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should not be paid to her, she would have
no dificulty in getting herself out of that
trouble.

As a matter of fact, the abolition of the
Legislative Council has, I think, ceased to
be Labour Party policy in Western Aus-
tralia. If the Western Australian Govern-
ment is not behind the general policy of
the Labour Party throughout Australia
there is something wrong. In New South
Wales, where the Lahour Party has had a
majority for quite a long time, the Legis-
lative Council is regarded as being very
efficient.

I will also remind the hon. member of
this: On many occasions this House has
refused to pass immature legislation that
has been passed in anocther place even by
parties other than the Labour Party. On
one occasion I heard one of the best
Labour Premiers Western Australia ever
had say, “Thank God for the Legislative
Council!” when it sent back to the Legis-
lative Assembly a Bill with which it did
not agree. That Premier appreciated what
this House stands for. I want members to
understand clearly that, frequently, especi-
ally after a general election, when a Gov-
ernment has introduced legislation which
has been in accordance with one of the
planks of its party, and which has been
approved by the Assembly, this House has
refused to pass 1it, irrespective of the
political colour of the party in power.

I have opposed legislation myself that
has been introduced by a member of my
own party in ancther place because I did
not consider that its passing would be in
the hest interests of the State. I think
the hon. member who asked the question
regarding the cost of this House did so
merely for advertising purposes. This
House will remain in existence for many
years yet and will continue to show the
sou?d judgment that it has shown in the
past.

It is my intention to leave the rest of
the Address-in-reply to the younger
members of this House because, over the
years, I think I have contributed much to
the Hansard of this State. I hesitate to
say "to the welfare of the State” because
I am toec modest for that. I will there-
fore conclude—

The Chief Secretary: Don’t do that! We
like to hear you!

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: I thank
the Chief Secretary for that remark, but
I know that I would have had many inter-
jections from him by now had it not been
for the fact that he is suffering from a re-
laxed throat. I do not intend to say
anything further.

On motion by Hon. W. F. Willesee, de-
bate adjourned.

House adjourned at 5.18 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m, and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

LONG-SERVICE LEAVE LEGISLATION,

{a) Government Discussions with
Employees and Employers.

Hon. D. BRAND asked the Premier:

(1) What number of discussions have
taken place between the Government and
representatives of employees on the Gov-
erninent’s proposed long-service leave
legislation?

(2) What number of discussions have
taken place between the Government and
representatives of private industry on the
Government's proposed long-service leave
legislation?

The PREMIER replied:

(1) A few.

(2) Some time ago I publicly invited
Tepresentatives of private industry, who
favoured the principle of long-service
leave, to take the opportunity of making
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‘any representations to me if they wished
0 do so. No one has yet accepted -the
«offer, but it is still open.

(b) Anticipated Cost of Government
Proposal.

‘Mr. COURT (without notice) asked the
Premier:

(1> Is the report in last Thursday
morning’s newspaper substantially correct
that the anticipated liability will be
£10,000,000 within three years under the
Government long-service leave proposal?
(2) If so, does this mean that the Gov-
ernment will abandon the proposal or
introduce a modified scheme?

(3> Will he table Mr. Gawler's report?
The PREMIER treplied:

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
gave me a copy of these questions pre-
viously. The answers are as follows;—

(1) The Government has been giving
active consideration for a long time to
the matter of developing a fair and satis-
factory long-service leave scheme for em-
ployees of private industry. In the pro-
cess, many suggested proposals have been
put forward, and they have been investi-
gated to a considerable extent, The likely
cost of any scheme would naturally de-
pend upon the principle of the scheme
and also, to some extent, upon the details
which were brought into operation to
carry out the principle. For instance, to
give one illustration, long-service leave
could be limited to those who had had
continuous service for a number of years
with the one employer. On the other
hand, it could be granted to all employees
who had had, in the aggregate, the same
number of years service but had had them
with 10, 20 or 30 employers. Conse-
quently, the guestion of working out an
anticipated or estimated liability would
vary coasiderably in relation to the
scheme which would be decided upon
finally,

(2) The Government intends to pro-
ceed with the work of developing what
would, in the opinion of the Government,
represent a fair and reasonable system
of long-service leave for workers in pri-
vate industry, and a Bill to do that will
be introduced into this House later in
this session.

(3) Consideration will be given to the
tabling of this report follawing the in-
troduction of the appropriate legislation
inta the House.

(e} Accuracy of Estimated Cost of
Scheme.

Mr. COURT (without notice) asked the
Premier:

Although 1 appreciate the information
he gave regarding long service leave, I
would point out that he did not tell us

whether the estimated cost of £10,000,000
for the Government’s scheme was substan-
tially correct or not,

The PREMIER replied:

The Government has not yet decided
upon a scheme in this regard.

fd) Cost of Scheme Investigoted by Mr,
Gawler,

Mr. COURT (withou{ notice) asked the
Premier:

While I would concede that the Govern-
ment probably has not made up its mind
on the exact details of a long-service leave
scheme, is the figure of £10,000,000 men-
tioned in last Thursday’s newspaper sub-
stantially correct in respect of the scheme
the Government asked Mr. Gawler to report
on?

The PREMIER replied:

As T said in reply to the hon. member's
earlier question, the Government has heen
giving consideration to a number of sug-
gestions and preposals and has been hav-
ing these schemes investigated to the
fullest possible exf{ent; but until the Gov-
ernment, has finally agreed on a scheme,
there does not seem to be much sense in
trying te work out how much some pessible
scheme might cost, as that would only
lead to speculation and the whipping up
of all kinds of propaganda and fear with
the object of prejudicing any proposal that
the Government might bring forward here
in the form of a Bill at a later stage in
the session.

W.A. TRANSPORT BOARD.
(a) Particulars Regarding Inspeclors.
Mr, ACKLAND asked the Minister for
Transport:

(1) How many transport inspectors were
employed by the Transport Board prior to
the 31st December, 1956, to police the State
Transport Co-ordination Act?

(2) What is the number of transport
inspectors now in the employ of the Trans-
port Board for this purpose?

(3) What wages or salaries are paid to
these inspectors?

(4) What amount is paid to these in-
spectors in allowances for car and running
expenses?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) Six on road patrol duties.

(2) Seven on road patrol duties. .

(3) The total sum paid by way of salaries
to these officers during 1956-57 was £7,442.

(4) An amount of £2,373 in motor mile-
ages was paid during 1956-57.
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(b) Pogition Regarding Local Authorities’
Inspectors.

Mr. HEARMAN (without notice) asked
the Minister for Transpori:

What is the policy of the Transport
Board in regard to the employment of
traffic inspectors employed by local auth-
orities as inspectors for the Transport
Board?

The Minister for Transport: I am not
quite certain what information the mem-
ber for Blackwood seeks.

Mr. HEARMAN: Are traffic inspectors
who are employed by local authorities em-
ployed as traffic inspectors on behalf of
the Transport Board?

‘The MINISTER replied:

In several localities the traffic inspectors
employed by local authorities have what
ohe might term a watching brief for the
Transport Board. There are some persons
in that category, but there are not many
of them.
fe) Subsidiary Inspectors, Number and
Cost.

Mr. ACKLAND (without notice) asked
the Minister for Transport:

.Will he, at the earliest opportunity, ad-
vise the House how many subsidiary,
temporary or part-time inspectors are
employed by the Transport Board other
than those mentioned in my previous
question, and at what cost to the Trans-
port Board?

The MINISTER replied:

If the member for Moore or any other
member cares to place that question on
the notice paper, the information will be
supplied tomorrow.

COMMONWEALTH HOUSING
AGREEMENT.

Allpcation of £600,000 Grant.

Mr. ROBERTS asked the Minister for
Housing:

(1) What is the hasis of alloeation of the
£600,000 made available under the Com-
monwealth Housing Agreement, to the
various building societies?

(2) What are the details of allocation to
the various societies?

(3) What proportion of such allocation
goes to—
(a) metropolitan residents;
(b)) country residents?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) Allpcations to permaneni socieiies
are based on amounts loaned by societies
from other than the governmental funds
during the preceding three years. Co-
operative sociefies have been allocated

amounts considered to be sufficient to
justify their formation and operation. All
allocations are subject to approval of the
Commonwealth Minister for National De-
velopment, Canberra.
£
(2) Perth Benefit Building In-
vestment and Loan Society 213,600

West  Australian Starr-
Bowkett Benefit Bulldmg A
Society 144,100

Mutual Invesbment. Beneﬂt
Building Society 29,800

Bunbury Beneflt Invesiment
and Loan Society 20,000

Home Building Society 12,500

Southern Suburbs Building
Society . 40,000

Northern Suburbs Bulldmg

Society . . . 40,000

Reserve for new societles v 40,000

Rural & Industiries Bank ... 60,000

£600,000

(3) The commission has no knowledge
of allocations between metropolitan and
country residents as these allecations are
determined by the societies,

ROADS AND BRIDGES.

Ezpendfiure in Metropolitan Area
and Country.

Mr. ROBERTS asked the Minister for
Works:

(1) What was the total expenditure for
the year ended the 30th June, 1957, on—

(a) metropolitan roads;

(b) metropolitan bridges;

(¢) country roads;

(d) countiry bridges?

(2) What proportion of such totals were

expended by—

(a) Main Roads Department;

(b) Local authorities?

The MINISTER replied:

Common-
wealth | [orate
Funds. Funds.
1. (a) Metropalltan road . £ £
. (o) Metropolitan roads
)] MEtmle!tmtl bridges 519,403 259,994
(s+ Countiry ronds
{d) Country bridges 4,830,707
2, (o) Main Roads Department—
(1) Metmpolltan roads
and bridges* 712,203 243,552
(ify Country roads and
bridges ... cen | 4,031,351
(b)Y local Authorities—
{i) Metiropolitan roads
and bridges 167,200 18,462
(i) Country roads and
bridges . 808,446

* TIncludes £408,631 expended on Narrows Bridge.



20 [ASSEMBLY.]

HOUSING.
{a) Flats in Mt. Pleasant Area.

Mr. GAFFY (without notice) asked the
Minister for Housing:

Is the report appearing in today's issue
of “The West Australian” correct to the
effect that about 100 flats are to be ereeted
by the State Housing Commission in the
Mt. Pleasant area?

The MINISTER replied:

There is no truth or substance whatso-
ever in the report. The State Housing
Commission has never considered or con-
templated building flats in the Mt.
Pleasant area nor is it its intention so to
do.

(b} Distorted and Untruthful Reports.

Mr. WILD (without notice) asked the
Minister for Housing:

Further to the question of the member
for Canning, if the newspaper report re-
ferred to was incorrect, can we take it
that some other area is contemplated and,
if so, which?

The MINISTER replied:

No: there is no proposal for the erec-
tion of flats or blocks of Aats in any por-
tion of the metropolitan area either adja-
cent to or remote from that which was the
subject of the question of the member for
Canning. 1 would have thought that the
public generally—certainly members of
this Chamber—by now would have been
well aware of the fact that there is an
elemment of mischief and, in many cases,
of deliberate distortion and untruth in
common with nearly all matters pertain-
ing to the activities of departments under
my administration so far as ‘“The West
Australian” newspaper is concerned. 1
would therefore suggest that before mem-
bers allow themselves to be misled by
what appears in that newspaper, the
wisest course to follow would be for them
to read other newspapers or listen to the
ABC broadeast or seek information from
me in this Chamber.

(c} Debarring Week-end Work, etc.

Mr. WILD (without notice) asked the
Minister for Housing:

(1) Following the reply just given, was
he correctly reported in last evening’s
“Daily News,” where it was implied that
week-:nd work is to he debarred in Sfate
Housing Commission contracts and that,
following representations by the unions,
no work is to be allowed outside award
hours?

(2) If this is eorrect, does it mean that
the State Housing Commissicn is going
to take over, following the failure of the
unions to discipline their own men?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) The report in the “Daily News” of
last evening is substantially correct. The
prime purpose of the decision was to over-
come the existing situation under which
quite a number of people are working
extraordinarily long hours, often at week-
ends, while others are experiencing the
greatest difficulty in finding employment.

(2) The matter of industrial organisa-
tions being unable to lpok after the in-
terests of or discipline their members,
does not enter into it as the chief factor
respoasible for these inordinately long
hours being worked is the subeconiract
systemm and as a great number of the
people engaged in these activities are self-
employed, there is, of course, no master
and servant relationship, and so the in-
dustrial organisations have no control
whatever.

{d) Freedom within Award Provisions.

Mr. WILD (without notice) asked the
Minister for Housing:

Does this now mean that this will
amount to a ban on overtime or is there
to be freedom within the provisions of the
awards permitted at the discretion of
contractors?

The MINISTER replied:

There is no intention to depart from the
provisions of industrial awards or agree-
ments covering the workers, for which
reason legitimate overtime will be per-
mitted, but, of course, overtime rates will
have to be paid.

TAXATION.
fa) Land Tax Assessments.

Hon. D. BRAND (without notice) asked
the Treasurer:

Referring to my question without notice
on Thursday regarding land tax assess-
ment, will he give an assurance that ad-
ministrative action will be taken to en-
sure that taxpayers are not called upon to
pay two land tax assessments in the one
fingncial year?

The TREASURER replied:

I will have this matter investigated and
advise the House in due course.

(b} Sources of Excess Tar Receipts.

Hon. D. BRAND (without notice) asked
the Treasurer:

What are the amounts under each head-
ing, such as probate duty and land tax,
making up the £1,888,000 of taxation re-
ceived for the year ended the 30th June,
1957, in excess of the Estimates?

The TREASURER replied:

The Leader of the Opposition was good
enough o give me a copy of this ques-
tion last Thursday; and in order that
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‘members of the House and their friends
should not be delayved in having after-
noon tea that day, he finally decided not
{0 ask the question on that occasion. The
reply is as follows:—

The amount of £1,888,000 referred to in
the question represents the increase in
taxation collections for the year 1956-57
over the actual collections for 1955-56.
‘Details are—

£
Land tax 479,000
Commonwealth tax reim-
bursement ... ... ... . 1,392,000
Entertainment tax ... 16,000
Stamp duty 30,000
Licences e e e 69,000
Turnover tax and book-
makers’ licences . 5,000
Less reduced yield from—
£
Totalisator duty ... 7,000
Probate duty ... ... 96,000
103,000
£1,888,000
EDUCATION,.
Proposed Wheatbelt Agricultural High

School.

Hon. A. F, WATTS (without notice)
asked the Minister for Education:

Will he lay on the Table of the House
all papers since 1947 relative to the pro-
posed agricultural high school in the
wheatbelt, expected to be at Wyalkatchem?

The MINISTER replied:
With pleasure, tomorrow.

BUSH FIRES ACT.
Proceedings Against H. Siebner.

Mr. WILD (without notice) asked the
Minister for Justice:

Will he lJay on the Table the Crown Law
file concerning proceedings against Mr. H.
SBiehner, of Armadale, in connection with
a breach of the Bush Pires Act?

The MINISTER replied:
Yes.

DEPUTY CHAIRMEN OF
COMMITTEES.

The SPEAKER: I desire to inform the
House that I have appointed Mr. Hear-
man, Mr. Norton, Mr. Sewell and Mr. Heal
to be Deputy Chairmen of Committees for
the session.

SITTING DAYS AND HOURS.

On motion by the Premier, ordered:

That the House, unless otherwise
ordered, shall meet for the despatch
of husiness on Tuesdays and Wednes-
days at 4.30 p.m., and on Thursdays
at 2.15 p.m, and shall sit until 6.15
p.mn. if necessary, and, if requisite,
from 7.30 onwards.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS,
PRECEDENCE.
On motion by the Premier, ordered:
That on Tuesdays and Thursdays,
Government business shall take pre-

cedence of all motions and Orders of
the Day.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION,

On motion by the Premier, sessional
committees were appointed as follows:—

Library.—The Speaker, Mr. Johnson and
Mr. Crommelin.

Standing Orders—The Speaker, the
Chairman of Commitiees, Hon. J. B. Slee-
man, Mr. Nalder and Mr. Hearman.

House—The Speaker, Mr. May, Mr.
Lawrence, Mr. Roberts and Mr. Ackland.

Printing.—The Speaker, Mr. Lapham
and Mr. Ross Hutchinson.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION.

The PREMIER: I move, without
notice—

That so0 much of the Standing
Orders be suspended as is necessary
to enable notice of motion No. 9,
standing in the name of the Leader
of the Opposition, to be entered upon
and dealt with before the adoption of
the Address-in-reply.

Question put.

The SPEAKER: I have counted the
House and assured myself that there is
an absolute majority of members present.
There being no dissentient voice, 1 declare
the question duly passed.

Question thus passed.

MOTION—CENSURE.
Government Railway Suspensions, elc.

HON. D. BRAND (Greencugh) [5.10]1:
Before moving the motion standing in my
name, I would like to recall the fact that
at the time when the House dealt with
the subject matter of this motion, I was
not present as I, unfortunately, had been
taken ill. I wish to thank all those con-
cerned for the kind messages they sent
me and their visits and the interest that
they took inh my health at that time—

Mr. May: And is this your response (o
that kindness?

