the amendment made by the
Legislative Council." It seems to me this
is purely an attempt to avoid doing that.
Therefore. I want to ask the Attorney-
General, and the member for Boulder-
Dundas in particular: Who has the right
to interpret the Constitution?

Mr. Hartrey: Only the Supreme Court.
Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: That is the point.

Yet we hear it Is impertinent for the Leg-
islative Council to have an opinion dif -
ferent from that of members of this
House.

Mr. TI. D. Evans: We have already
quoted the authority.

Mr. It. L. YOUNG: The Attorney-Gen-
eral has quoted an opinion of the Crown
Law Department.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Yes, an authority that
is recognised.

Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: The Attorney-Gen-
eral refers to the opinion of the Crown Law
Department; but that does not make him
right any more than I would be right
simply because I may produce a counsel's
opinion that differed from Crown Law
opinion. The argument presented by mnem-
bers of the Legislative Council and mem-
bers of the Opposition in this House Is that
the Bill does not increase a charge or
burden on the people of the State.

Mr. T. D. Evans: There was a proposed
charge in the Bill, but It was altered by
the Council.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: That Is the poit: it
is Interpreted by members opposite in one
way and by the Legislative Council In an-
other way: and I interpret it in the same
way as the Legislative Council. Members
opposite claim the amendment Increases a
charge or burden on the people, whilst
we have a different opinion. But the mem-
bers I mentioned claim they, and they
alone, have the right to interpret the
Constitution.

It may appear to be crystal clear to
members opposite, but it Is not as clear as
they think. However, that is not the
point. The point is who has the right to
interpret the Act and who has the right to
determine which party is impertinent. I
am not suggesting that the Attorney-Gen-
eral or the member for Boulder-Dundas
Is bimpertinent for holding a cortoin nln-
ion, but I am saying they are impertinent
for saying that the Legislative Council is
impertinent for having its opinion.

If the Government is "dinkumn" about
this matter why does it not send the Bill
to the Governor and have it proclaimed?

If there is a challenge to it the challenge
could be made by the insurance compan-
ies in the High Court.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You are arguing for
capitulation to the Legislative Council.

Sir Charles Court: He is challenging you
to do the reverse.

Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: If the Legislative
Council is wrong in doing what It has
done it has done nothing in respect of
the Bill at all. The Hill is therefore in
exactly the same form as it was before.

The member for Boulder-Dundas sug-
gested by interjection that the only people
who can interpret whether or not the
Constitution Acts Amendment Act pre-
scribes one thing or another are the judges
of the Full Court. I could not agree more.
but the point I make is that the Legislative
Council has a right to its opinion. Maybe
It does not have the right to assert that
It Is right, but it certainly has the right
to send a message back to us.

Mr. Bertram: We are backed up by
Crown Law opinion.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: It may be that I am
backed up by legal opinion.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You would produce
one if you could have got one.

Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: What Is the differ-
ence between that argument and the other
one? It does not matter by whose opinion
one is backed up. We are dealing with
the right to determine whether the Legis-
lative Council is correct or we are correct.
I would like either the Premier, the Attor-
ney-General, or the member for Boulder-
Dundee to tell us why this Bill cannot be
sent to the Governor to have it pro-
Claimed, and why the insurance companies
cannot challenge it in the High Court.

Let us not stop the passage of the Bill
by this sort of "nincompoopery." It is a
straightout case of trying to dodge an
argument and being tied up with seman-
tics instead of facts.

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

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Bateman
Bertram
Brady
Browmn
Bryce
Cook
Davies
H. D. Evans
T. D. Evans;
Fletcber
Har trey

Mr. Blaikie
Sir David Brand
Sir Charles Court
Mr. Coyne
Dr. Dadour
Mr. Grayden
Mr. Hutchinhon
Mr. W. A. Mannil
Mr. MePhartin
Mr. Mensaros
Mr. O*Connor

Ayea-21
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Noes-21
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

gMr.
Mr.
Mr.