Hon. D. BRAND: Since leaving hospital,
I have felt particularly well and I hope
and trust my good health will continue
and that, as Leader of the Opposition, I
will he able to maintain the same high
standard as my predecessor, Sir Ross
McLarty. Although it is regrettable that
at my first appearance in this Chamber
as Leader of the Opposition I should have
to pass a vote of censure on the Govern-
ment—

The Minister for Housing: You can
move it but not pass it.
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Hon. D. BRAND: Although I regret that
I must move this vote of censure on the
Government, I nevertheless think it should
be passed and I sincerely trust that I can
prove that contention in the case that I
will put forward. I move—

That this Government is deserving
of censure because—

it has not honoured the under-
takings it gave Parliament
when the amended rail dis-
continuance motion was
passed in 1956;

it has discontinued certain coun-
try rail services without con-
forming to the amendments
accepted by the Government
as conditions to such discon-
tinuance;

it has failed to overhaul the whole
of the railway administration
and operation, including
workshops, before discontinu-
ing certain country rail ser-
vices;

it has failed to honour an elec-
tion promise that no railway
lines are to cease operation or
be pulled up without ade-
quate on-the-spot discussions
with local governing authori-
ties and other people con-
cerned;

it has discontinued certain coun-
try rail services without first
ensuring adequate road sys-
tems and alternate transport
acceptable to each district
concerned and without in-
creased costs to users;

it has failed to ogverhaul and re-
organise the metropolitan
Government passenger irans-
port services to reduce their
crippling losses before em-
barking on discontinuance of
country line services.

In moving this motion I feel sure that
I speak for the whole of this House when
I say the problem of railway administra-
tion and finance, not only in this State
but also throughout the Commonwealth,
constitutes an immense headache for all
Governments concerned, I imagine that
it was with this in mind—although I was
not present here at that time—that the
Parliament of Western Australia gave sup-
port to a motion moved by the Minister
for Railways in another place and intro-
duced by the Minister for Transport into
this House.

In my opinhion, the Government had an
opportunity, the approval of Parliament
having been given, to go ahead and do
something worth while in tackling the
problem of cur railways following the case
that was so well outlined here by the
Minister for Transport; but it must be

remembered—and this we are inclined fo
overlook—that when the member for Ned-
lands at a late hour moved a certaln
amendment to the motion, it was accepted
by this House without opposition.

I think it must be said of the Govern-
ment that, with its numbers in this House,
had it felt that it could not honour the
undertaking which was implicit in the
amendment, the Minister, or someone
representing the Government, should have
g0t to his feet and opposed the acceptance
of the conditions. It would appear to me
that the Minister for Transport was
reasonably anxious to have the Govern-
ment accept the case which he put forward
because he felt that, unless he was prepared
to accept the conditions to which the
motion was made subject, even though it
might have been passed through this
House, it might have met a different fate
in another place.

It is fair to say, I think—and I say this
as an outsider with respect to the debate,
realising that the Government accepted the
conditions which were put forward—that
the Government was prepared to face up
to its obligations—and no one can deny
that they were not major obligations—in
respect of the closing of the lines men-
tioned in the schedule.

The history of railway suspensions goes
back quite a long way. There has been a
consistent approach on the part of the
Railway Department for a suspension of
services, or the pulling up of certain un-
economic or unpayable lines, and Govern-
ments and Ministers from time to time,
as a vesult of protestations made, have de-
cided not {o accept those recommenda-
tions. I refer to our own Government's
activity when there was a recommendation
from the commissioners that we close the
Bonnie Rock line. The farmers of the
district concerned protested and came for-
ward with deputations. As a result of
hearing their case, the Government of
that day decided not to proceed with the
closure of the line—although, so far as I
can remember, the Government of that
time imposed certain restrictions on speed
and load, but that satisfied the people
concerned.

When the change of Government took
place, the ex-Minister for Railways in the
Labour Government, Hon. H. H. Styants,
made & statement that certain railway
lines had to be closed. But in the case of
the Bonnie Rock line, he was prepared to
go and discuss the matter with the people
on the spot, and see for himself the prob-
lems and potentialities of the district the
railway served, As a result of his visit,
Cabinet decided—it must have been
Cabinet because there must be a majority
or a unanimous decision in regard to such
matters—and the Minister announced,
that a sum of about £82,000—I would not
like to be too sure of the exact amount—
was to be spent on the resleepering of the
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line, and from what I saw when 1 was in
the district, the line is in as good a con-
dition now as it has been for a long time.
However, it would appear that the Rail-
ways Commission persisted with the pre-
sent Minister. In view of the immense
deficits and the obvious impact on loan
funds which the railways must make, the
Government decided once again to make
an effort to obtain the support of Par-
liament in a case for the closure of cer-
tain lines. That was the basis of the casec
put forward by the Minister concerned.

I want to remind the House that early
last session, the member for Blackwood
moved a motion asking for the setting up
of an experimental road transport ser-
vice. Just what details he had in mind
I am not sure; but he realised that our
knowledge of road fransport was not as
great as we thought and it might have
been better to have established some road
transport service in lieu of a railway ser-
vice in order to find out just what would
happen and what impact it might have
on the districts served.

The Minister for Railways introduced
the motion dealing with the suspension of
certain rail services into the Upper House
where it was amended in two places and
then forwarded it to this Chamber for
further consideration. The amendments
were to the effect that consideration of
the motion in the Legislative Council be
deferred until after it had been considered
and a decision made by the Legislative As-
sembly, and until such time as the Gov-
ernment had brought forward definite al-
ternative proposals in respect of road
transport and roads in each of the districts
affected. To Ine that appeared to be a
very worth-while suggestion, because had it
been adhered to, I am sure the difficulties
in which the Government finds itself at
nresent would not have had to be faced.
However, as far as I can see, and from
what I have read, the motion as it came
from another place, was never discussed
at all; rather in due course was it dis-
charged from the notice paper, and the
Minister here moved his own motion.

There is a lot that ¢can be said about the
closure of railways, but I think it is suf-
ficient to say that right from the incep-
tion—and during the passing of the mo-
tion through hoth Houses of Parliament—
the Minister and the Government set
about a very early closure. In a matter of
weeks, or months—perhaps it would be
fairer to say ‘“months”—the Yuna and the
Northampton lines were closed, and so it
continued throughout the schedule. It was
the intention to c¢lose the Nornalup and
Elleker lines at an early date. To indicate
that so far there was no plan nor any
consideration given tp the problems aris-
ing out of those services being suspended,
an appeal from the Leader of the Country

Party in connection with the problem re-
sulted in a delay in the actual closure of
this line. .

The whole problem of railway closures
in this State stems from the refusal of
the Government to face up to the problems
arising out of those closures. I am sure
that when the member for Nedlands
moved his amendment to the motion, he
had in mind the fact that we did not wish
to see a situation in this State, where 824
miles of line serving the ccuntry as far
as Lake Grace, Yuna and Wiluna were
closed without the basic problems of the
railways being faced up to. It is quite
evident—very evident, indeed—that the
mere closure of this line is not any solu-
tion to the railway problem itseif. There
are basic and fundamental difficulties in
the organisation and administration of the
railways that must be faced up to, not only
in this State but in every State.

I think it is fair to say that the rail-
way organisation has been heavily over-
laden with respect to employment, and I
am sure that until this question is faced
up to, the basic problems that confront
the Premier in connection with the rail-
ways will never be solved or alleviated. One
of the questions that is on the lips of most
people who are concerned with rallway
closures, is that of an alternative road
transport service or some other alterna-
tive service. I am satisfled that had the
Government tackled this problem in a
more leisurely manner, and had it not been
so0 hasty in its suspension of the rail-
ways, and ensured that there was satis-
factory alternative service—not to the
Transport Board but to the people con-
cerned, because they are the ones who are
vitally interested—the problem would not
exist today.

Mr. Bovell: An alternative transport
system at a comparative cost is required.

Hon. D. BRAND: It is all very well to
say that the solution to the problem is
the suspension of railway services: but
is it the answer? I do not think it is. It
is all very well to say that the people
who are affected should consider the cost
of continuing the services. But is it not
our responsibility to see that these peaple
living so far from the metropolitan area.
the markets and the ports, are provided
with an alternative service satisfactory to
them; one which makes them feel that
al least they are in the minds of the
people governing this country, and are not
forgotten hecause of the suspension of the
railway services,

Certainly, it cannot be denied that with
railway freights at the present level and
when the services cease and road trans-
port services are introduced, costs will go
up. Following on an announcement by
the Minister for Transport that a subsidy
would be paid this year, and would be te-
ducible every seven years, I said on be-
half of my party—and I feel sure on be-
half of the entire Opposition—that we
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could not expect people farming in these
areas, and producing as they are, to carry
this huge cost for seven years, particu-
larly, when we consider the lesser costs
of transport enjoyed by people living near
the more developed areas. We should not
expect this of them. When the closures
took place, there was naturally an up-
surge of public opinion, and protestations
were made in the areas concerned; and
protest meetings were also organised.

The Minister for Transport: Organised!
That is the word.

Hon. D. BRAND: Just as the Minister
for Transport has organised protest meet-
ings in the past for political reasons,

The Minister for Transport: The point
is that they were organised.

Hon. D. BRAND: The same type of or-
ganisation indulged in by the Minister.

The Minister for Transport: So long as
we agree that they were organised.

Hon. D. BRAND: The protest meeting
to which I was invited showed a very real
concern among the people who attended.
The Minister for Ralilways was invited to
Cadoux, and it is to his credit that he
visited the area and met some 200 or 300
people. I may say his visit was appre-
ciated by the people of the district, even
though they were not satisfied with the
decision he made. ‘There was some sat-
isfaction, however, in the fact that he
was prepared to visit the people concerned
and view their problems at first hand.

Certain problems have arisen out of
these closures. It is now months since
the first lines were closed. Was it not
reasonable to expect that there would
develop certain problems out of such a
major decision, and from experience
should we not expect these problems to
be solved by the authorities or the people
responsible looking into them at a Gov-
ernment level?

Seecing that it was his duty, following
on the closure of the lines, to do so, 1
believe that had the Minister for Trans-
port gone among, and talked fo, the people
in the very forcegble way in which we
know he can speak, put his case as he has
put it to us, listened to their ecommplaints,
met them on equal ground and perhaps
met them half way on their requests, their
protests against the Government’s action
would not have come forward. Even
though he may say that these meetings
were organised in an effort to obtain
political advantage or to spread political
propaganda, he has been in political life
long enough to realise that there will al-
ways be some of that going on. Had he
been able to attend the meetings and dis-
cuss the position with these people, the
problem for the Minister for Railways,
the Premier and others would have been
relieved a great deal.

I read in the newspapers that, follow-
ing the closure of the line at Katanning,
the first road buses that went out be-
came hogged. That could easily happen.
It might have transpired that there was
flooding sufficient to prevent even the
trains themselves travelling along the line,
but what I want to point out is this; There
was ho heed, willy-nilly, to suspend the
service over all these lines. It could have
been spread over a number of years if
that was preferable, but in the meantime,
the Government should have ensured that
in the place of the railways there were good

roads.

This State boasts of receiving very sub-
stantial sums of money from the petrol
tax funds. In spite of the Labour Govern-
ment being in office in this State, we
enjoy the use of very good roads. It is to
the credit of those who originally thought
of the formula, that we are now receiving
substantial sums from the petrol tax funds
and are able to improve our roads year
by year. T am sure that had the Minister
for Works been given the opportunity of
improving the main roads which were to
take the place of the suspended railway
services, he would have taken it, and over’
a period provided a sealed surface for all-
weather roads over which the gopads from
the districts where the railway services
were nio longer continued, could be carried.
It must be recognised that the people in
the country who Iose a railway service
naturally become very concerned at the
absence of an all-weather roazd if their
means of communication and transport on
which they had relied for so long, was
taken away.

The Minister for Works: There is a
great number of people who are not served
by a railway lihe and who have not an
all-weather road.

Mr. Bovell: What you do not have, you
do not miss!

Hon. D. BRAND: The Minister might
say that, but we are now referring to the
case put up by the Minister for Transport
in this House for the closure of certain
railway lines, It must be remembered that
people settled in those districts realising
there was a railway service upon which
they depended. The least we can do is to
give them a satisfactory aliernative means
of communication by way of road trans-
port, if that is the only alternative. The
Minister cannot deny them this.

Let us turn our attention to Yuna where,
with the exception of some 12 to 13 miles,
the road is sealed. The people along that
line are not vitally concerned over the
closure of the railway line because they
can cart their produce directly into
Geraldton. The people beyond that line
at Dartmoor and Balla and surrounding
districts are certainly concerned because
for them the cost of transport will rise.
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I understand that following the winter
rains the road became almost untraffic-
able.

There are people in this House who can
back up that statement. It did not become
untrafiicable as a result of the extra usage
following the suspension of that railway
line. Do not forget that the railway service
had gone, and everybody relied on that
road. I am sure that had the Government
taken the trouble to ensure that that road
was brought up to such a standard as
would avoid any stoppage or hold-up of
traffic, the people would not have felt so
bad about the matter.

The Liberal Party has been accused by
the Premier, in a motion on the notice
paper, of backing and filling tactics. In
it he has taken out the big hammer and
big wedge, and bhas started to drive it
between the two parties in Opposition for
all he is worth. I would remind my col-
leagues over here of the time when the
Premier was on this side driving wedges
between the Government parties, with the
emphasis on the other party. In that
regard he has been a busy person. As far
as the motion is concerned I do not think
it amounts to very much. Our attitude
was a responsible one.

It is all very well for members opposite
to laugh, but let them not forget that the
Government has gone around the State
telling the people that it had the approval
of Parliament. But Parliament approved
conditionally. If it was fair enough for the
Government to take the motion and eo
from one end of the State to the other
using that as its authority, surely it must
recognise that the conditions to which
the case was made subject, were just as
much binding. That is the position on
which we cross swords with the Govern-
ment at the present time. We do not say,
“No, do nothing at all.” 'That might have
been a very good plan in any case. We
gave the Government the opportunity, and
the opening, to proceed with a plan, bro-
viding it carried out the obligation which
we embodied in the motion, and which we
mentioned.

I have already referred to the fact that
if there was no alternative system of trans-
port, the Transport Board would be charged
with the responsibility of providing alter-
native plans, but when I went to Cadoux
anhd travelled on the roads around Wialki,
it was quite evident to me when talking
to the people that they did not understand
what was to be the alternative system of
transport.

Mr. Cornell: There is no alternative.

Hon. D. BRAND: Hear, hear! Evidently
there was not. Whilst passing through that
district I discussed the position with
certain key personhel and storekeepers
about the provision of some sort of service.
When they found that they were to be
charged with that responsibility, they took
two steps backwards because they had not

clearly understood the situation as it had
been publicised. What would have been the
position if we had given, say, 12 months to
allow the Transport Board, if that is the
authority charged with providing an alter-
native service, to clarify the whole situa-
tion and let the people of the district con-
cerned know the alternative to the closing
of the service? I think that would have
been fair enough,

The Minister for Transport: I think you
are a great procrastinator.

Hon, D, BRAND: What the Minister
thinks does not interest me one bit.

The Minister for Transport: I was try-
ing to help you, because up to date you have
8 Very weak case,

Hon. D. BRAND: One of the conditions
which the Government accepted without
opposition was the undertaking to hold an
inquiry in respect of the railways. True
enough, that was in respect of adminijstra-
tion and the workshops; and true enough,
Mr. Smith, a stipendiary magistrate, was
appointed to hold the inquiry, For a long
time no one could get the full story of what
was going on. That might be readily
understood and it might be in the best
interests that the inquiry be kept on a
secret hasis.

Finally, as a result of certain alleged
accusations by one commissioner against
another on the revelations of the inquiry
so far, the Premier, in his wisdom, decided
to appoint Mr. Smith as a Royal Commis-
sioner to carry the inquiry further. The
points of reference outlined by the Gov-
ernment were such as to be fairly broad.
They even allowed for the Royal Commis-
sioner to go to England, and that is an
important mission. It is a major move, I
would think, in the investigations, and we
all wonder just what will he the outcome
of his inguiries in England. However, this
inquiry, full as it might appear, into the
administration is not what we had in mind,
ner is it what the people who have moved
for inquiries had in mind.

As good as Mr. Smith might be, he is
not competent to recommend aon the re-
shuffling and reorganisation of the rail-
ways. Mr. Smith has made many recom-
mendations in connection with potatoes,
onions and, I think, the Transport Board,
and I do not think any of them have got
very far. Therefore, I hope on this occa-
sion the inqguiries which are being made
and the report which will come forward,
will result in some action by the Govern-
ment.

At this stage, I would say that if we are
going to make any impact on the trans-
port of this country, we have to face up
to doing very difficult things and msaking
unpopular decisions. The Railway Depart-
ment has, for many years, been a source
of employment for thousands and thous-
ands of people, but I think the fact will
have to be faced up to by this State, that
these people can no longer be employed by
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the railways. That is quite evident, and it
is also evident that if the railway system
is to remain, we must tackle the problem
of modernisation and provide lighter roll-
ingstock and faster engines, eliminating
grades and strengthening lines in order
that heavy loads may be carried at higher
speeds.

I would make reference to what is hap-
pening in America where private enterprise
has so far been able to face up to the
competition of the motor age, which has
made such an impact on the railways. For
the purpose of supporting my argument, I
am going to read from ‘“Reader’s Digest”
of June, 1957, an article condensed from
“Time,” under the heading of “The New
Age of Railroads.”

The Premier: New era.

Hon. D. BRAND: New age, if I might
correct the Premier.

The Premier: Same thing.

Hon. D. BRAND: The article reads as
follows:—

The President of the New York Cen-
tral ushered in a new symbol of 20th-
century railroad progress. Throwing a
switch on a signal box, he formally
opened a new 163-mile, electronically
regulated stretch of double track be-
tween Cleveland, Ohio, and Buffalo,
N.Y. With the new system two men
seated before light-studded panels at
Erie can automatically control all
traffic between those cities.

Instead of the old four-frack main
line the Central’'s electronic system
needs only two tracks, will shunt ex-
press trains around rumbling freights
by crossover switches every seven
miles, also step up the speed of freight
trains from 30 to 60 m.p.h. The dis-
patchers can alsoc send passenger
trains hurtling east and west at 80
m.p.h. on the same track, switch one
to the opposite track to pass.

By the time the system is extended
along its entire New York-Chicago line
it will have cost 50 million dollars. But
the Central will be able to cut its
number of tracks in half, save millions
on taxes and maintenance.

The Premier: A man would be safer on
a Malvern Star!

Hon. D. BRAND: As a matter of fact,
that may be so, but so far as I can read,
the American railway system does not have
a5 many accidents as we read about on
our Australian railroad system, and I
imagine, if we could hear about them, that
they would not have as many derailments
as we do in Western Australia. To con-
tinue—

Since World War II, U.S. railroads
have poured some 12,000 million dol-
lars into new engines, new tracks and
trains, a host of electronic gadgets.

As a result of their increased efficiency
the main railroads have cut their road
mileage from—

And this is interesting!

—249,000 miles in 1929 to about 220,000
miles today; the number of locomo-
tives has been reduced from 61,300 to
34,000 and the number of employees
from 1,600,000 to 1,000,000, Yet
freight traffic was boosted 45 per cent.
in 1956, And that is only the bhegin-
ning: in the next ten years, the in-
dusiry expects to spend 20,000 million
dollars more for modernisation.

Gone are the old mossbacks whose
railroads ran by steam and tobacco
juice. Today’s operations-man is
yvounger and more flexible, an effici-
ency-minded innovator who spends his
working hours figuring ways to apply
20th-century technology to his 19th-
century railroad,

They go on to indicate just what is hap-
pening in respect to actual rollingstock—
U.S. railroads are also spending
millions to woo more passengers. The
Union Pacific, Santa Fe and Southern
Pacific have bought new air-condi-
tioned dome cars, while such Eastern
roads, as the New Haven, New York
Central and Pennsylvania are experi-
menting with lowslung lightweight
trains that can zip along at speeds up
to 100 m.p.h. Even the best passenger
trains often lose money, but every
railroader knows that good passenger
service builds goodwill.

I am not suggesting we have the money
for that, and it might be said I am put-
ting up an argument for the Government’s
case in suspending certain rail services
which make such a demand on our finan-
ces, both from general expenditure and
from loan funds, What is necessary at
the present time is huge sums of money
to do what is requisite to enable the rail-
road to compete with road transport. But
allowing for that, the Premier and the
Minister for Railways must face up to the
problern of reshuffling and reorganising
the railways.

The Premier: How much would it cost?

Hon. D. BRAND: I could not say, but
£20,000,000 has keen spent since the Royal
Commission was appointed by the Mce-
Larty-Watts Government in capital cost
of the roads and not a great deal of pro-
gress has been made. However, rather
than do nothing about the railways, some-
body must face up to these difficulties.
We must find the money. The Govern-
ment must face up to these difficult prob-
lems and hot do what appears to be the
easiest part of tackling the railway prob-
lem.

There are members in the House, in-
cluding the member for Murchison and
the member for Geraldton, who have had
the experience of losing a railway in their
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area; or they are about to lose one because
I understand the Meekatharra-Wiluna
line is to close on the 5th August and
the Laverton line has already been closed.
But I say once again that until the Gov-
ernment provides a decent road and
makes a clear-cuf plan to provide alter-
native services, it should not close these
railways.

In line with the motion that is being
moved elsewhere in this building, I believe
the Government should, on some limited
basis if members like, restore the railway
services on the lines until such time as
knowledge about them is independently
acquired, because it is admitted that in
regard to some of these lines there would
be a case for immediate closure. As a mat-
ter of fact, the Cue-Big Bell line was
closed hefore the motion was brought to
the House—at least the rail service was
suspended.

There are varying deerees of priority in
regard to this matter. I think the Gov-
ernment would he very wise, as a result
of its experience so far, as a result of the
case put up by the Farmers' Union and
as a result of the protestations from mem-
bers of Parliament of all political colours,
if the truth be known, to accede to the
claim that the whole position be recon-
sidered. 1 see no reason why on the Bon-
nie Rock line, if you, Mr. Speaker, like, or
on the Yuna line, arrangements should
not have been made whereby a train
would be run cceasionally with a diesel
engine in order to carry the wheat and
cope with the problems that have been
high-lighted in the deputations that have
been held and the publicity that has been
put forward.

Mr. Bovell: Trains by requisition.

Hon. D. BRAND: I have not a great deal
more to say in this regard, but I do believe
that the Government’s approach to the
closures of railways and the trouble into
which it has got itself, result from what
I consider is the very bad handling of the
whole issue. It is not an easy one; we
understand that, but there seems to have
been an undue haste and desire to get the
lines closed before Parliament sat.

It was on that basis that, following a
party meeting on the 20th May, I wrote on
behalf of my party to the Premier ask-
ing him to suspend any further action in
order that Parliament might reconsider the
whole problem in the light of experience.
He did not answer the first letter so I sent
him another and his reply was along these
lines—

In reply to your letters {o me in
this matter of May 20th last and the
26th instant, I would advise that the
Government is proceeding with the
suspension of traffic upon those rail-
way lines for which closure approval
was given by both Houses of Parlia-
ment during last session.

The only substantial postponement
agreed to by the Government is in
connection with the Denmark-
Nornalup line.

In connection with the investiga-
tions now being carried out by Magis-
trate Smith, I would advise that his
investigations cannot possibly have
any effect upon the question of rail
closures, as the main reason for such
closures is to be found in the limited
amount of loan money available to
the Government.

I had intimated in my letter, and I think
it was fair enough, that because of the
obvious lack of co-operation, the cbvious
misunderstandings and the making of al-
legations by the commissioners against
each other, there had not been at that
high level sufficient down-to-earth think-
ing regarding the recommendations being
made to the Minister; and he must rely on
their recommendations with respect to
closure,

Well might we, as an Opposition, ask
that we should have another look at this
question, not forgetting that the final
committee—the chairman of the Trans-
port Board; Mr. Leach of the Main Roads
Department and the Commissioner of
Railways, Mr. Hall—were sitting to see
which railways would be closed next. So,
they had no option, and there is no blame
attachable to them. The decision was
made and they made those recommenda-
tions. Mr. Hawke went on to say—

I raised the question of rail closures
and their relationship to shortage of
lean money at the recent Loan Council
meeting held at Canberra. However,
the matter did not seem to be of any
interest to the Federal Treasurer or
to any of the Federal Ministers who
were present at the time.

That is in keeping with the Premier’s line
from time to time—

It may be of interest to you and
your colleagues to know that the rail-
way deficit for the financial year
1957-19568 has been estimated on a
preliminary hasis at £7.3m.

Mr. Bovell: Good heavens!

The Premier: 1 thought that would
wake you up.

Hon. D. BRAND: I realise that that is a
substantial sum over and above the deficit
this year. But I am forced to ask myself
what effect has the closure of 824 miles of
the service had so far, if we can antici-
pate an increase in the deficit—forgetting
loan funds—of some £2,000,000.

Mr. Ross Hufchinson: It is £2,500,000.

Hon. D. BRAND: Well, £2,500,000. The
people who supported the motion condi-
tionally might well ask: Did we do the
right thing in this House? 1 come hack
to the point I made originally that the
closures are not solving the problem at
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all but just scratching it, and we have to
get at the fundamental difficulties of hav-
ing men give a greater output for the
wages they receive. There should be
greater modernisation and mechanisation
of the system and a realisation that the
Railway Department can no longer be just
a department for the purpose of employ-
ing people, but should e an efficient por-
tion of the transport system of the State.
As I have said once in the House and will
say again, it should be a real transport
system which can be continued and kept
alive by modern road transport travelling
over all-weather roads. But it is not
something that we can do in a year or two
years, but is a matter of years of hard
work and planning.

I repeat that when Parliament gave ap-
proval to the Government to go on with
the closure cf the railways, subject to the
amendments, it had just that in mind. On
this side of the House there are members
who realise that the action of the Gov-
ernment in carrying out the closure of the
lines has caused a great deal of hardship
and brought about many problems. I say
again they have not been listened to as
they should have heen by the Govern-
menit. It brings me to this point that
when the Premier, as Leader of the Op-
position, was in the Murchison area in
1952, he said in a pamphlet—

May I indicate very briefly a few
lines of policy which would be at-
tempted by the next Labour Govern-
ment in this State, which might
easily come into existence early next
year:—

And that was the case.
shall read the lot—

Greater financial assistance to
crease gold production.

He said, and 1
in-

Increased assistance to bona fide pros-
pectors and leaseholders.

Financial assistance to producers in
outback areas whe prove that rail
freights are hampering their
efforts.

Better railway services.

No railway lines to cease operation
or be pulled up without adequate
on-the-spot discussions by Minis-
ters with local governing autho-
rities and other people concerned.

That is the part they did not do. The
other part they did, and not even then,
unless Cabinet and Parliament first ap-
proved. The vital part of this undertak-
ing and this election promise in 1952, to
the people most concerned, was not car-
ried out. In short, their protestations and
their appeals were set aside because I
think it is the on-the-spot seeing for
oneself that enables one reasonably and

fully to see the problems of the people
concerned. In the pamphlet, the pres-
ent Premier continued—
Rail freights and fares generally to
be kept down.
I will elose by touching on the matter of
metropolitan road transport.

The Premier: Road or rail transport?

Hon. D. BRAND: The metropolitan
transport services which we asked should
be thoroughly overhauled before the sus-
pension of rail services. I imagine that
when the amendment was moved, the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition had in
mind rail services. As I travel about the
country I am often asked by country
people, “Why should we lose our railway
services even though they cost the country
a great deal of money, while pecople in the
metropolitan area enjoy a transpori sys-
tem on which there is a deficit of some-
thing over £1,000,000?”

The Minister for Works: Do you want
these lines closed down?

Hon. D. BRAND: The Minister for
Works is trying to be clever about it. That
is his responsibility.

The Minister for Works: What are you
advocating?

Hon. D. BRAND: If the Minister desires
country pecple to lose their rail services
because of the cost, I say that undoubtedly
the people of the metropolitan area should
share any sacrifice equally and it is on
the heads of the Minister and his col-
leagues in Cabinet to arrange that the
sacrifice is shared equally—

The Premier: Would you like us to bring
the wheat to Midland Junction by rail
and take it from there to Fremantle by
road?

Hon. D. BRAND: That is the sort of
thing the Government is doing by means
of its rail closures. I never said anything
about closing the metropolitan services
but suggested that some attack on the
problem of the deficit should have been

made, and I had in mind the cur-
tailment of services which run so
regularly between Midland Junetion

and Fremantle, No maiter how the
problem is tackled, whether by cutting
out some of those services or reducing costs
in some other way, the question is: Why
should the country people be expected to
bhear all the sacrifice while metropolitan
residents enjoy all their present amenities
together with a very worth-while road
transport system? Por the reasons that
I have outlined—I will not give them
again—I believe we are quite justifled in
censuring the Government for what it has
done and its failure to live up to its under-
taking to this Parliament when it accepted
the motion last session, because the Gov-
ernment then had the numbers to reject
the amendments moved, had it wished to
do so.
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THE PREMIER (Hon. A, R, G. Hawke
—Northam) [6.4]: It is true, as the Leader
of the Oppositicn has told us, that he
was not present here during that part of
last session when the motion dealing with
rail closures was debated and decided, the
reason being that at that time he was sick
and consequently could not attend the
sittings of Parliament. However, this
afternoon he has had opportunity to give
us his views on the gquestion of rail
closures.

I tried to follow closely what he said in
order to ascertain what his views on that
issue were and I finished up in some con-
siderable doubt. As far as I could under-
stand the hon. member, he favours the
closure of all the lines which Parliament
approved for closure last session, but
attaches some qualifications and condi-
tions to his attitude., Basically the issue
involved is the closure of railway lines and
basically I believe members of this House
are either in favour of the closures—with
or without conditions—or against the
closures.

Hon. D. Brand: I do not agree. Of
course not!

The PREMIER: Then what is the atti-
tude of the Leader of the Opposition?

Mr. I, W. Manning: He objects to the
way vou have handled it.

The PREMIER: I am asking the Leader
of the Opposition what his attitude is.

Hon. D. Brand: My attitude is that the
Government, having accepted the amend-
ment that was moved and the conditions,
has made a hash of handling the closures,
%errnission for which was given by this

ouse.

The PREMIER: The Leader of the
Opposition tries to dodge the question
which I put to him.

Hon. D. Brand: I have never dodged
your questions.

The PREMIER.: I asked the Leader of
the Opposition what was his attitude to-
wards the basic issue of closing or not
closing the lines which Parliament
approved for closure last year?

Hon. D. Brand: His attitude is a motion
of censure on the Government for not
carrying out the conditions agreed to by
this House.

The PREMIER: It now becomes clear
that the Leader of the Opposition fails to
face up to the hasic issue of—Rail
closures or no rail closures,

Hon. D. Brand: You cannot divorce the
motion from the conditions of the amend-
ment which your Government accepted
and could have rescinded had it wished,
and that is where I stand.

The PREMIER: We will debate that as
time goes on. I am asking the Leader of
the Opposition to define his attitude to-
wards the basic issue of closing or not
closing these lines—

Mr. Bovell: And by closing them losing
another £2,500,000 next year.

The PREMIER: The Leader of the
Opposition is significantly silent. Let me
get down to brass tacks in this matter.
When this motion was before the Legis-
lative Assembly last year, one Liberal
Party member voted against it, my charm-
ing and distinguished friend, the member
for Vasse. In the Legislative Council, one
member of the Liberal Party voted against
the motion. :

Hon. D. Brand: Two members.

The PREMIER. According to my
official information, one; but 1 am guite
prepared to accept an amendment to make
it two Liberal Party members in the Legis-
lative Council who voted against the
motion.

Hon. D. Brand: Hon. C. H. Simpson and
Hon. J. M. A. Cunningham.

The PREMIER: So on the basic¢ issue of
closing the lines, leaving aside the quali-
fications, conditions or embroidery—

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: But you cannot
leave them aside.

The PREMIER—nearly every member
of the Liberal Party in this House and
nearly every member of the Liberal Party
in another place voted for the closure of
the lines,

Mr. Wild: Subiect to certain conditions.

The PREMIER: Subject to certain con-
ditions,

Mr. Wild: Which you have not carried
out.

The PREMIER: But they did vote for
the closing of the lines—subject to certain
conditions.

Mr. Wild: Yes, but which you did not
carry out,

Mr, Court: You cannot divorce condi-
tions. It is like me trying to sell the
Premier my motorcar for £100. If he does

not give me the £100 he does not get the
car.

The PREMIER: No one is trying to
divorce the conditions.

Mr. Wild: You are!

The PREMIER: All I am saying is that
nearly every member of the Liberal Party
in this House, and nearly every member
of the Liberal Party in another place
voted to elose the lines—subject to certain
conditions.

Hon, D. Brand: You asked me a gques-
tion.

The PREMIER: The Leader of the
Opposition has heen churning over in his
mind for a half-an-hour since I asked
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him the question, whether it would be safe
for him to say one thing or to say some-
thing else.

Hon. D. Brand: I answered your ques-
tion.

The PREMIER: It is only natural that
people in any district where a railway line
is condemned to closure will become very
concerned and worried, and to some ex-
tent hostile about it. If I were in one of
the districts conecerned, I would be very
worried myself. After all, these railway
lines have been in operation in these dis-
tricts for many years; they have become
part of the districts; they have become of
great sentimental value and, consequently,
although most of the farmers in the dis-
tricts concerned have not supported the
railways as fully as they should have done,
they become very worried when they
realise that Parliament has approved of
the closure of the lines, on certain con-
ditions.

These farmers looked around to see who
was responsible for the proposed closure of
the railway lines and they found, on
studying the division lists which were
published, I presume, in the “Farmers’
Weekly” and in other publications cir-
culating in rural electorates, that members
and supporters of the Government had
voted for the motion in each House and
that nearly every member of the Liberal
Party in each House had also voted for
the maotion to close the lines.

Mr. Court: As amended.

The PREMIER: As amended.
Mr. Court: Yes, that is important.
Mr. Wild: With conditions.

The PREMIER: Well now! The farmers
concerned naturally hecame disposed in a
hostile way, more particularly towards the
Liberal Party than towards the Govern-
ment—

Hon. D. Brand: You hope.