Jamieson
Jones
Laphamn
McIver
Moller
Seweill
Taylor
A. Rt. Tonkin
J. T'. Tonkin
Ha rm~an

(Teller)

O'Neil
Ridge
Ituneioan
Ruibton
Stephens
Thompson
Williams
R. L. Young
W. 0 . Young
I. W. Maiming

(lre lerj
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Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr. Grahaim Mr. Qayfer
Mr. May Mr. Nalder
Mr. Bickerton Mr. Lewis
The SPEAKER: The voting being equal,

I give my casting vote with the Ayes.
Question thus passed.

APPROPRIATION BILL
(CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from an earlier stage

of the sitting.

MR. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) [10.54
p.m.]: I wish to make some brief com-
ments on two or three subjects. I take
this opportunity to do so because it will
probably be the last I will have this ses-
sion.

Sir Charles Court: You will have many
more opportunities.

Mr. O'CONNOR: On these particular
points I believe this Is the last opportunity.
I wish to deal with land prices and with
the proposal to appoint a Royal Commis-
sion to Inquire into the transport industry.
When the Brand Government was in office
it experienced some difficulty with land
prices. Towards the end of its term of
office when the problems became obvious
the Brand Government did take some ac-
tion with view to overcoming them. It
was able to stabilise land prices at a
reasonable level before it was defeated.

It is rather remarkable that the present
Government which was then in Opposition
had all the answers In regard to land
prices; but now when it is the Govern-
ment it has none. It seems to have gone
to sleep in this field, and the lack of
action by this Government has resulted
In rather steep increases in land prices
in recent times.

It is also strange that a, party which
criticised the Brand Government for bring-
ing about high land prices in the City
Beach and other select areas seems to re-
fute its own criticism at this stage. The
members of the party now claim this has
nothing to do with the normal price of
land. If we look around we will find that
the prices of land all over the metropoli-
tan area have increased. I believe the
main reason for this is the insufficiency
of land being placed on the market.

Mr- J. T. Tonkin: You mentioned land
all over the metropolitan area- Do you
know that some People are battling because
they cannot sell their land? Companies
have been to me seeking financial assist-
ance because they cannot sell their land
even at very low prices.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know where
that land is, but I do know that in certain
areas there is not as much land available
as I would like to see- I believe this is

one of the reasons for the increase in land
prices. The interesting point to us is that
in the last few months many conflicting
reports have been made in regard to this
matter. It Is as well for members to go
through the newspaper reports and read
the Various comments that have been
miade on land prices from time to time.

I was Interested to read the comments
of the Premier, as the then Leader of the
Oppositi on, on the 2nd April, 1959. He
was making some quite rational comments
in this House In connection with the land
price problems. I sincerely believe that
the problems which we experienced at that
time were not as bad as those we are ex-
periencing now. In many cases land prices
at the present time exceed the prices when
the debate took place in 1959.

I refer to what the Premier said as re-
ported on page 2985 of the 1959 Hansard-

In my view another very Important
feature is forcing up the price. I havA
never agreed with the idea at all and I
cannot see the sense of it; but it is
adopted by most local authorities and
is operating. Years ago when a sub-
division of land was made, the sub-
divider was not required to add to the
cost of land the cost of the roads, foot-
paths, various services, open space and
also the kindergartens which were go-
ing to be erected In the area. The local
authority provided those In due course
out of the rates.

He went on to say this was one factor
which was forcing up the price of land,
and I think the same thing applies today.
Further on he said-

In the new subdivisions, bitumen
roads, footpaths, drainage, and kerb-
Ing, are all required to be paid for in
the first place by the subdivider who,
unless he Is a complete fool, must re-
cover the lot from the person who
buys the land which Is subdivided. So
the prices go up, and that puts up the
value of all the other land in the area,
and up go the rates of all the people.

Sir David Brand: That is exactly the
position today.

Mr. O'CONNOR: So the prices go up,
and that puts up the value of the land in
the area.

Mr. Lapham: it puts up the cost.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I am quoting what the

Premier as the then Leader of the Opposi-
tion said in 1969, If the honourable mem-
ber wishes to have an argument with the
Premier he can do so in the Caucus room.
To continue with the Premier's comments-

It is a wonderful thing for the local
authority, but it is a poor lookout for
the unfortunate ratepayers.

Nothing appears to have been done about
this matter. This is one of the reasons
that the price of land is so high. When
we mention the price of land I should
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refer to the average cost of servicing a
block. I stand to be corrected, but I under-
stand the cost is between $1,500 to $2,000,
and on the average the cost Is about $1,700
for each block. If the subdivider is able
to get some relief from all these costs-as
the Premier thinks he should-he would
be able to reduce the price of land. How-
ever, the Government does not seem to
have taken any action on this matter.

When we were the Government we had
the Hamnersicy and the Whitford develop-
ments going on. Quite a lot of work was
done in developing those areas, and a
large number of blocks were put on the
market. That was done by a Cabinet sub-
committee working in conjunction with the
Town Planning Department and sub-
dividers. A lot of short cuts were taken
and land was put onto the market.' I
think we all agree that it takes too long
to subdivide land today. By the time a
large area is subdivided, and the necessary
steps have been followed through the Town
Planning Department and the various other
departments, a Period of two years has
usually elapsed, which is far too long.

Sir David Brand: The previous Opposi-
tion did not recognise the costs of the
services involved when attempting to make
land available.

Mr. O'CONNOR: That Is so. A person
who has to wait for a period of two years
for a subdivision to be completed usually
has to face the cost of the roads and other
services. As the Premier has already
pointed out, those costs -must be added to
the Price of the land and, of course, even-
tually the purchaser has to Pay that extra
amount.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: if there is a change
of Federal Government we will be able to
alter the present situation because Mr.
Whitlam has promised to make money
available for sewerage.

Sir Charles Court: We will believe that
when it happens.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: There will be a change,
of course.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I think I would prefer
to see land prices remain as they are than
have a change of Federal Government.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I think the honourable
member will be disappointed.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I know we do not agree.
Sir David Brand: Cheaper land will be

available at a terrific cost!
Mr. O'CONNOR: Some developers claim-

ed last year that land prices were going
up, but the Government again claimed this
year that plenty of land was available. I
think the Government made that statement
without carrying out proper research be-
cause it was a long way out when the
figures were made available. The Min-
ister for Town Planning claimed that
something like 40.000 blocks were available
In the metropolitan area but that claim
was denied by developers. I am not blam-

ing the Premier because he had nothing to
do with the situation. He asked his Town
Planning Department to supply certain in-
formation and the information which was
made available was inaccurate.

The fi gure of 40,000 blocks was denied
by a number of people, and when the
Minister was tackled again he came back
with an estimate of 33,600 blocks which
were available. He then admitted that
that number included blocks which were
not serviced.

It is interesting to note some of the
history which has developed over the last
12 months. I have kept only a few of the
Press cuttings because I would require a
fairly large book to include all of those
which have appeared in that time. Irres-
pective of the comments in the Press very
little has been done to keep land prices
down. In April, 1971, an article appeared
under the heading, "Tonkin's warning on
prices." On that occasion the Premier
said that the State Government would
consider controlling land prices in certain
circumstances. In April, 1971, the then
Minister for Housing (Mr. Taylor) said
there was no fear of a land boom.

Mr. Taylor: Well, I was right for quite
a long while.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Not for very long The
Press statement which was published at
that time stated that the Minister. Mr.
Taylor, denied a claim that W.A. far-ed a
renewal of the land price spiral up to
1968.

Mr. Taylor: When would the honour-
able member suggest it started?

Mr. O'CONNOR: It started after the
present Government came into office be-
cause our work was not continued. The
large developmental schemes were not en-
couraged and the price of land increased.
I have always believed In supply and de-
mand; the more land which is available
the lower the price will be.

Mr. Davies: Did not the Royal Commnis-
sion on the corridor plan criticise the
Government for its handling of subdivi-
sions?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not remember,
but I am expressing my own views at
the moment.

Sir Charles Court: Was that reference
to subdivisions, or to zoning?