The PREMIER: There is no hope about
it.

Hon. D. Brand: You hope!
member for Murchison!

The PREMIER: As a matier of fact,
organisers and representatives of the
Liberal Party in country electorates, have
been very coldly received by farmers in
those districts when they have called upon
them; or perhaps it would be more cor-
rect to say that they have been very hotly
received. These organisers have reported
to Liberal Party headguarters in Perth
that things in these districis are tough
for the Liberal Party.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is not so.
Mr. Bovell: The Premier has a fertile
imagination.

The PREMIER: The normal volume of
finance which c¢omes from farmers in
these districts who preferred the Liberal

Ask the

Party to the Country Party has slowed
down almeost to a ftrickle and, conse-
quently, it is easy to understand why the
Leader of the Opposition particularly, who
represents what is in essence a Couniry
Party electorate, should become worried or
concerned, and to some extent panie
stricken politically because of the feeling
that has developed among farmers in his
own electorate.

Mr. Court: Is this an interpretation of
the dream you had last night?

Mr. Hearman: You go to Northam and
see what the people there have tfo say
about it.

The PREMIER: It is understandable
that these membhers of the Liberal Party
should now be tremendously anxious to
wriggle out of the responsibility which
they took upon their shoulders last
November.

Hon. D. Brand: They will face up to
their responsibilities.

The PREMIER: It is only natural to
some extent that they should now try to
do what is, in effect, a complete somer-
sault—

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That is not so.

The PREMIER: —to try to restore
themselves in the good opinions of the
people concerned.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The PREMIER: Before the tea suspen-
sion I was pointing out that members of
the Liberal Party were trying to scramble
on to the band wagon of dissatisfaction
against railway closures in the districts
concerned and in that respect, undoubt-
edly, they are trying to steal the Country
Party’s business, There could not possibly
be any objection to a censure motion on
this matter coming from the Country
Party because members of that party, in
both Houses of this Parliament, consist-
ently opposed the motion for rail closures,
with or without conditions, when ths
motion was heing debated in this Parlia-
ment last year.

Mr. Court: That was not consistent with
what your party said about them. You
said they were politically dishonest.

The PREMIER: I know the Leader of
the Opposition says that I am always try-
ing to drive wedges between the Liberal
Party and the Country Party. It may be
that some years ago I did indulge in that
practice to some extent, although I cannot
remember any specific cccasion when I
did so.

Even if I were inclined to do that sort
of thing, there is rio need for me today to
indulge in such a practice because the
Liberal Party itself is driving deliberate
wedges between the Country Party on the
one side and the Liberal Party on the
other. Mr. Johnston, the State President
of the L.C.L., succeeded recently in having
a motion carried unanimously—by, I
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think, 60 members of the inner ¢ouncil of
the Liberal Party—to run a full, Liberal
Party Senate team at the next Senate
glection. 1 am not sure whether the
Leader of the Opposition and the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition are members of
that inner council, but if they are, and if
they were present on the day in question
they, of course, would have been compelled
to support this motion.

Hon. D. Brand: You should not talk
about compulsion by a ruling executive.

The PREMIER: There is no necessity
whatsoever for me to try to drive wedges
between the Liberal Party and the Country
Party because the Liberal Party itself is
doing that job far more eflectively than I
would have any chance of doing it.

I now come to discuss the wording in the
motion, One of the points made is that
the Government has failed to overhaul the
whole railway system. @Quite clearly, this
job is one which will take a long, long
time. As members know, the railway sys-
tem has been under the administrative
control of a railways commission, two of
the members of which-—two being a maj-
ority—were appointed by a Government of
which the Leader of the Opposition was
a member, From the speech of the Leader
of the Opposition this evening I could not
quite work out whether he had, in effect,
and in his own mind, carried a vote of
absolute no-confidence against the Rail-
ways Commission. Judging from the re-
marks he made, it was along those lines
that his attitude tended to work,

This total problem of the railways is
indeed a tremendous one. It is not a
problem which can be solved overnight.
It is not a problem which can be solved
by taking one step; it is a problem which
will be solved hy taking many steps, some
of which, of course, will be extremely un-
popular—even more unpopular than the
closing of 800 miles of railway lines.

Hon. D. Brand: For instance?

Mr, Ross Hutchinson: The raising of
freights, for instance.

The PREMIER: I was not going to men-
tion specifically railway freights or fares,
but they could be an issue. I think we
ought to admit that the railways, as a
system, have been operated by every Gov-
ernment in office to give great advantages
and considerable concessions to many
people within the State. In other words, it
has never beenh the poliey of any Govern-
ment, 50 far as I know, to make the rail-
ways pay absolutely; that is to say, to
make them pay the full working costs and,
in addition, pay the total amount of in-
terest and aillow for the total amount of
depreciation which accrues each year.

If, through the years, the railway sys-
tem had been run on that basis, a great
number of people in Western Australia
would not be as well situated as they are
today; they would not be as secure as

they are today and, indeed, many of them
would not be remaining on the land as
producers at all. Every Government has
tried to control railway freights in order
to give to people, in the country—parti- "
cularly to those farthest removed from the
metropolitan area—concessions in regard
to freight charges.

Today, if we were to take all the steps
which would be required to make the rail-
ways pay, I think we would strike a mortal
blow against the mining industry, to quote
one example. We would also strike a very
heavy blow against other producers of
primary products and possibly also against
many of the industries which operate in
country areas.

So this total problem of railway finance
is not a problem which can be solved as
easily as some people would appear to
think, When members in this House talk
about railway problems and railway fin-
ance, they talk usually in fairly general
terms and that, I think, applies to the
public generally. All of us want the other
fellow to sacrifice something to make the
railways pay. By and large, that ap-
pears to be the general attitude. If we
are called upon to contribute something
to make the railways pay, we are not in
favour of that at all,

I quite agree that the position of the
railways has deteriorated very hadly in
recent years, and it has deteriorated
despite the fact that very large sums of
loan money have been poured intc the
system. I was interested to hear the
Leader of the Opposition say tonight that
he thought that very large sums of addi-
tional capital should bhe pouted into the
railway system. I wonder whether it
should. I think we ought to realise., and
admit, that a great reveolution has taken
place in regard to transport over the last
30 or 40 years—and particularly over the
last 20 years—in regard to the very heavy
types of truck which can be put cn the
roads.

The total amount of capital invested in
the railway system today is terrific. It
produces an annual interest bill of very
great proportions. Yet we have an advo-
cacy here today suggesting that we ought
to pour millions more capital into that
system. I think that is a question which
requires the closest possible examination.

Hon. D. Brand: If what remains of the
railways is to become competitive with
modern transport, then millions more
money has to be put into it.

The PREMIER: Before any Govern-
ment decides to put millions more capital
into the railway system, that system would
require the closest possible examination.

Hon. D, Brand: Hear, hear!

. The PREMIER: As a matter of fact,
since the war we have been doing nothing
but pour millions into the railway system.
The more we spend the more we lose. The
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more mileage the railways travel, the more
they lose. I should hope that members on
baoth sides of the House would give the
. most sober consideration possible to that
situation. Although the railways have
been supposedly rehabilitated since the
war, the only result of this rehabilita-
tion, from the financial point of view at
any rate, has been greatly {o increase the
loss on the railways, and thereby greatly
to inecrease the strain on the Treasury.

At the present time the Government is
having an investigation carried out which
will cover, I think, all the important
angles of the railway system and all the
mere important aspects of administration.
I have no doubt that when the final re-
port is made to the Government by the
Royal Commissioner, we will find that
there are ways and means by which im-
provements could he made without in-
vesting huge sums of additional eapital.
Someone has said that we ought to bring
over to Western Australia the American
experts who are in New South Wales. May-
be we should, but I would be inclined to
consider—without commitiing my view
absolutely on the point—that one of the re-
sults of such an investigation would be
for recommendations to bhe made to the
Government for the expenditure of many,
many millions of pounds to again bring
the railway system up to date; to again
rehabilitate and modernise it. We canriot
go on pouring millions of additional capi-
tal into the railway system if the main
result of doing so is to increase the annual
losses, and thereby increase the burden
upon the Treasury from the operation of
that system.

Mr. Court: You are not foreshadowing
a Government policy of further restriction
of the railway system?

The PREMIER: I am basing my view
on past experience in regard to inquiries
by experts. Every inquiry I know about infto
any railway system, anywhere in Australia
or the world, has meant recommendations
being received for the expenditure of ter-
rific sums of money in relation to the capi-
tal account of the Railway Department.
It is all very well for the Leader of the
Opposition to say, as he did during his
speech, that we must get money from
somewhere. That might sound all right
from the public platform; it might even
sound all right in here to some extent, but
it does not get anybody anywhere.

To say, "You must get money from
somewhere,” does not produce it. The
Leader of the Opposition knows as well as
I do that in these days the States are very
restricted in relation to the amount of
loan funds they can command; and. the
policy of the Federal Government in that
direction is very severe—very severe in-
deed; and it is likely to contfinue in that
strain for some considerable time to come.

In that situation we can only pour addi-
tional millions of lpan money into the rail-
way system by taking funds from other
essential activities which have to be
financed in this State from our loan re-
soyrces. We would have to spend a lot
less on water supplies, a lot less on schools
and hospitals, and a lot less on the other
essential works carried out in Waestern
Australia by using loan moneys.

Accordingly, it is not enough to say that
the money must be found somehow, or that
the money must be obtained from some-
where, because that sort of talk gets us
exactly nowhere, It does not obtain for
us one extra shilling. So, if the Leader
of the Opposition is going to give capital
expenditure on railways absolutely top
priority, then he should say so.

Hon, D. Brand: He is not saying so.

The PREMIER: I am very pleased that
he is not saying so.

Hon. D. Brand: I did not indicate that
at any stage of my speech.

The PREMIER: I hope the Leader of the
Opposition will not continue to indulge in
general talk on the subject. It produces’
no result at all and has the effect only of
misleading some people into thinking that
additional millions can be obtained without
much trouble if only somebody will go after
those additional millions.

At this juncture, I would like to refer to
the election promise quoted by the Leader
of the Opposition and point out to him
that since that time, the policy of the Gov-
ernment in the matter of railway closures
has altered, inasmuch as we have decided
since then, as a matter of Government
policy, to bring to this House for approval—
and also for the approval of both Houses
of Parliament—the question of any pro-
posed rail closure.

On the point of metropolitan rail pas-
senger services, I would say that the
Government has given a lot of serious con-
sideration to the problem. On the surface
this might look easy but beneath the surface
it is a very difficult problem indeed. I
understand that losses on the running of
rail passenger services in the metropolitan
area are in the vicinity of £550,000 a year.
It might be that this loss could be recovered
by putting up the rail fares in the metro-
politan area.

Hon. D. Brand: Did you not increase the
number of services in the metropolitan area
substantially after your going on the Treas-
ury bench?

The PREMIER: I understand that diesel
engines which the hon. member's Govern-
ment had ordered became available, They
had t¢ be put intp traffic or else put away
in some shed to rust. The Railways Com-
mission in its wisdom decided to put them
into traffic. Whether it did right or wrong
in that regard, I would not like to say, he-
cause I am not a railway expert: presum-
ably having those diesel engines delivered
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it was the duty of the commission to
operate them and not to put them aside to
rust.

In New South Wales last year the Gov-
ernment did increase fares very consider-
ably under their railway system. For the
financial year which ended on the 30th
June, 1957, receipts from rail passengers
fell by £2,000,000 of the total receipts for
the previous financial year. We know that
the railway passenger services in the metro-
politan area are subject to fairly severe
competition from road passenger buses.

At the present time railway fares are
generally below road passenger fares. Pre-
sumably, therefore, many people in the
metropolitan area using the railways to-
day are doing so only because the railway
fares are lower than the road bus fares,
and it is a matter for considerable specu-
lation as to whether by raising the rail
fares in the metropolitan area, the Rail-
way Department would at the end of the
succeeding 12 months receive more re-
venue or less revenue.

Hon. D. Brand: Would you say that the
metropolitan railway services are well
patronised?

The PREMIER: I would say that the
railway passenger services in the metro-
politan area are carryihg a great many
more passengers today than they were
carrying, say, ohe or two years ago.

This question of metropolitan passenger
traffic is not as simple as it would appear.
I imagine that the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, like myself, sees passenger trains in
the metropolitan area running up and down
the lines at times with very few people
in them. I also see that in the country
districts on occasions. I understand from
the Railways Commission that the point
of view in that respect is that the depart-
ment has a set number of traffic staff—
engine drivers, firemen and guards—and
the commission members in their wisdom
and with their khowledge of railway af-
fairs, think that it is better to have those
men cperating the trains, as against lay-
ing the men off and perhaps doing noth-
ing of any value during the slacker periods
of the day. The men have to be employed
in any case to meet the peak traffic re-
quirements.

We all know that in the transport busi-
ness, particularly in the carriagse of pas-
sengers, great difficulties are created by
the fact that there exist peak periods and
slack periods, especially in the metropoli-
tan area. We know that everybody wants
to be conveyed from his home to his
work between 6.30 and 9 o'clock in the
morning; they all want to be taken from
their work back home between 5 and
6 pun., with the result that there is a
tremendous demand for accommodation
during the peak hours, and not very much
demand at all during some other parts
of the day. Yet it is necessary to have

all the required rollingstock and the re-
guired employees. Under the industrial
awards which operate, the rasilway em-
ployees concerned must be pguaranteed a
minimum working week of 40 hours.

Mr. Court: That is characteristic more
of passenger transport services,

The PREMIER: I said that.
Mr. Court: Whether run by the Govern-
ment or privaiely.

The PREMIER: I said that.

Mr. Couri: I did not hear you say
private transport. You spoke of Govern-
ment transport specifically.

The PREMIER: No. I was speaking of
the problem of transport generally. So
this problem of passenger transport in
the metropolitan area is a pretty sticky
one. The Government is still consider-
ing whether it is wise in the circumstances
to put up the railway fares in the metro-
politan area and to give that a trial to
see how it works in a period of six months.
If it works badly, the Government might
have to revert to lower fares; if it works
satisfactorily, then everything would be
gained and nothing would be lost.

In connection with this matter it must
be remembered that the railway fracks
upon which these passenger trains run are
required in any case. They are required
to carry the goods trains which come from
the country centres to the metropolitan
area, and to take the goods trains which
go out from the mefropolitan area to the
country. So we must have the railway
lines; we have to maintain them; we have
to retain the station staffs. As I pointed
out previously, we require to have the
engine staffs and also the guards. So I
would say that the Government has been
giving a great deal of very serious con-
sideration to this very difficult aspect of
rail transport.

With regard to the alternative services
to be provided in districts where railways
are discontinued, I would think that no
one in this House would agree with the
view expressed by the Leader of the Op-
position. He said, in effect, that the local
people should be able to write their own
tickets. Of course, that would be socialism
run riot.

Mr. Court: I did not hear him say that,
or anything like that.

Hon. D. Brand: I said satisfactory to
themselves.

The PREMIER: The State already loses
a tremendous sum of money by running
this railway system on ultra socialistic
lines—

_Mr. Wild: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion said he thought the people should
have been consulted.

The PREMIER: —by subsidising all
those who are subsidised as a result of
the freight concesstons which the Rallway
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Department does give. The Leader of the
Opposition said that the alternative ser-
vices should be organised in such a way
as to give satisfaction to the local people.
That was what he said.

Mr. Court: That is fair enough.

The PREMIER: Is it fair enough?

Mr. Court: Surely you would agree to
give satisfaction to them.

The PREMIER: I would not agree to
that at all. I think the people who are
providing the services are entitled to
have some say in the type of services
which shall be given. For instance, if the
member for Nedlands were a director of a
private bus company or a private road
service, he would not set out to give to
every customer and would-be customer a
service on whatever conditions each in-
dividual customer wanted. He would
organise a service which would generally
meet the needs of a particular locality and
he would try to operate the service for
the purpose of giving a profitable return
to the people whose investment of money
had created the service which was being
given.

Mr. Court: He would at least set out
to satisfy the needs of those people.

The PREMIER: Within reason.

Mr. Court: I do not think the Leader
of the Opposition for one minute sug-
gested an unreasonable demand.

The PREMIER: He said quite clearly
that a service should be provided to the
satisfaction of the people concerned in
the respective districts.

Hon. D. Brand: He did.

The PREMIER: Who would work
things cut? If that were to be the basis,
the local people would decide, and if that
happened, I suggest, quite seriously, that
instead of the Government saving any
money, it would lose a great deal more
than it is losing today on these railway
lines which have heen closed or are due to
he closed. The Leader of the Opposition
told us that the problems of the Railway
Department are urgent and great, and
that steps should be taken as quickly as
possible to deal with the problem. Yet,
on the question of rail closures, he says
closures should be delayed and, if neces-
sary, further delayed and, if necessary,
further delayed again and again, year
after year!

This motion, although a censure motion,
has not caused even the slightest ripple on
the political waters of Western Australia.
I think that is probably because, as most
people in the State know, the Liberal
Party supported the principle of rail
closures and therefore they feel that the
Liberal Party is at least, in some degree,
inconsistent in moving a motion of this
kind against the Government. Therefore,

I say that this motion has not caused even
a ripple upon the smooth political waters
of our State.