Mr. Davies: It was to developments.
Sir Charles Court: I think the reference

was to areas further north.
Mr. O'CONNOR: Another newspaper

heading appeared on the 22nd November,
1971, stating, "Tonkin rules out a new
land boom." That was only 12 months
ago. We have heard the claims that no
action had been taken.

Mr. J3. T. Tonkin: Does the honourable
member consider that there is a land
boonm on now?
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Mr. O'CONNOR: I think there is a
shortage of land.

Mr. 3. T. Tonkin: Do not dodge the
Question.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Yes.
Mr. J. T1. Tonkin: The land agents do

not agree.
Mr. O'CONNOR: Has the Premier

looked at tomorrow's paper? Of course. I
should mention that we have the early
Issue available at the moment!

Sir Charles Court: The Liberal Party Is
forward-looking.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It will be seen in to-
morrow's Press that the agents have some
comments to make. Another newspaper
heading was, "Pledge by Tonkin: No land
profiteers." Another heading states, "Land
values soar at Daglish." The land prices
in that area continue to rise as they have
in other areas. I notice that it has been
claimed these are selected areas and I
agree.

Sir David Brand: If there was not a
land boom then there is one now.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The next heading I
will quote indicates what is happening. It
is, "Tonkin: Those prices not significant."

Mr. Taylor: When land is not sold at
Kwlnana it is stagnating, but when land
prices boom at City Beach It Is a different
story. You cannot have it both ways; low
prices relating to stagnation and high
prices relating to booms.

Mr. Williams: During the land boom
some land at Midland could not be sold.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. Brown):
Order! The member for Mt. Lawley.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Many hundreds of ar-
ticles have appeared in the Press. Another
one reads. "Tonkin: Do not rush for land."
However, Prices continue to go up. In
another article the Premier claimed that
adequate land was available. However,
it is not in the right places and it Is not
serviced.

Sir David Brand: It Is no use having a
block of land with no water available to it.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Minister for Town
Planning made a number of comments In
connection with the land which was sup-
posed to be available. A statement con-
sisting of eight or 10 Pages was issued,
and his comments have been repeated In
various quarters, including The West Aus-
tralian newspaper. The Minister stated
that a large number of blocks were avail-
able, and indicated that the estimate of
40,000 was not correct. He said that when
the Premier. Mr. Tonkin, mentioned that
40,000 blocks were available the implication
was that the land was for sale. The Min-
ister made it clear that the amended
figure of 33,600 referred only to land that
was ready to be built on, and that this In-
cluded blocks bought for development and

no longer on the market. After some re-
search it was stated that there was an
urgent need for more detailed Information
on the number of vacant home sites avail-
able for sale in the metropolitan area.

I can remember that something similar
to this occurred approximately six years
ago when the Town Planning Department
claimed that there was sufficient subdivid-
ed land in the metropolitan area to last
until the year 2,000. I think other mem-
bers will recall that statement. However,
The West Australian newspaper did some
research and as a result reported that
only 285 of the 1,300 sites at Wbitfords
were still available. That situation applied
to the rest of the land which was supposed
to be available. The result was that the
number of blocks in the metropolitan area
was reduced to something like 10,000.

The Government has done very little in
this field. It was critical of the previous
Government because of the high cost of
land In the metropolitan area. Prices are
Just as high today.

Sir David Brand: They will go even
higher.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Unless more land can
be put on the market the price will go
higher. It is up to the Government to
encourage large subdividers to develop.
and provide services. If such services are
provided the subdividers will agree to put
blocks on the market at a price which can
be afforded by the average person. That
can be done without a large Government
expenditure.

A syndicate was recently prepared to
put 12,500 blocks on the market at a price
between $3,000 and $4,000 each. I believe
the Government should become active in
this field so that blocks of land can come
onto the market at a price at which people
can purchase them.

We do have select blocks In certain
areas for which people will pay high
prices. When we make a statement such
as that we go a long way further than
did the previous Government because it
would not admit that such a situation ex-
isted even though It says that is the posi-
tion now.

The Government was prepared to sub-
sidise, by way of guarantee, a highly
speculative development at Vunducup
where the minimum price of a block of
land is in the vicinity of $10,000. Surely
the Government could come up with a
scheme whereby blocks would be placed
on the market at a price within the range
of a home purchaser. Instead of providing
blocks at $10,000 for weekenders the Gov-
ernment should be providing blocks for
people who want to purchase one for $3,000
or $4,000 on which to build a home.

A sum of nearly $2,000,000 has been
spent on the scheme at Yundurup which
is approximately 50 miles from the metro-
politan area. I think it is very doubtful
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whether it will succeed. I think It is
doomed to failure. Indeed, I hope it does
not fall because a Government guarantee
is involved. However, mnds cannot be
found to provide development in the met-
ropolitan area but funds have been made
available for the development of an area
where it will be extremely hard to sell
the blocks of land.

Mr. Jamieson: A nice mess your Gov-
ernment made of that.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Minister is blam-ing someone else for the fault of the pre-
sent Government.

Mr. Jamieson: Your Government left
us with a half-finished mess.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr. Brown):
Order!

Mr. O'CONNOR: And the Minister knows
it.

Mr. Jamieson: You know nothing.
Mr. O'CONNOR: That is right, the Min-

ister knows nothing.
Mr. Jamieson: There is nothing in the

top of you.
The ACTING SPEAKER: (Mr. Brown):

Order!
Mr. O'CONNOR: In my opinion the

situation was caused by the present Gov-
ernment. It should never have guaranteed
the scheme because taxpayers' money has
been put into something which will not
provide land for the working person. It is
purely a speculative scheme. The Govern-
ment then went ahead and rejected a
scheme for the development of blocks
north of the metropolitan area. Those
blocks would have sold at $3,000 to $4,000
each. The Government is not attacking
the problem from the right direction. I
think the ideas put forward by the former
Premier in 1909 were good, and I hope
the Minister will re-examine those pro-
posals to see what can be done.

Mr. Hartrey: Did you do anything about
the situation?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Yes, I did what I could
at that time. As I say, I believe the Gov-
ernment is not tackling the situation now.
That Is how it appears to be. Members
of this House would like the Government
to move in and do something In this field.

I now refer to the motion I moved many
weeks ago for an inquiryi Into transport by
a Royal Commission. It Is now well down
on the notice paper and I am concerned
about it. A large number of people
in this State are and will be in financial
difficulties because no action is being taken
In the matter. In taking no action the
Government is disregarding the poverty of
a number of these people, the lack of work,
and the frustration that is affecting them
and their families. When people are
affected to this degree and we have the
chaos which exists in the industry at the

present time, It is necessary to take prompt
action to do something about it. No prompt
action has been taken.

On two or three occasions I1 have spokeni
to the Premier about the problems in this
industry. I have asked questions in this
House and I1 have not received satisfactory
answers. Members of the transport in-
dustry held a meeting on the 23rd October
at which they unanimously carried a
motion stating that there is a need for
stability in the industry and requesting
a freezing period in regard to the opera-
tion of road maintenance tax so that they
could start off again and try to obtain
Permission to cart loads.

I Will cite the case of a person who has
been in the transport industry for about
15 months. He has Paid about $6,000 in
road maintenance tax, which Is a fairly
large contribution for one individual. He
made a trip to Port Hedland and applied
for Permission to bring back a load. He
was refused permission because a summons
for $60 had been issued against him. He
came back to Perth Without a load and
found summonses in connection with minor
matters. I Will mention the man's name:
he asked me to do so. He is Harold Wil-
liam Coffey. One of the summonses was
in connection with the nonpayment of
road maintenance tax.