Mr. Court: Are you going to the Nor-
tham meeting?

Hon. D. Brand: Or are you going out to
Floreat Park?

The PREMIER: I think the motion
could be substantially improved.

Hon. D. Brand: We anticipated that.

The PREMIER: So I move an amend-
ment—

That all words after the word 'this”

in line 1 be struck out with a view o
inserting other and more suitable

words.
HON. D. BRAND (Greenough—on
amendment) [831: I have heard the

Premier, on occasions, make much better
speeches than he has made today in
replying to the case we have put up, a
case of censure on the Government for
mismanagement in respect of the closures
of lines. In the first place, the Premier
set out in the usual manner to try to
drive a wedge between the two parties in
Opposition.

The Minister for Transport: If has been
done for him.

Hon. D, BRAND: He endeavoured to
state which way I would have voted had
I been here, and I say to the House, as
the Premier would say in the same posi-
tion, that when I heard the case 1 would
have made up my mind on the merits of
the case put forward. My protest on
behalf of my party is reflected in the
censure motion; it is that the Government
has let us down in accepting the condi-
tions we imposed. I cannot get away from
that point.

If the Premier thought that what we
had to say was useless and innocuous, why
did he not say so; why mislead this House
and everybody else into accepting what we
put forward to get the motion through the
Upper House? That is the reason for the
censure motion, and I oppose any amend-
ment which follows the easy line of the
Premier, when he sets ocut to delete certain
words with a view to avoiding the obvious
embarrassment of the members who would
have to vote against their own Govern-
ment if they voted according to their con-
sciences if this motion went forward.

MR. BOVELL (Vasse—on amendment)
[8.5]: The practice has arisen in this
House, over many years, that if one side
or the other moves a motion, the opposite
side invarlably moves an amendment
which takes away the full purpose of the
motion. I would say that serious con-
sideration should be given to amending
Standing Orders so that a motion can be
dealt with on its merits and not have an
amendment moved which takes away the
full meaning of the motion as submitted.
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The Premier has now moved, in effect,
to wipe the motion off the notice paper
and include words which will meet his
political purposes.

Hon. D. Brand: He has the numbers.

Mr. BOVELL: I was going to cite what
a Government’s brutal majority means.

The Minister for Transport: You have
used it enough yourself.

Mr,. BOVELL: I was a member of a Gov-
ermmment which did not have a majority,
but we were able to carry on in those
rather troublesome times. As regards the
brutal majority of the present Govern-
ment, I would remind the House that five
members of the Government refrained
from voting on the original motion. If
the reports which appeared in the dailv
Press were quite correct, these members,
like Mr. Gair in Queensland, were brought
before a tribunal outside the precincts of
Parliament. In addition, the Premier had
to go post-haste in support of two of his
Ministers who also did not vote on the
original motion. Therefore, it would
appear that the Government, at that par-
ficular time, was at cross-purposes with
its own members, and the organisation of
the Labour Party brought those members
to book for not acting in accordance with
its dictates.

Included in the words which the Pre-
mier has moved to delete, are the words
in the original motion as moved by the
Leader of the Opposition. They are as
follows:—

it has failed to honour an election
promise that no railway lines are to
cease operation or be pulled up with-
out adequate on-the-spot discussions
with local governing authorities and
other people concerned.

Since November of last year, the Augusta-
Margaret River Road Board approached
me, firstly to have the Premier and Min-
isters confrolling the departments con-
cerned visit the district, and later to ask
the Minister for Railways to come to the
district. After he had refused, I asked him
to receive a deputation, which he also
refused. Then an approach was made to
the Minister for Transport to go to the
district and discuss those matters on the
spot with the local authority and other
people concerned as an election promise
had been given by the Premier, then
Leader of the Opposition. The Minister
for Transport also declined the invitation
to go to the district. After that I made
a request to the Premier to receive a
deputation.

The Minister for Works: When are you
going to get out of low gear?

Mr. BOVELL: On the 11th April, 1957,
the Premier wrote to me and he said—

Proposed Closure of Railway Lines.

I am finding too much of my time is
- being taken up in receiving deputations
in connection with this matter.

You will realise that both Houses of
the State Parliament approved of a
motion for the closure of the lines
concerned.

The people of your district, if they
still require a deputation, should, I
sugeest, approach my colleague the
Hon, Mr. Strickland, who, as you know,
is Minister for Railways.

A further approach was made just before
the proposed closure of the railway on the
1st July, this year, for the Premier to re-
ceive another deputation. He was consist-
ent in his attitude by again refusing my
reguest.

The chairman and the deputy chairman
of the Augusta-Margaret River Road
Board, and the president and a member
of the Mgargaret River Chamber of Com-
merce, journeyed to Perth in the hope of
seeing the Premier, but I read in the daily
Press that the Premier again refused on
the ground that it might be “humiliating”
to the member for the district. I can say
this, that the Premier has been in politics
a very long time and I have been in
politics—

The Premier: Too long.

Mr. BOVELL:—a much shorter time, but
I think the Premier must agtee with me,
after his years of experience in political
life, that “humiliation” is not a word found
in the dictionary of members of Parliament.
If by humiliating me the Premier had re-
ceived this deputation and had then agreed
to the line operating for a time until the
alternative transport system had been
clearly defined, I would have accepted that
humilisgtion with the utmost relish.

Mr. Lawrence: You have run off the rail.
Mr. BOVELL: The whole concern of the
people in the districts where rail closures

have become an established fact is that no
alternative transport has been organised.

Mr, Ross Hutchinson: As promised.
Mr. BOVELI: As promised.

The Minister for Transport: That is un-
true, of course.

Mr. BOVELL: It is not.

The Minister for Transport: It is
definitely untrue.

Mr. BOVELL: Afier repeated requests to
the Ministers concerned and the Premier
himself, and their refusing either to go to
the distriet or to receive deputations, the
Transport Board or some members—

The Premier: The Premier received five
deputations on rail closures,

Mr. BOVELL: None from my district.

The Premier: Yes, men from your distriet
were on two of them.
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Mr. BOVELL: You did not receive them
through me.

The Premier: I received one through the
Leader of the Country Party.

Mr. BOVELL: They did not represent the
district.

The Premier: Yes, they did.

Mr. BOVELL: Furthermore they did not
represent the local authorities of the dis-
trict.

The Premier:
farmers,

Mr. BOVELL: However, just prior to the
closing of the railway, the Transport Board,
or some members of it, visited the district,
and I will say this: that they gave a patient
hearing in the time allotted to them—or
the time they allotfed themselves—to dis-
cuss the transport problems of the district.

On Tuesday, the 11th June, the members,
or some members, ¢f the Transport Board
left Perth and they came to Margaret River.
At 9.15 on Wednesday, the 12th June, they
met the Augusta-Margaret River Road
Board at Margaret River and then went on
to Augusta. From Augusta they went back
to Busselton and from Busselton they went
on to Bunbury. That was all in the one day.
S0 the only opportunity the people in the
district had to discuss their transport prob-
lems on the spot was within the space of
one day with certain members of the
Transport Board, Meetings were held in
Margaret River, Augusta and Busselion.

The main reason, as ouflined hy the
Premier when introducing the original
motion fo cease traffic on 842 miles of coun-
try railways, was to reduce the costs of
the Rallway Department. Had the posi-
tion in this coming or present financial
vear resulted in a reduction of the railway
deficit, I would say the Government might
have had some legitimate reason for intro-
ducing the motion and for curtailing the
services which have been suspended. But
the Leader of the Opposition tonight stated
that the Premier himself has advised him
that the defleit for the Railway Depart-
ment for the current year will, it is esti-
mated, be increased by £2,500,000, which
in itself proves that the shorter the dis-
tances over which the railways operate, the
greater the losses.

In his reply to the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, the Premier said that railway ser-
vices had been operating in the districts
concerned for many years and had become
an established part of the community life,
He also said there was a sentimental at-
tachment to the railway services. I would
say that is so. After the operation of these
railways for so many years, why the in-
decent haste to curtail the services? There
was a hue and cry from one end of the
country to the other when the first ser-
vices were discontinued, and the Leader of
the Opposition made representations to the
Premier to cease any further curtailment

They represented the

of railway services until Parliament had
met. But it seemed to me that the Govern-
ment was determined to earry out the part
of the motion which dealt with the ceasing
of the operations of the 842 miles of rail,
and nothing else, and it hurried along to
close the railways, as far as possible, before
Parliament met.

Within a radius of 20 miles of the G.P.O.
in Perth, over half the population of West-
ern Australia resides. We should be doing
our best to encourage people to go into
country districts and produce those agri-
cultural products on which rests the basis
of our national prosperity. Figures were
quoted last session in this House—I believe
they were authentic as the member for
Katanning referred to them, and I have re-
peated them—indicating that approxi-
mately 83 per cent. of Australia’s national
income arises from primary products in
one way or another, and that does not
include minerals or metals.

We must therefore encourage.—especially
in a State such as this, with an area of
almost 1,000,000 square miles or one-third
of the whole Commonwealth—people to go
out into the country districts and develop
the resources of those areas, But how can
we expect them to go into the outback and
deny themselves the amenities of city life,
when the curtailment of the transport sys-
tem as it now exists simply increases their
costs of production, especially in dairying
areas where most of the people work on a
very small margin—if any—in their pro-
duction costs?

The Minister for Works: They did not
use the railways when they had them.

Mr. BOVELL: The position regarding
several matters for which provision has not
vet been made should bhe discussed here.
One of the main conecerns of the district
I represent has reference to the transport-
ing of potatoes and I know of no solution
that is yet forthcoming in regard to that
question. I believe an approach has been
made to the Government by the Potato
Growers’ Association at Marybrook to see
whether, on the lines where the services
have been discontinued, trains could be
made available by requisition for any
specific large consignment, such as pota-
toes.

Another difficulty in regard to which no
solution has yet heen offered is the trans-
port of timber. There are some 13 timber
mills operating south of Busselton, which
have used the Busselton-Flinders Bay rail-
way line consistently and although endeav-
ours are heing made to solve the problem
of transporting the timber produced at
those mills, the railway service has been
terminated before any solution has been
found. The time has arrived-—if our trans-
port difficulties are to be overcome—when
it is necessary to have a controlling execu-
tive authority comprised of representatives
of the Transport Board, the Railways Com-
mission and the Main Roads Department.
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The railway from Busselton to Flinders
Bay has ceased to operate and, in parts,
the road from Busselton to Bunbury is in
an almost impassable condition.

The Minister for Works: Whereabouts?

Mr. BOVELL: One mile from the Bus-
selton township.

The Minister for Works: Is that the only
portion from Bunbury to Busselton?

Mr. BOVELL: No, there is another por-
tion near the Bunbury township and there
was a railway bus sfuck there the other
day.

The Minister for Works: They are work-
ing on that section.

Mr. BOVELL: Yes, but why close the
railway when the road is almost impas-
sable because the Main Roads Department
is working to improve it?

The Minister for Works: You know that
is an exaggeration, because that road is in
excellent condition. I was over it myself
last week.

Mr. BOVELL: I have been over it and I
am sure the Minister must have been
sound asleep when he went over it.

Mr, Jamieson: That shows how good the
road must have been.

Mr. BOVELL: He must have been asleep
or unconscious during his journey over the
road ohe mile from Busselton. Admittedly,
that road is under recenstruction bhut it is
almost impassable; so much so that I
nearly had the sump of my car torm off
owing to the depth of the ruts in the
road.

Mr. Lawrence: I think the hon. member
is still in low gear.

Mr, BOVELL: I would not ming if the
railway between Busselton and Flinders
Bay was still in low gear, but it is in no
gear at all, I may have something further
to say when we return to the motion—
as I hope we will—of the Leader of the
Opposition. In closing, I express the view
that Standing Orders should be amended
so0 that when a motion is submitted to the
House for conslderation, it might be allow-
ed to be debated without being amended
in such a way as to take away the whale
of its meaning. I oppose the amendment
moved by the Premier.

MR. JOHNSON (Leederville—on amend-
ment) [8.26]: I think members opposite
have taken this opportunity to whip a
dead horse to some extent in regard to
this question and for that reason I intend
to intervene in the debate and produce a
few figures on the subject. With your
permission, Mr, Speaker, I wish to eir-
culate copies of these figures among mem-
bers so that they may understand the
basis of the argument that I will put for-
ward. The tabulated matter is as follows.

(Tabulated matter on page 38.)

I regret that in copying the figures
a few of the dates have been missed,
but the flgures are for the years
from 1937 onwards. The sources of the
fipures are quoted. The first four years
are from the Railways Commission's
report tabled in this House last year.
The matters relating to freight and pas-
senger fares are from official correspon-
dence from the Minister and those related
to wheat are from the State Year Book.
I notice a typographical error which
makes the sheet refer to the “State Tear
Book.” Of course, it is the State Year
Book. The source of the other figures is
the normal labour report. I have gone
through the figures and have had them
checked by an officer of the Statistical
Department and so, apart from typo-
graphical errors, they can be guaranteed.

The basis of the figures is the year 1937
which was chosen, firstly, because it is one
of the years prior to the war and could
be regarded as a stable year and, secondly,
because it was a year during which the
department made a trading profit at the
rate of 3% per cent. If it had been a
private enterprise it would have paid a
dividend of 3% per cent. at that time,
which is quite a reasonable return for a
public utility, A further reason for
choosing 1937 was that it is 20 years ago
and I do not think anyone would suggest
that it is not far enocugh distant to be
outside political bias. It is certainly a
long time ago and there are not many in
the House who were members at that time.
I have translated most of these figures
into graphs. I will explain them shortly
and the argument will display itseif there-
from.

These graphs are local producis, made
of threeply produced in Leederville by
Cullity Timbers and made in my own
garage. This graph shows the changes in
freight rates and members will see, if they
compare it with the figures before them,
how the graph is drawn up. The white
lines are approximately election times. I
made a point of putting them in because,
as I was speaking to politicians, I knew
that they would realise just when the
elections occurred. I now start from where
the colour commences and I shall finish
where the colour ceases at the end of the
last report. There is also a little room
for next year and the year after if I have
to develop any future arguments on rail-
ways.

If members compare the graph with the
schedule before them they will see that
this graph deals only with freight rates.
In 1940 the figure rose by 2% per cent. and
in 1949 to 123 per cent. of the 1937 rate.
In 1950 it rose to 140 per cent. of the 1937
rate, in 1951 to 203 per cent. and in 1954
io 264 per cent. This second graph has a
relative volume and shows the yield per
ton mile from the freight rates. I will
put the graphs side by side and members
will see the relationship. The yield per
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ton mile has heen directly related to the
freight rate, rising a little later than the
rises and continuing fo rise for some time.
It becomes a little obvious, because there
is a slight reduction in yield in the last
year, that the time is ripe for a further
rise.

Mr. Court: The Treasurer will not thank
you for that one.

Mr. JOHNSON: I am pufting up an
argument based on the figures; it is not
my argument but the argument of the
flgures. The third graph is the basis of
the whole argument and indicates the
“C” series index is ah important point in
our thinking. The graph shows 100 per
cent. in 1937 and the rises are those
hased as a percentage on 1937. All the
figures in the graphs are related to 1937
and I would remind members, in case they
have forgotten, that there was a war at
one stage and it did have an effect.

The green section shown in the graph
represents the previous Labour Govern-
ment, the true blue is the McLarty-Watts
Government, and the other section is
painted like that hecause it was the only
other colour I had at home. It represents
the current Government and is a good use-
ful colour.

Mr. Nalder: It has a rather faded look.

Mr. JOHNSON: It is a working-man's
colour—quite ordinary. The bpiece of
timber I used was too short to enable me
to get to the top of the next graph.

Mr, Hearman: Will they be available to
the member for Moore later, because I am
sure he will he interested in them?

Mr. JOHNSOQON: This graph shows the
cost per ton mile. I have painted it in
blue because the railway system got into
the blue over it.

Mr. Bovell: That is not half as bad as
the blue the Government will be in after
the next election.

Mr. JOHNSON: That graph shows the
way the cost per ton mile has risen and
it is interesting to fit that graph on to
the graph showing the '""C" series index.

Hon D. Brand: If you do that, you
cannot see the other one.

Mr. JOHNSON: I will show the Leader
of the Opposition. It also fits on the
back so that members can see there is a
relationship.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Where
white rabbit?

Mr. JOHNSON: There is no white
rabbit. These are substantiated figures.
The hon. member might be able to under-
§t.and it when he sees how the argument
is progressing.

The Premier: The member for Cottesloe
will not see the argument.

is the

Mr. JOHNSON: Members will note that
the income per ton mile is related to the
freight rate and there is also some rela-
tion to the “C" series index. I will show
members the relationship between the
freight rates and the “C” series index
because it is most interesting. They will
notice that the percentage rise in freight
rates has nearly always occurred in re-
lationship to the “C” series index., The
only time any Government had the
courage to put up the freight rates to
correspond in proportion to the “C’ series
index was when the Hawke Government
put them up just after the election. It is
interesting to note that nearly all freight
rises took place just after and not before
elections; and all Governments have done
it. Perhaps there is a degree of lack of
political courage for which all Govern-
ments have been responsible.

Mr. Ackland: Have you a graph deal-
ing with the staffing position? That would
be interesting.