This Person operated, in conjunction
with Bell Bros., from Guildford to Port
Hedland and return. He filled in his forms
stating he was going from Perth to Port
Hedland. However, on one occasion he
sent his driver to Pick up a load from
Bell Bros. at Guildford. The driver was
told the load must be picked up from
Spearwood, so he went to Spearwood,
picked up the load, and took it to Port
Hedland. Mr. Coffey received a summons
for $1.61, being the difference In the
amount of road maintenance tax, He con-
tacted the department and said, "InI the
past I have filled in all my retuirns. I have
taken many loads. In view of the fact
that I did not know the load in this case
had gone from Spearwood, how would I
stand for the trips quoted from Perth to
Port Hedland instead of from Guildford?"
He was told, "That's bad luck."

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Did You make any
representations on his behalf to the Trans-
Port Commission?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I have not done so.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Why not? I would

have done so had I been in Your place.
Mr. O'CONNOR: This gentleman had

been to the Transport Commission. This
is a matter about which the Premier
should do something because he knows
anomalies occur in many cases. I have
been in touch with the Premier about
some of these cases.

We have moved a motion for the akp-
pointment of a Royal Commission. Un-
fortunately for a number of People In this
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State, It appears that nothing will be done
about the motion. I believe it is necessary
to do something to help these people be-
cause many of them need help. The man
about whom I have spoken did not need
any help when he came to me because the
matter had been finalised. He paid the
money. When he went to the department
in connection with the summonses, he said,
"I will pay them." He was told by the de-
partment, "Don't worry about Paying
them. We have already received your
cheque but it has gone astray." The
money had actually been paid. The person
concerned did not want me to take any
further action. He Just expressed his con-
cern at what had happened. There have
been many other similar instances.

While these things are occurring, and
while the Government refuses to take
action by appointing a Royal Commission
or something of that nature in an en-
deavour to iron out these problems, a
number of people will go bankrupt. I hope
the Government will take action to do
something for these people.

I believe the large companies--which
probably do most of the work in this State
-are concerned about persistent rumours
that action is being taken by Ministers to
ensure that the Transport Commission does
not proceed against certain people in re-
gard to charges. These rumours should
be cleared up. They should not be hidden
under the table. If they are true, a
statement should be made to that effect.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: There is nothing under
the table.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Does the Premier admit
that is what is happening?

Mr. J. T, Tonkin: We admit what we
are doing, that is, in those cases where
people cannot pay we do not agree that
they should be put into prison, because
that does not give us the money and it
increases the burden upon the people.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Government will
not allow them to operate in any way at
all.

Mr. J, T. Tonkin, The law says they must
pay road maintenance tax. If they cannot
pay road maintenance tax, they cannot
operate.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier should not
be talking about the law because he has
been breaking it In allowing people to do
certain things.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: We are preventing
them from operating if they cannot pay
road maintenance tax.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The people who are
behind in their road maintenance tax pay-
ments cannot get a permit to operate un-
less they pay the tax or make arrangements
to pay It. In one case a man owed $299.
1 have taken his case to the commission
and I think I have also referred it to the
Premnier. The man wanted to do a trip to

Kununurra, a trip to Broome, and a trip
to another place. He contacted the com-
mission and said he was prepared to pay
his permit fee and road maintenance tax
before be left, but the commission still re-
f used to let him go.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Do not forget that
while you were the Minister for Transport
you allowed the commission to take a man
off a job in a timber mill and put him in
gaol because he owed road maintenance
tax.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I abided by the law,
which is more than the Premier is doing.
The Premier says the law provides that
these people must pay road maintenance
tax, yet he does not make them pay It.
and many who are not paying it are
operating without perm its. The Premier
knows that.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Not with the know-
ledge of the commission.

Mr. O'CONNOR: A while ago the com-
mission checked on something like 300
people on country roads, of whom 30 per
cent,' were operating illegally. And the
Premier says the commission does not know
about it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: When the commission
finds out that a person is; operating il-
legally, it stops him.

Mr. O'CONNOR: How can it do that?
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: In the same way as a

fellow is prevented from driving a motor-
car without a license.

Mr. O'CONNOR: His license Is taken
away from him. A number of these people
are operating on the roads. They cannot
get permits and they cannot pay their road
maintenance tax. They are operating with-
out notifying the department. They are
preventing people who are operating le-
gitimately from competing.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Now you are in trouble,
aren ,t you?