Mr. JOHNSON: The hon. member can
draw that.

Hon. A. F. Watts: Cullity’s would not
have enough timber for it,

Mr. Hearman: What has this to do with
the censure motion?

Mr. JOHNSON: I ran ocut of wood and
could not show the peak in this graph
because that is the last year of the
McLarty-Watts Government. The cost
per ton mile went out of reach that year.

Mr, Hearman: Was that when they had
the metal trades strike?

Mr. JOHNSON: I do believe they did
something silly like that. But it was be-
cause of inefficiency. There was ho need
for the metal trades strike; there was no
need to make it so had.

Hon. D. Brand: Do not talk such utter
rubbish!

Mr. JOHNSON: The hon. member can
talk about utter rubbish as much as he
likes; but it was because of small local
conditions and the strike was deliberately
extended by the McLarty-Watts Govern-
ment and the Railways Commission. The
hon. member knows that very well and so
does everybody in the metal trades. Now
to get back to the argument. It is in-
teresting to note that the freight rates
are closely related to the “C” series index
and that the only time there has been a
rise above the “C” series index was the
last increase made by the present Gov-
ernment. It is obvious that the Govern-
ment will need {o do it again if the figures
are to stay in proportion.

There is one point which reguires a
little more study and I refer to the in-
come bper ton mile, because it is the
relationship between the income per ton
mile and the cost per ton mile that is all-
impoertant, These graphs relate to the
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figures of which members have a copy
and they indicate where the income per
ton mile ceases to be greater than the
outgoing per ton mile. These are railway
figures; they are not mine. It was during
1944, during the regime of the Willcock
Government, that action should have been
taken originally. It must be remembered,
of course, that there was a war on dur-
ing 1944 and perhaps there were sound
reasons for not interfering.

The aftermath of the war was that the
railway income per ton mile dropped con-
siderably, but the cost per ton mile was
rising and it rose in a pattern similay to
the rise in the “C” series index, but a
great deal faster. In fact, it rose by 250
per cent., whilst the income per ton mile
rose hy only 170 per cent. That occurred
during 1950, just after the general elec-
tion. There was some attempt made to
rectify the position by raising freights;
this was during the time the McLarty-
Watts Government was in office. However,
the flgures reveal that that increase in
freights was howhere near enough. If
there is anybody who deserved to be criti-
cised, it was the Government in office at
that time.

I have another graph here which shows
the reason why. This graph will prove to
be of great interest to the member for
Moore because it relates to the price of
wheat. The year 1937 proved to be a pro-
fitable one for the wheatgrower. In 1939
the price of wheat dropped by half but
increased slowly during the war. During
those years I think it would he fair to
say the growing of wheat was not very
profitable. However, along came the after-
math when the price of wheat rose by
over 300 per cent. which resulted in the
wheat cockies having a particularly good
time. I have specifically mentioned wheat
because wheat represents one-third of the
total freight carried by the railways and
the next major item of freight carried is
super.

Mr. Ackland: Do those flgures relate to
the wheat that was sold to the people in
the metropolitan area or to the wheat
which was sold at the overseas price?

Mr. JOHNSON: Those are the figures
that show the price which was paid to the
wheat farmer. It will be remembered
that round about this time the wheat
farmer began to enjoy some recompense
as a result of wheat agreements and so
on. That is the time when a rise in
freights could have been made and could
have been afforded by the farmers. The
price of wheat began to rise during the
time when Hon. F. J. S. Wise was in office
and continued during 1947 and 1948. In
effect, the price of wheat was skyrocket-
ing but the cost of transporting it did not
move and that was the time when a cen-
sure motion should have been moved.
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There was a freight increase made in
195¢ but it was not in proportion to what
the wheat farmer could have paid at that
time. He was able to stand the freight in
1937 and he.was far worse off in that year
than in 1950. In 1957, the price of wheat
had fallen until it was out of preportion
with freight rates.

Mr. Oldfield: That means that no rise
in the freight on wheat can be made now.

Mr. JOHNSON: That is not so, because
the freight on wheat is a factor which
enters into the cost of production which
is guaranteed by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment, If any increase were made in
the freight on wheat or on super, it would
be included in the cost of production upon
which is based the price guaranteed for
the wheat. So he will still be able to af-
ford an increase in freight but nowhere
near as well as he could have afforded
such an increase in 1950, It was during
this time that the freight rates went
“phut”; that is, back in this period which
is coloured blue on the graph.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: What does ‘‘phut”
mean?

Mr. JOHNSON: It is an c¢old English
word which is commonly used and it means
that they really went fiat.

Mr. Court: Are you advocating a pro-
position whereby the freight rates are tied
to the price of primary products?

Mr. JOHNSON: I am not advocating
anything. 1 am merely producing figures
to show during which period a censure
motion should have been brought forward.
As a Parliament we are responsible for
the finances of the State. Deficits have
occurred consistently in the railway fin-
ances. Figures were available to those
Ministers for Railways who were pre-
viously in office and if censure were to
he moved, it should have heen moved
on the people who got us into the mess.

Mr. Court: I am trying to follow your
proposal and take an interest in it. Am
I to understand that you are saying that
when the price of wheat was high, the
freight rates should have been high and
that now they should bhe brought back
again?

Mr., JOHNSON: I am not saying that
they should be brought back again. I
am saying that now we are in a mess,
it is much harder to bring about a remedy,
but round about 1850 it would have been
much easier. Yet the people who were
in office at that time are now trying
to move a censure motion against the
Government when, in that year, they eould
have raised freights without much
trouble, These flgures do not lie. The
graphs are as accurate as I could get
a saw to cut, slthough I must admit that
I am not a member of the carpenter’s
union. They are drawn to a scale of 1}
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inches per vear horizontally, and of one
to 10 per cent. vertically. They might
be 1 per cent. out, but what does that
matter, when it rises to 500 per cent?

Although the metal trades strike may
have been partly responsible for the in-
crease in freights between 1952 and 1953,
it is of interest to note that in the year
before the metal trades strike the rise
was to 60 per cent. and therefore not
all of that was due to the metal trades
strike. It is also of interest to note that
since the McLarty-Watts regime the cost of
running per ton mile was reduced. Al-
though there has been an increase of 6
per cent. over the 1956 figure, it has not
been a great deal. I do not intend to go
any further with the argument at this
stage except to say that I feel, with the
figures available, and particularly with
this visual demonstration thereof, that if
anybody considers that a censure motion
should be moved, they should know on
whom such a censure should be moved. It
is on the people who missed the golden
opportunity when the money was in the
farmers’ pockets; when the costs were ris-
ing and the farmer could have afforded to
pay, because he is the man who produces
the wheat and uses the super, and his costs
are covered in the costs of production.

The farmer is protected both by us and
by himself as a taxpayer. We are all in
it. The subsidy to the wheat farmers was
completely unjustified at that stage and
the Government of that time are the people
who should have heen censured. It would
ill hecome any of us {o suggest that people
who did not take action when times were
easier should now, for miserable political
advantage, try to make things more diffi-
cult for those who are trying to recover
the situation which the people I first men-
tioned have caused. I strongly support the
move of the Premier to delete all words
after the word “this.”

Poinit of Order.

Mr. Court: I rise on a point of order, Mr,
Speaker. Is it not incumbent on the
Premier to disclose to the House the words
he proposes to insert if he is successful in
getting these words struck out? At the
moment we have not the faintest idea of
what the Premier proposes to put in; it
might be completely irrelevant to the mat-
ter under discussion. I think it is fair
that we should know.

The Speaker: Any member is in order
at any time in moving to have
certain words struck out of a motion.
I know that the Premier has not
indicated what he proposes to put
in, but I have no doubt that he will do
so¢ when the words he has moved to
strike out are struck out. It is perfectly
in order to move to strike out words with
8 view to inserting other words. This has
heen done time and time again,

131

Debate Resumed.

MR. HEARMAN (Blackwood—on amend-
ment) [8.531: The point the-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition has just taken is one
I also intended to take. At the moment
the proposition before the House is that
the censure motion should he amended by
the substitution of some other words, but
so far the House has had n¢ indication
whatever as to what the other words are.
The member for Leederville, who has just
resumed his seat, does not know either.
He made no prediction as to what they
were likely to be.

I hardly think the House can reasonably
be expected to support blindly an amend-
ment to strike out words, when it has no
idea what it is intended fo substitute in
lieu of the words struck out. In that re-
spect at any rate the Premier should be
a little more courteous to the House and
give the members some indication of what
he has in mind., His attitude may seem
all right to his own party, who may wish
to follow him blindly, but to members on
this side of the House who wish to par-
ticipate intelligently in the debate, some
indication should be given as to what the
Premier has in mind. In any case I pre-
sume that the Premier is endeavouring to
avoid censure. .

For my part, I listened fairly carefully
to the remarks of the Premier, and all he
did was to discuss the railway problem in
general terms without adding anything
very new to it; he also made some sort of
apology for doing very little about the
metropolitan suburban passenger service.
There is one point, however—and a most
important one—which the Premier has
skimmed over. I refer to the question of
an adequate service in the country, Of
all the points on which the Government
could be censured, and should be censured,
I think this is probably the most important,

For some time I have felt that it
may have been necessary, and I believe
it was necessary, to do something in con-
nection with our railway system to en-
deavour to secure a greater degree of effi-
ciency and to reduce the tremendous fin-
ancial burden. But I did not suggest at any
stage that it should be done at the ex-
pense of the people in the country; those
who are at present served by the railways,
I am referring to my speech on the
Address-in-reply at page 198 of last year's
Hansard. ©On the 15th August, I had this
to say— ’

I fully recognise the obligations and
responsibilities of a Covernment to
supply a satisfactory transport ser-
vice at the cheapest possible cost to
the people who have taken up land
in an area that is at present served
by a railway line, I am not suggesting,
in any shape or form, that those
people should necessarily be either
inconvenienced or placed at a dis-
advantage by the action of the Gov-
erntnent.
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Hon. J. B. Sleeman: You supported the
motion.

" Mr. HEARMAN: That is quite true.

Mr. Heal: And you supported the
amendment.

Mr. HEARMAN: It is true that I sup-
ported the motion and the amendment.
I do not know whether the interjections
I have just received indicate disagreement
with the view I have just quoted, and
which I expressed last year. I do not
know whether those two supporters of the
Government intend to imply that the
people who are served by railway lines
should be placed at a disadvantage or not
as a result of the discontinuance of those
services, It would not have worked out
in that manner.

On the 29th August I went on to show
some awareness and appreciation of some
of the difficulties that would confront us
in providing substitute services, and when
speaking on the motion for the establish-
ment of a test road I said, at page 445—

One of the problems at the moment
for which I do not think anybody has
the answer, is to say, with any degree
of certainty, what benefits, if any,
would accrue from the closing of any
particular section of railway lines. I
think we must have further informa-
tion on that question before we try
to answer it. It is an important point
in regard to this subject because we
should know, before we close any line
at all, exactly what Kind of service we
intend to use as a substitute; what the
costs of it will be and the effect of
it on people living in the area con-
cerned. In short, we should know all
the pros and cons of the question. At
the moment I do not think we have
sufficient data available to us to be
able to say with any degree of cer-
tainty what, if any, particular line
should be discontinued. To say, at
this stage, that this line, or that line
should be closed, is premature because
as yet we do not know the position in
regard to a particular line.

That does indicate, I think, an awareness
on my part that there were difficulties
to be faced up to.

Last vear I quoted the case of a line
some 50 miles long, over which was carted
about 4,100 tons of goods which earned
£838, and it cost considerably more than
that to operate that line. I believe there
could be some better way of handling
these goods than by rail at such terrific
costs, It seemed to me that the view my
own party took of this matter sub-
sequently in supporting this motion was
not irresponsible. We were prepared to
measure up to the problems that con-
fronted the Government and the State
generally, but we did fully appreciate the
difficulties that would confront the Gov-
ernment which was attempting to close

some of these lines. We were well aware
of the faet that if it were not done
properly, and the matter was not thor-
oughly investizated, there would be some
disability suffered by the residents in those
areas.

1 believe, as I then said, that in this State
we have not made the fullest use of road
transport. At the time I endeavoured to
give some further data on that matter,
but, of course, the motion was defeated.
The Government voted against it because
Ministers told us they had the answers.
I was not behind the Government in my
thinking, but I was not far ahead. It
seemed they knew the answers and they
could tell what were the costs and so on.
The motion was opposed by the Country
Party for reasons which were not clearly
stated. Had that motion been agreed to
by the Government, we would have been in
a much better position to handle this very
problem. Re that as it may, I still feel
that the manner in which the Government
has handled this questions calls for cen-
sure.

After all, in agreeing to the motion, show-
ing awareness of the problems which
existed and of the need for ecaution, and
endeavouring to make such provisions as
were possible to protect the interests of
those affected, there was no time-table to
be applied. There was no need for the
Government to rush in in a precipitate
fashion to close all or any of the lines
before they had solved the problem of
alternative services. Knowing the com-
plexity of the problem and having it
pointed out, I would have thought that the
Government would have proceeded cauti-
ously and would have ensured that the first
clomfn'iz attempted would be completely sue-
cessful,

If my memory serves me correctly, the
first closure attempted was the Nornalup-
Elleker line, The date announced was the
end of April; subsequently it was put back
to May or June, and finally back to Sep-
tember., The fact was that the first ser-
vice attempted to be suspended had to be
deferred, and the date had to be altered.
That is a clear indication that insufficient
thought was given to the question of over-
coming the problem that would arise . in
the districts affected. It is quite obvious
that the Government set out to close this
line, then discovered there were problems
of which it was not aware and which
it could not handle adequately with the
time at its disposal. It subsequently
put off the suspension for a month or so in
the hope of solving the problem. Having
a second look at it, the problem assumed
greater proportions and it is to be Septem-
ber before that line is closed.

The Minister for Transport: That was not
a matter of problems at all. It was because
of the deferment while waiting for the
deputations ealling on the Premier, that
the contractor who submitted an astonish-
ingly favourable price committed himself
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elsewhere in the meantime. The suspen-
sion was deferred to give the people down
there the very favourable rate.

Mr. HEARMAN: I pointed out, and the
Minister will have $o agree, that if an
announcement is made to close a line on
a certain date, particularly the first line
to be suspended, it is reasonable that the
Government should have considered all the
contingencies thaf could arise so that it
would be able to go ahead with the closure
as planned and make a success of it.

The Minister for Works: Did your Gov-
ernment do all these things when it closed
the Marble Bar line? It did not. You
yourself said they were nol{ necessary.

Mr. HEARMAN: Completely adequate
arrangements were made at the time. The
first advice to the Government was to leave
out the Transport Board and allow private
contractors to meet the needs.

The Minister for Works: In other words,
the Government did nothing at the time?

Mr. HEARMAN: The arrangement was
regarded as satisfactory.

Hon. D. Brand: In that case we provided
a very satisfactory road.

The Minister for Works: You did not.

Hon. D. Brand: Of course we did!

The Minister for Works: No more than
we are doing.

Mr. HEARMAN: The Minister is fighting
& losing battle for the reason that the
people in the area are satisfied with the
alternative service and do not want a
railway line.

The Minister for Works: Of course! And
50 will the people in these other areas, if
you leave them alone.

Mr. Bovell: We cannot do anything else.
Your Government went ahead willy-nilly.

Hon. D. Brand: What about the Minis-
ter for Works going out and chatting with
these people?

Mr. HEARMAN: The alternative was
fairly obvious to anybody giving thought to
the matter. I indicated in the remarks I
made when I moved the motion that very
considerable problems did exist. I do nhot
think the Government was fully aware of
those problems. It has blundered into this
thing in a precipitate manner. It was not
called on to do that at all beecause there
was no time-table. As a result of that
action and net being fully informed, the
Government has created difficulties,

The Minister for Works: You ought to
read your speech of the 6th December
egain.

Mr. HEARMAN: I have read it. I be-
lieve that a great many of these services
could adequately be served by road trans-
port with advantage to the Government,
and without disadvantage to the people
concerned. I do not think it can be
done—and I stress this point almost to
tiresome repetition~~within the limitation

of our present licensing regulations. That
was the point I made and that was what
1 wanted to be demonstrated in a test
road.

Personally, I realised that the efficiency
of the service, the cost of the service
and the general economics of the propo-
sition were bound up with making the
fullest use of the most modern type of
road vehicles available. I do not think
the Government has realised that. I be-
lieve that in order to give adequate ser-
vices in those areas, it will be necessary
to take the fullesi advantage of modern
designs in vehicles, as has been done in
parts of this State by private companies
which are operating their own vehicles
over their own roads, and who have cut
their haulage costs down very substan-
tially below the cost of operating some of
these railway lines.

The mere fact that we have accepted
a principle does not mean that we have
no right to criticise the manner in which
the problem has been tackled. That is
where I feel the Government is due for
censure.. It seems to me that the Gov-
ernment, and perhaps myself as well,
might have placed too much weight on
the report of the inter-departmental com-
mittee, consisting of a railway commis-
sioner, the Commissioner of Main Roads
and the chairman of the Transport Board.
We know that the Railways Commission
would want to close many of these lines.
We know that the tonnages concerned
in these lines were not so great as to
cause any difficulty to the Commissioner
of Main Roads. I understand that he
considers that 40,000 tons are reascnable
to put over any roads.

The Minister for Works: You thought
a total of 840 miles of line was not enough
to be closed?

Mr. HEARMAN: That might well be
the case—

The Minister for Works:
arguing that way now.

Mr. HEARMAN: —with the full use of
the most modern vehicles. I did ask for
a proper test to be carried out before
the Government did anything. I think
the Minister will have to agree with me
in that respect.

The Minister for Works: I do not asgree.

Mr. HEARMAN: Does the Minister not
agree that I moved the motion?

The Minister for Works: It is no good
arguing the exact opposite of what you
put forward in December last.

Mr. HEARMAN: I did not in any way
frustrate the Government in its en-
deavours, but I was conscious of the
problems involved., I do not think that
an adequate effort has been made to meet
the problems. In fact, T wonder whether
glle Government is fully appreciative of

em.

You are not
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The Minister for Transport: Will you
give us one or two examples where the
right thing was not done by the Govern-
ment?

Mr. HEARMAN: For g start, in order to
have the lowest possible rate per ton mile,
we will have to increase the permissible
axle load.

The Minister for Transport: No road in
Western Australia will take traffic in
excess of the permissible axle load,

Mr. HEARMAN: That is rubbish be-
cause I have quoted instances where that
was being done over the years. They are
operating much more cheaply than an
equivalent railway.

The Minister for Works:
leagues want sealed roads.

Mr. HEARMAN: Not necessarily. I do
not think the road I quoted is sealed and
I do not think the private road over which
Bell Bros. carry 1,200 tons a week from
Peak Hill to Meekatharra is sealed.

"~ The Minister for Transport: You are out
of step with your Leader and- Deputy
Leader.

Mr. HEARMAN: I do not think so.
They supported my motion and accepted
the principle and, alfhough the matter has
not gone far, there is nothing to ensure
we are getting the most efficient type of
road transport at less cost per ton mile.

The Minister for Works: I do not think
vou remember what you said last
December. :

Mr. HEARMAN: That is what I think
on the matter and it is consistent with
the thinking which my motion involved.

The Minister for Transport: I think
you are more afraid of Country Party
opposition fo your seat.

Mr. HEARMAN: I think I will get it,
but I am not worried about that.

The Minister for Transport: You are
trying to save your face.

Mr. HEARMAN: I have expected it for
years and knew it would come sooner or
later; probably the next election. ‘The
Minister for Transport had hetter be
careful about the position in his cwn seat.

The Minister for Transport: You can
leave ghat seat to me.

The SPEAKER: I do not think this is
relevant to the motion.

Mr. May: It might be later on.

Mr. HEARMAN: It seems to me that
the Government is carried away too much
by the views of civil servants, and I think
in one case the Railways Commission
wanted to close lines. We know the Com-
missioner of Main Roads was not con-
cerned about the tonnages to go over the
roads.

The Minister for Works: Who told you
that fiction?

Your col-

‘velops his

Mr. HEARMAN: The Minister for
Transport when moving the motion. e
said he had been assured by the Commis-
sioner of Main Roads that these roads
would stand up to 40,000 tons.

The Minister for Works: Not in one

vehicle.

Mr, HEARMAN: If Mr. Le Tourneau de-
ideas, it might. I do not
remember suggesting that that tonnage
should go on the one vehicle.

The Minister for Works: It is the tenor
of your argument; overload, overload,
when the roads won't stand it. That is
the position anywhere in the world.

Mr. HEARMAN: I do not think that is
right.

The Minister for Works: It is right, be~
cause they build roads to a certain stan-
dard and we conform to that standard.

Mr. HEARMAN: The bigger vehicles
should not be damaging roads simply be-
cause they are designed to take bhigger
loads than the permissible axle loads.

The Minister for Works: Manufacturers
will design vehicles to take any load if
the load is allowed on the road.

Mr. HEARMAN: There are instances
where they are being used with consider-
able economic advantage to the users, and
it is just that point I want investigated. I
will fry a third time to make my point,
It seems to me that the chairman of the
Transport Board was an odd man out
when this inter-departmental committee
was sitting. I feel that in a State which
has had some restrictions on road trans-
port, it is the function of the Transport
Board to see those restrictions are
observed.

It is hardly likely that the board would
be experienced in the possibilities and
application of modern road transport. I
say that without any eriticism of the per-
sonnel of the hoard, because I would not
expect people of that background to he
aware of the advantages that would flow
from the use of the most modern trans-
port. The aspect I am most fearful of is
that we will find we have discontinued
the railway services and substituted a poor
form of road transport. It seems that
that is what is going to happen.

The Minister for Transport: Have you
thought of one case where arrangements
have fallen down?

Mr., HEARMAN: I can think of some
cases where arrangements will not be
adequate and, I think, the member for
Vasse mentioned one.

The Minister for Transport: Your side
is censuring the Government and not one
case has been put forward where arrange-
ments are inadequate. You should quote
specific cases as you are making the com-
plaints, : K
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Mr. HEARMAN: One is that the Gov-
ernment has made no effort to go inte the
country and explain the position to the

" people concerned.

The Minister for Transport: That is not
part of the motion.

Mr. HEARMAN: That is a complaint.
Mr. Court: It is part of the motion.

The Minister for Transport: You are out
of step with your leader.

Mr. HEARMAN: Surely the Government
should have been prepared to go out and
tell the people in the country of the posi-
tion! A lot of opposition has heen whipped
up and a lot of wrong information has
been disseminated. If the Government had
confidence in its ease, it should have gone
into the country and endeavoured to get
as much goodwill as possible for the alter-
native arrangements.

The Minister for Works: Where do you
get the idea that that has not been done?

Mr. HEARMAN: What meetings have
been attended?

The Minister for Works: The Minister
for Railways has attended a lot of meet-
ings.

The Minister for Transport: Meetings at
Northam, Bunbury and Kalgoorlie.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. HEARMAN: If the Government
wants to act in the manner it has, which
I feel has been unnecessarily hasty, it
should make every effort to get out into
the country and state its case and not
merely g0 to a few meetings. If the Gov-
ernment had set about the matter in the
way I suggested and first demonstrated
the methods of alternative transport, I
think there would not have been such
opposition to the present proposals. The
Government has created, by its own action
and manner of handling this business,
unnecessary consternation and difficulties
for itself and for people who are resident
in the country. I do not think that there
is any reason why the Government couid
not have taken one line to start with and
made a complete success of its discon-
tinuance before going on to another. If
it were necessary for the Government to
act in this precipitate manner, I think it
should say what is the need for this speed.
We were given no indication it would take
place as quickly as this, and we are
entitled to'be told just why it is necessary
to do it all at once. There are other con-
siderations which lead us to suspect that
the Government may have resasons which
it has not disclosed for going at the matter
in the way it has. The guestion of finance
is one that naturally poses itself.

“a5

The Minister for Transport: Would you
answer one question? Do you know the
particulars of any case where the alter-
native arrangements have not proved
satisfactory; where they have broken
down?

Mr, HEARMAN: I know that in no case
does anybody know what the costs of these
alternatives are going to be. That is a
pretty serious thing.

The Minister for Transporl: Of course
they do!

Mr. HEARMAN: The user does not know
where he stands.

The Minister for Transport: In other
words, you haven't a complaint yet but
there may be some later on.

Mr. HEARMAN: Before a service is dis-
continued, the people who are going to be
most affected should at least know what
the alternatives are, including the cost to
them. That is a fairly vital factor.

The Minister for Transport: I have
asked you six times and you cannot tell
me one instance of where the arrange-
ments have broken down.

Mr. HEARMAN: They have not broken
down hecause—

The Minister for Transport: The hon.
member does not know of one case.

Mr. HEARMAN: We do not know.the
cost. Apparently the Government will not
tell us.

Mr, Bovell:
know.

Mr. HEARMAN: Can the Government
tell us what the costs are, and will it {ell
us?

The Minister for Transport: You are
making the accusations.

Mr. HEARMAN: I am asking the Gov-
ernment whether it will answer that ques-
tion. The Premier falked all around the
subject, but did not get on to the question
of satisfactory alternative services and
their costs, which are points that I think
should be completely clarified before any
rail service is taken away. People who are
in areas that have been served by rail-
ways which are being discontinued should

The Government does not

-know where they stand and should not

be prejudiced. I believe there is no need
to prejudice them either, particularly
when one takes into account some of the
excessive costs per ton mile on some of
those lines, such as 22s. 2d. per ton mile,
and costs like that. I consider that it
should be possible to substitute road trans-
port there which will place no disadvan-
tage on the users. If the Government
could give that assurance, it would be a
different matter. But so far that has not
been done, and that is what is required.
Seeing that the Government has not given
a satisfactory assurance, which it should
have done, I think that is one reason for
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censuring the Government, and it Is a
Teason why the amendment moved by the
Premier—and we do not know what his
sulrsequent proposal is to be—should be
rejected by this House.

MR. COURT (Nedlands—on amend-
ment) [9.241: I oppose the amendment,
which is to delete practically the whole of
the motion and to insert words the nature
of which we are yet to find out. If the
Premier is going to delete all the words
after the word “that” or “this”"—I am not
sure which it is—

Mr, May: Make it “this.” .

Mr. COURT: —he will be introducing a
new motion; and, Knowing his form in the
past, that motion will be one of condemna-
tion of us or congratulation to his Gov-
ernment, or something of that nature, In
other words, the purpose of this motion,
and the six points making up the motion,
will be completely lost. In my opinion the
ohject of this motion—namely, the censure
of the Government—is one that we must
not lose sight of; and therefore the amend-
ment must be opposed for the reason that
it would depart completely from the oh-
Ject—mamely, the censuring of the Gov-
ernment for its mishandling of this matter.
T consider that the Government's mis-
handling of railway discontinuance has
delivered a damaging blow to the parlia-
mentary system of government we have
‘been used to in this State.

Mr. May: You did that when you ap-
pointed three commissioners.

Mr, COURT: If the member for Collie
will just bear with me for a moment, I
will demonstrate why I consider this dam-
aging blow to our system has been delivered
by the Government's mishandiing of rail-
way discontinuance., If we are to accept
what the Government has done in connec-
tion with this discontinuanece, it means that
no longer can an Opposition take a re-
sponsible attitude to any matter that
comes before this House. It means that
an Opposition is being forced to play
politics every inch of the way, and I know
that the Government plays it the hard
way.

The Minister for Transport: What do you
think you are doing tonight?

Mr. COURT: If the Minister will bear
with me like the member for Collie, he
will find out that we are not playing
Yolitics.

‘Mr. Cornell: Much!

The Premier: The Country Party echoes
'C‘much-ll

Mr. COURT: Of course, the member for
Mt. Marshall is & born humourist.
The Premier: And a pretty shrewd head,

Mr, COURT: That does not dismay me
in the least. When the motion for dis-
continuance was before the House, we could

very easlly-have played politics. We could
have said “No, let us embarrass the Gov-
ernment. We know that the Government
is sitting on the grille over this rallway
situation. Let us oppose the closures, Let
us say ‘No' all the time and leave them
to flght it out with their unions and the
people in the country and the people of
the State generally.”

The Minister for Mines: You could not
have justified that with your conscience,

Mr. COURT: The Minister is crediting
me with a conscience! We did come with
a conscience, and adopted a reasonable
attitude—so responsible an attitude that I
think the Minister for Transport was
amazed.

The Minister for Transport: No, he
wasn't. He knew what was going on he-
hind the scenes, Perhaps I should tell of
it in order to show how sincere you people
are,

Mr. COURT: We would like you to tell
us.

The Minister for Transport: You would?

Mr, COURT: I am speaking for myself.
The Minister for Transport: Cht!

Mr. COURT: We were taken for a first-
class ride by the Government when it
accepted the amendments to the motion,
these vital conditions. The Government
made all sorts of promises in this House
and in anocther place as to how it would
handle the situation, and the moment
P:;rliament rose, walked out and broke the
lot,

The Minister for Transport: Tell us what
promise we walked out on.

Mr, COURT: The whole three.

The Minister for Transport: You are not
proving anything by merely saying it.

Mr. COURT: I will come to each of them
in turn and deal with each one in turn.
Pirst, I have vet to see any public utter-
ance by the Government, when it has been
sufficiently fair about the matter, to the
effect that this motion was passed by both
Houses of Parliament subject to certain
vital conditions., I have been to country
meetings, some of them very hostile; and
unfortunately the Minister for Transport,
who was badly needed at those meetings by
the people concerned, was not there. There
have been letters read from the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Ackland: He showed mighty good
judgment by keeping away!

The Minister for Transport: I am not
going to attend every political meeting that
you organise.

Mr. COURT: They were not political
meetings.

The Minister for Transport: Not much!

Mr. COURT: If the Minister had at-

tended, he would have got a shock, He
can deal with people in Forrest Place and
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at street corners, but he would find that
a new technique was needed X he had to
deal with irate farmers—men with a mis-
sion, who consider they have not been
given a fair deal. -

The Minister for Transport: You are in-
citing me to deal with you before the
night is out.

Mr. COURT: We are ready and waiting.

The Minister for Transport: You might
not be disappointed.

Mr. COURT: Not once has the Govern-
ment said in its letters that the motion
was passed by both Houses subject to cer-
tain conditions. It could have gone That
far and could have added that the Gov-
ernment was taking action to try to comply
with those conditions; but I have yet to
hear an official Government statement
that this motion was passed subject to
certain very vital conditions. Briefly, the
three conditions moved as an amendment
to the motions in this House, and accepted
by this House and another place, were
that there would be an overhaul of the
whole of the railway administration in-
cluding the workshops.

The Minister for Transport: That is
taking place. '

Mr. COURT: I will come to that in a
minute. The second was that there would
be adequate alternative transport and
that there would be an overhaul of metro-
politan passenger transport.

Mr. Gaffy: These things are all taking
place.

Mr. COURT: That may be. But why
have these lines bheen closed before there
has been reasonable progress towards the
completion of those tasks? There was no
great need for haste. We could under-
stand when the motion was before the
House that the Government would have to
go to the Grants Commission and explain
what steps it was taking to reduce the
railway deficit, and we tried to adopt a
fair and reasonable attitude., I am sure
that if the Government had been prepared
to go to the Grants Commission and say
that it proposed to take certain action but
that it first had to conform to a motion
passed by Parliament, that explanation
would have heen acceptable to the Grants
Commission.

It may be that steps are being taken to
implement the conditions I have referred
to. But why did the Government have to
rush the closure of these lines? Was there
some vital reason why they should be
closed hefore Parliament met—with the
exception of one or two lines? As far as
I am concerned, the logic of the position
is that the closures were agreed to subject
to certain things and in simple language
that means that until the Government
conforms to the conditions, it cannot have
the benefit of the other part of the motion.

If I offer to sell something at a price, a
would-be purchaser cannot have that
article until he pays the price—it is. as
simple as that. The Government may ad-
vance the argument on the first score—
that of overhauling the whole of the rail-
way system—ithat there is an inquiry being
held by Magistrate Smith, who is now a
Royal Commissioner, and that that is the
inquiry which is necessary into the ad-
ministration of our railways.

Let us examine that contention. While
I have a very high regard for Magistrate
Smith who has undoubted legal ability
and an inquiring mind, this is a major ad-
ministrative and technical problem and
the background of Magistrate Smith’s in-
quiry, as I understand it, is that he was
appeointed to examine certain irregularities
—a very good man for the job also, pro-
vided he is confined to that particular
type of work—and as he proceeded no
doubt he made progress reports to the
Government. Accusations and allegations
were made by one senior officer of the
railways against another and so Magis-
trate Smith's inquiry was extended until
it ultimately became a Royal Commission
sufficiently broad in its approach as to
allow him to go overseas to gather further
evidence in connection with the allegations.

Do not let us imagine that Magistrate
Smith would himself accept the task of
examining the efficiency, both adminis-
tratively and operationally, of the West-
ern Australian Government Railways. I
have more respect for his ability than
to believe he would accept such an sas-
signment and so we, on this side of the
House, cannot for one moment accept
that his inquiry is the be-all and end-all
of the necessary Inquiry into the railway
system of this State.

The Minister for Transport: It is a jolly
good starting point.

Mr. COURT: It is only a starting point.
Why did the Minister have to rush this
matter—because he has been sufficiently
dismayed by what has been found out
to want to make Magisirate Smith a Royal
Commissioner? Does not that raise a
doubt in the Minister’'s mind as to whether
the information available was sufficient?
It raised the doubt in my mind when I
heard that Magistrate Smith was being
made a Royal Commissioner.

The Minister for Works: When goods
are costing 4s. 5d. per ton mile, it does
not need an investigation to prove that
there is something wrong. It is ridiculous.

Mr. COURT: I know that there are
many things that are ridiculous in the
Western Australian Government railway
system and it does not require much
brains to find out what is wrong, but it
takes a lot of knowledge, experience and
ability to correct the things that are
wrong. Many people can generalise but
when it comes down to correcting these
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discrepancies, that is when somebody gets

hurt and it needs a man of ability, prac-

tical experience and tfechnical experience

in railway operation to implement these
8.

The Minister for Transport: When your
party was in the Government it appointed
two highly qualified technical men as a
Royal Commission and the upshot of that
was this treble-headed administration
which we now have.