Mr. O'CONNOR: No, I am not. It is the
Premier who is in trouble-and serious
trouble. A driver who is doing the right
thing-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What is the right
thing? Operating without paying road
maintenance tax?

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier is allow-
ing them to do so.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You say it is the
right thing,

Mr. O'CONNOR: No.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You Just said it was.

"Doing the right thing," you said.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I will again explain to

the Premier what I am trying to say. I
suggested that we consider the possibility of
pulling down the curtain and giving a
freezing period during which road maint-
enance tax that Is not paid would be left
in abeyance for three months or six
months. Prom that point on, everyone
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should pay road maintenance tax and
make arrangements to bring their arrears
of tax up to date. When a person Is
behind In his payments, It is not always
easy for him to catch up again. Some of
thes people want to continue to operate
because they are paying off their trucks
and they have families to provide f or. They
are unable to operate or to pay off their
trucks. I think it would be fair to pull
the curtain down and say that after a
certain time no-one can operate without
a permit. If they do so, their trucks will
be taken off the road, or whatever one
likes. This Problem came about because
of the Premier's promise to abolish road
maintenance tax.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: And I tried to do so.
Mr. O'CONNOR: The 'Premier tried to

bring In a worse tax.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Do you deny that I

stated in this Parliament that whether or
not the licensing Bill was carried the road
maintenance tax Bill would still be pro-
claimed?

Mr. O'CONNOR: No.
Mr. .1. T. Tonkin: You deny it?
Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier asked me

whether I1 denied it, and I said, "No.".
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Was that not an at-

tempt on my part to abolish it?
Mr. O'CONNOR: But look at the BAll

that was brought forward.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You did not have to

pass that-. I said I would go ahead and
abolish road maintenance tax whether or
not the other E!1] was passd.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier also ad-
mitted in this House that he needed money
for roads in this State. He made a promise
without giving proper thought to it in the
early stages.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: No, I did not.
Mr. O'CONNOR: When the Premier

came into office he then said, "I did not
know all these things were going to hap-
pen or that the funds were in such a
state."

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: We will see what you
do next time there is an opportunity to
get rid of the tax.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I have never said I
would get rid of the tax. I know there
are anomalies in It but it is still the best
method at the present time.

The people who are cutting up the
roads and paying nothing towards them
are taking trade away from people who
are working legitimately. They are also
taking from the Government money which
should go Into roads. We should have a
breathing space to try to straighten out the
mess to the advantage of all concerned.
The Government has shown little concern
about the transport industry. My motion
has been on the notice paper for quite

some time but the Government is not pre-
pared to appoint a Royal Commission or
a Select Committee to try to clean up the
mess.

I want to mention briefly a few minor
matters. The first concerns the tax on
bookmakers. I am glad this has been
thrown out the window. I admired the
way the Premier quickly rectified his mis-
take when he realised he had made it. We
would not have made the mistake in the
first place. We would have checked before-
hand. I do not remember one instance
during the time we were in Government
when the Premier had to correct a mis-
take.

Mr. T. D. Evans:, Perhaps the former
Premier made a mistake with the Barracks
Archway.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Certain people on the
other side of the House turned around and
split in the other direction.

Mr. Harman: What about your own
members? Where were they?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I think we knew which
of our members would not be with us at
the time. However, one member voted
for demolition and I was not alone in that.

Mr. J. T. 'ronkin: One member voted
for its retention, and I am glad It is still
there.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know how the
Premier can look out the window, day after
day, and not consider he should give us
and the people in the Terrace a much
better view.

Sir Charles Court: You wait until the
Premier removes all that sand away from
the Narrows Bridge.

Mr., J. T. Tonkin: ike many things, it
is a matter of opinion.

Mr. O'CONNOR: That is so. I was one
who believed that the Barracks Arch way
was better out of the way, but other people
are just as entitled to their opinions. How-
ever I would point out that I did not in-
troduce the Barracks Arch way Into this
debate. It has been there too long,
anyhow.

I now wish to mention the excessive
profits that are being made by the State
Electricity Commission. This concerns me,
because the metropolitan residents are
being severely affected by the increase' in
charges being made by this authority.
Although the statement Is made that the
increases represent only approximately 21
per cent., I can assure the House that the
increases shown in many of the accounts
received by metropolitan consumers of Elec-
tricity have been greatly In excess of this
figure. The profit being made by the
State Electricity Commission in the metro-
politan area amounts to approximately
$8,000,000 which I believe is not being
made by similar public utilities in other
States.
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Mr. Jamieson; Are any other States sup-
plying cheaper electricity?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am not concerned
about whether other States are supplying
cheaper electricity. I am concerned with
what is going on in this State.

Mr. Jamieson: Are any of the other
States supplying cheaper electricity?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know. Are
any of the other States making more pro-
fit out of their electricity operations than
the S.E.C. is making in this State?

Mr. Jamieson: They have more oppor-
tunity to make more profit because of the
extent of their operations.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Those who are paying
State electricity charges are being taken
for a ride. They are paying their taxes,
getting their money back and then being
taxed excessively to raise money for ex-
penditure in this field. In my opinion a
profit of $8,000,000 is excessive, and the
Government should do something about
waiving the increase in electricity charges
it has Imposed.

The other point I want to make relates
to comments I previously made concerning
interference by the Government In Govern-
ment departments. Such action has been
taken in both the Police Department and
the Transport Department. The Govern-
ment will not permit us to inspect any of
the departmental files so that we may
Investigate these matters. We now see
further efforts being made by the Govern-
ment in this regard. because recently a
headline appeared in the newspaper which
read. "M.T.T. chief fears Government In -
terfdrence."1

Here again, the M.T.T. was set up by a
Labor Government to keep it out of Gov-
ernment control.

Mr. Jamieson: Incidentally, he denied
having said that.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It is very clearly statedi
here.

Mr. Jamieson: He dented having said it.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know what
pressure was brought to bear on him Wo
make that denial.

Mr. Jaieson: No pressure was put on
him.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Is the Minister saying
that no pressure was put on him to deny
making that statement?

Mr. Jamieson: No pressure was put on
him, and he denied having said it.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Government is
forcing him to make some changes In the
M.T.T.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has two minutes left.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Thank you. Mr.
Speaker. I will not avail myself of that
time. I thank you for your tolerance and
I will close on that note.

Debate adourned, on motion by Mr.
Harman.

House adolurned at 11.34 p.m.

34rgtiaftine (liunrt
Thursday, the 23rd November, 1972

The PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 11.00 am., and read
prayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Postponement

THE BON. W. F. WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan-Leader of the House)
[11.02 am.]: I ask leave of the House to
postpone questions on notice until a later
stage of the sitting.

The PRESIDENT: Leave is granted.

ALUMINA REFINERY (MUCHEA)
AGREEMENT BILL

In Committee
Resumed from the 21st November. The

Deputy Chairman of Committees (The
Hon. P. D). Willmott) in the Chair; The
Hon. W. F. Willesee (Leader of the House)
in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short Title-
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Progress was

reported after the clause had been Partly
considered.

The Hon. L. A. LOGAN: Now that it is
the intention of the Government to build a
new wharf-after the C.B.H. company, in
desperation, has said that it would be
prepared to construct its own Jetty-I
would like to know whether the cost of
that wharf will be met by the Government?

I also point out that the distance be-
tween the two proposed Jetties is not quite
as far as indicated. It will be only 1,650
yards. When a ship Is tied UP at the
C.B.H. Jetty the distance will be even less.

The Hon. W. P. WIL.LESEE: In the first
instance, when I tabled the Plans I said
there was a minimum distance, but that
the distance would Probably be greater. I
think I said one-third of a mile with the
probability of the distance being half a
mile. The distance will be greater than
that shown on the rough plan which I
tabled.

The Hon. J. Dolan: A distance of 1,850
yards is nearly a mile.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: I meant to say
feet. A distance of 2,000 feet had been
mentioned.
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