Mr. COURT: That was recommended
by the Royal Commission and the recom-
mendation was implemented and appar-
ently it has proved a fajlure; but I do
not think the system of having three
commissioners has proved a failure so
much as the personnel concerned.

‘The Minister for Transport: It is the
system.

Mr. COURT: If there was only one com-
missioner he could be more trouble to the
Government of the day than the three com-
missioners because the question of person-
alities could arise. Many able men have
not the personality to get along with other
peopie.

‘The Minister for Transport: The profes-
sional investigators did not produce much
of value.

Mr. COURT: That does not say than
another investigation could not produce
something of value, and who else is to
do it apart from experienced men?

The Minister for Transport: Just leave
it to us.

Mr. COURT: The Minister's attitude is
that he and his Government can do no
wWrong.

The Minister for Transport: Very little
wrong.

Hon. D. Brand: Have not the Victorian
railways a three-man commission?

The Minister for Transport: 1 do not
Enow.

Hon. D. Brand; They have a single com-
missioner in New South Wales and they
have a big deflcit.

The Minister for Transport: That may
be. The Victorian Railways Commission
wants to know the particulars of the clos-
ing of lines in this State.

Mr. COURT: If 1 might be allowed to
proceed, Mr. Speaker, on this question of
the overhaul of the railway system gener-
ally, it has been established both by the
Government and other people that there
is a lot of scope for increased efficiency
in the system.

The Minister for Transport: And you
say that if that takes years to effect, it
means that for years there are to be ho
rail closures.

Mr. COURT: 1 would not suggest that
it has to be done to the nth degree but
there must be reasonable progress which
can be demonstrated to the people. 1

have here a report from the “Daily News"”
dated the 17th April under the heading of
“Rail Burden Too Great.” It was the re-
sult of a deputation to the Premier from
six members of the Farmers’ Union, for re-
consideration of the rail service discon-
tinuance decision. There the Premier is
reported as having said—

It is a frightening problem and as
Treasurer I have to try and handle
this. We are not burning our hoats.
We are suspending traffic. It is not
& gamble. We had no choice. We may
be compelled to do more.

The president of the Farmers' Union said—
I think there should be a clean-up
in the railway system.
And the Premier replied—
I think so, too. ‘
The Minister for Works: He still thinks
50.

Mr. COURT: He then said to the deputa-
tion that the discontinuance of services
was only one proposal and that there were
several others that would have to be exam-
ined in connection with the railway sys-
tem. I instance that as one case where
there is ample evidence that there is scope
for increased efficiency within the system,
both administratively and operationally.

We then come to “The West Australian®
of the 29th March under the heading
“Railway Unions May Quit A.LP.,” where
we read—

Western Australia’s biggest railway
union, the Western Australian Amal-
gamated Society of Railway Employees
is strongly opposed to the Govern-
ment’s proposed discontinuance of 800
miles of railway line.

Among other things reported, it says that
a far greater saving could be effected than
the closing of the 842 miles of line under
discussion by investigating the mushroom
growth of railway administration. It says
further that the State Transport Co-ord-
ination Act should be policed more to pre-
vent illicit road cartage of quantfities of
goods and particularly wool and timber.

When speaking at Cadoux, the Minister
for Railways is reported as having said
that the Railway Department was over-
staffed because too many men were doing
too little. He said it; I did not. I know
it is often said, and sometimes unfairly,
because I am inclined to blame fellows at
the top if the fellows down below are not
doing their job. But that was his observa-
tion, and I have not yet seen it corrected
by him.

On the question of alternative transport
I have before me a letter from the chair-
man of the W.A. Transport Board ad-
dressed to the Leader of the Opposition
under date the 17th April. This one refers
in particular to the Burakin-Bonnie Rock
railway discontinuance and T do not pro-
pose to read all of it. It is the type
of letter that was sent out in each of the
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different cases. However, it is fairly typlcal
and it sets out the proposition proposed by
the Transport Board on behslf of the Gov-
ermmment in order to meet the situation on
the discontinuance of the raillway service
from Burakin to Bonnie Rock.

When the Leader of the Opposition and
I were in that district we were taken
around hy many of the seitlers, and then
we attended a public meeting of some 200
to 300 farmers; it was made very clear to
us that this proposition had not been
officially and properly arranged. Forget-
ting eltogether the fact that the roads
obviously would not take the traffic, the
proposition had not been properly tied up
with the people who were to be the con-
tractors,

The Minister for Works: How would you
know that the road would not take the
traffic? Did you know the volume of traffic
which the road would have to carry?

. Mr. COURT: No, but we were taken along

" the roads that the Government proposed
to use. The Minister knows the system
that was bproposed—that the traffic from
that line was 0 go south in some cases and
west in others.

The Minister for Works: Would it sur-
prise you to know that an analysis has
shown that this extra traffic very often does
not amount to more than three additional
vehicles per hour?

Hon. D. Brand: Per hour?

The Minister for Works: Yes.

Hon. D. Brand: That would be three
vehicles per hour on some of these roads
because it would be the first time that they
had any worth-while traffic over them.

The Minister for Works: What building-
up of the roads has to be carried out?

Hon. D. Brand: It was clear to me, and
to any person who travelled over them, that
they were not all-weather roads and were
not fit to carry heavy traffic.

Mr. Ackland: They will be called upon to
carry—

The SPEAKER: Qrder! The member for
Nedlands has the floor.

Mr. COURT: One needs g certain amount
of commonsense when discussing these
things. If there was a guarantee that the
traffic on these roads would be at cer-
tain times of the year only, I would agree
with the Minjster; there would be no
trouble at all. But we cannot always dic-
tate when certain types of rural traffic will
move., Surely it was a prerequisite of the
proposition accepted by the Government
that suitable road systems would be avail-
able to each and every one of these districts
before the lines were closed.

The Minlster for Works: There is a very
strong argument against that. In the Lakes
district, which has never had a railway,
they have been asking for black roads for

many years and still have not heen given
them. Yet they have heen able to get thelr
services by road transport year in and year
out.

Mr. COURT: The Minister is trying to
switch me from my argument. I was talk-
ing of the Burakin-Bonnie Rock railway
and, in my opinion, the proposition that
was put forward in that case will not work.
I may be wrong; the Minister might have
some other knowledge on the madtier that
is not available to me. However, as far as
I can see, a2 commonsense appreciation of
the situation was that it would not work.
It was a prerequisite when the motion was:
accepted that satisfactory conditions would
exist before the closures took place—not
afterwards, or progressively afterwards, but
before the closures took place; and I think
that was a fair proposition.

I now come te the information for
tenderers released by the W.A. Transport
Board in respect to the Meekatharra-
Wiluna road transport service, I was par-
ticularly interested in these conditions be-
cause the matter was specifically referred.
to when I was speaking before I moved
the amendment to the railways discontinu-
ance motion, One of the things I stressed,,
and upon which the Minister gave me an
assurance, was that there would be a satis-
factory freight and passenger transport
service; that people in this area would not
be left to fend for themselves on any old
truck but that there would be a satisfactory
and acceptable service provided for them.
If members read the conditions that were
published, and which I presume are to be
the conditions upon which the tenders
will be let, they will see that these condi-
tions are very general.

There is very little specific direction to
the transport agencies as to what accom-
modation there must be for passengers;
what provision there will be for perish-
ables, or how long the service will take
to go from point A to point B. There is
no provision for dust-proofing of vehicles
for the carriage of perishables and other
commodities which need such attention;
there is no provision for dust-proofing of
vehicles for the sake of the passengers,

It is not a fair thing for a set of con-
ditions to be drawn up like that and with
no specific directions on the points I have
outlined, especially in view of the assur-
ances we were given that these people
would not be worse off under the new
system than they were under the old. I
think the question of road conditions,
which the Minister for Works is inclined
to brush off, is a very serious one.

The Minister for Works: I am not
brushing it off. I know that we have made
adequate arrangements to see that the
roads will take the trafiic. I can give you
an assurance on that and you need not
worry about that aspect.
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Mr. COURT: The Minister is giving us
an assurance and I do not doubt his
sincerity in the matter. But the fact is
that some of these services have not got
Off to a very good start, have they?

Minister for Works: Yes, bhut we
“have had abnormal conditions. Even the
trains have not been able to run sometimes
. because of the floods.

Mr. COURT: These conditions are not
-really abnormal,

. Ihe ‘Minister for Works: The conditions
have been abnormal.

Mr. COURT: They have not beenh’ as
bad as all that.

The Minister for Works: When have we
had 26 wet days in one month?

Mr. COURT: I do not think it is the
first time in our history that that has
happened. :

The Minister for Works;
close to it.

Mr. COURT:; Then the Minister cannot
be very happy about it; he mtst be very
worried about some of the roads and the
troubles that have been reported with
them.

The Minister for Works: Not more than
usual.

Mr. COURT: That at least is an ad-
mission by the Minister that he is not a
worrier; but the fact remains that some
of these services, at the very start of their
operations, have broken down.

The Minister for Works: Are they still
Yroken down?

" Mr. COURT: That is not the point.
"The Minister for Works: Yes, it is.
‘Mr. COURT: It is not the point.
The Premier: It is a point.

Mr. COURT: It might be a point but
it is not the point. What of the future?
Am I to take it that this announcement
of the 13th June, whereby there ap-
‘parently has been some stiffening up of
‘the servicing of these roads, is an acknow-
Jedgment by the Government that these
roads were not ready for the traffic?

The Minister for Works: No, it is not
such an acknowledgment at all. It is an
indication that the Government will keep
pace with the requirements and that the
mamienance gangs referred to there will
be increased as circumstances warrant.

Mr. COURT: I think that it was an
afterthought. The announcement of
the 13th June was that road mainten-
ance gangs would patrol the principal
roads carrying substantial tonnages di-
werted from suspended railway services

1t is pretty

and that the gangs would provide all-
weather maintenance on the roads equiva-
lent to the service on gazetted maln roads.

The Minister for Works: Are you com-
plaining about that?

Mr., COURT. No, but this should have
been done before these railway routes were
closed. What I am trying to say is that
it was all bungled and rushed. The matter
was done in too hasty a fashion and there
was no need for such great haste. The
bhig thing was to satisfy the people in the
districts concerned, although the Premier
says that that is not necessary and dis-
missed the matter rather lightly., On this
occasion I think the Government had a
particular duty to go oubt of its way to
handle the matter in the most sym-
pathetic and patient manner possible in
order to demonstrate to these people that
the new system would work and would not
be disadvantageous to them but would
probably be an advaniage to the areas
concerned.

The Minister must admit that the
people in the Elleker-Nomalup district
must have been in a state of confusion be-
fore the final announcement was made. No
one knew whether the road was to follow
the old railway line or whether it was to.
be a farm-to-farm service or any other
details—and they are all vital questions.
The initial announcement was for closure
on the 18th March and the next one I
heard was on the 30th April. The last date,
and the current one that I know of—as
a result of the representations by the
Leader of the Country Party—was the 30th
September.

The explanation given to me was not
the one that the Minister for Transport
has given. It was that that particular
section of road between Denmark and
Nornalup was in the process of being
brought up to a certain standard and
would not be finished to take full traffic
before the 30th September. However, that
may noi be the right explanation. I ad-
mit it was not an explanation given to
me by the Minister for Works or his
officers, but by the prominent citizens of
Denmark.

Hon. A. F. Watts: In fact, there has
never heen an explanation given by the
department until tonight. The date of
the 30th September just dawned on the
atmosphere,

Mr. COURT: A further peint in connec-
tion with the roads is that the local auth-
orities in those areas affected had neo
chance of taking over those roads overnight,
bringing them up to a certain standard
and keeping them to that standard. Al
these road boards are flat out to their

- last penny to run their administrations

at present, without any extra demand
such as this being thrown on them. Do
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1 take it that their responsibility has now
ended, following the announcement of the
13th September and that the Main Roads
Department has moved to take them over?
Does this mean that the local authorities
have been relieved of thelr responsibilities
in regard to the roads over which the
road transport will have to move in lieu
of rail transport?

The most annoying feature, so far as I
have been able to ascertain whilst in the
country, is the further step the Govern-
ment proposes to take in connection with
alternative services. Under pressure from
the AL.P. the Government has had to
agree to an amendment to the State
Transport Co-ordination Act. It has had
to agree to a tighter vigilance in respect
of the policing of road transport. That
will be an untenable position so far as we
on this side of the House are concerned,
because most of these people will say,
“If you are going fo take away our rail-
way from us, for pgoodness’ sake give us
a chance to organise a road transport
system of our own! Let us have a degree
of freedom in the transport of goods even
if the basie transport operations are to
be arranged by the Transport Board. You
must not leave us with a system that
is inadequate and more restricted than
the previous arrangement.” Again, 1
think that is a breach of the decision
reached because there was never any sug-
gestion, when this motion was before Par-
liament, that there would be any change
in the State Transport Co-ordination Act.

The Minister for Works: That is for
the purpose of protecting the railways.

Mr. COURT: That is the trouble with
the railways; they are protected too much.

The Minister for Works: You do not
want the railways closed and you do not
want them protected in order to keep
them open.

Mr. COURT: If the railways cannot
exist on their merits and on their
appropriate freights, well, what of it? Is
it not time that somebody made them ef-
ficient? If they cannot lick the hide off the
road transport hauliers with certain types
of freight over long distances, they are not
a rallway system worth worrying abouf.

The Premier: You are forgetiing that
the Railways Commission is subject to
Government policy In respect of freights
ang fares.

Mr. COURT: That is so.

The Premier: That is very important.

Mr. COURT: Railway freights and fares
represent part of the Government policy
and the Premier cannot divorce the two.

The Premier: It is an important con-
sideration in regard to what you have
Just said.

Mr. COURT: I still say that the more
the railways are protected, the less effi-
cient they will become.

The Premier: If you do not sallow the
Railways Commission freedom to decide
what the freights and fares will he, surely
it is entitled to some protection in rée-
gard to both.

Mr. COURT: If the Premier followed
that argument to its logical conclusion,
it would combpletely prevent farmers from
carting their own produce and that would
be a tragedy.

The Premier: Will you grant the Rail-
ways Commission freedom on the fixing
of fares and freights?

Mr. COURT: I admit that the Premier
cannot divorce fares and freights from-
Government policy. Governments of al
colours have adjusted freights to suit a
particular situstion; to suit a partieular
industry which has been a vital part of
our economy. I do not think we will get
away from that. It would be very nice:
to say that all freights shall be fixed am
an economic basis,

The Premier: I think the hon. memher-
will admit that the level of freights plays
2 big part in the final results of railway
operations.

Mr. COURT: That is true because that.
is the source of their revenue. If the rail-.
ways carry “x"” tons at “Ly" they will-
earn a certain amount of revenue, buf if
those figures are changed, the final resulf.
must be different. There again we are
getting back to the fact that we cannot
divorce fares and freights from Govern-
ment policy.

In announcing the revised or alternative
transport arrangement, the Government
said that the initial costs would not be
greater than the existing service. How-
ever, it immediately gave notice that over
a seven-year period there would be a 5ys-
tematic and automatic reduction of the
subsidy. That, to my mind, was not play-
ing the game by those people. Those
people did not say, “We want the railway
removed.” This alternative transport
arrangement was forced on to them and
immediately the Government said, “Well,
initially it will not cost you any more, but
progressively, over seven years, it is going
to ¢ost- you more and inore.”

The same thing was done {0 some people
who had, in settled areas, a -well-under-
stood arrangement, honoured by all Gov-
ernments, that their transport costs would
be kept back to a certain level. Those
people have agreed to forgo rallway ex-
tensions on the assumption that the road
transport costs would be kept at a certain
parity, with equivalent railway distances,
by the Government of the day. To give
notice now that such an assurance hes to
be withdrawn—even over a seven-year
period—is not a fair proposition.
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Another matier discusse¢ was the ques-
tion of costs. The Minister for ‘Transport

d make this observation which appears
in the Parliamentary Debates of 1956, Vol,
145, p. 3369—

The flgures given to me indicate
dhat the average increased cost to the
- farmers in respect of road transport
-over all of these routes as against the
Jpresent railway charge is insignificant
-and If there is an adjustment of rail
frelghts—as well there might be in
. ‘the mear fature—they would be found
Yo be in favour of road transport on
the score of pounds, shillings and
pence alone,

To my mind that was an assurance—and
I accepted it—by the Minister that these
people would not be subject to any in-
crease in transporfation costs, and it has
yet to be proved to me that when this
matter is brought down to detail in the
case of specific farmers, they have been
protected from increased costs.

I was staggered when I attendéd a pub-
lic meeiing at Corrigin. The member for
Moore was present and there was an
apology from the Government. The local
Farmers' Union secretary read out a letter
from the Secretary for Railways and, I
learmed to my amazement, that before the
railway line from Brookton to Corrigin
had been closed, the local district, through
the secretary of the Farmers' Union, re-
ceived a notice that freight rates were
going to be increased. This was in spite
of the undertaking given in this Parlia-
ment last year that there would be no
inecrease in rail freights. Under pres-
sure, the Premier said, for at least 12
months. The figures that the Secretary
for Railways gave this Farmers’ Union
secretary in his letter were related to the
‘theoretical change in distance of Corrigin
from the port of destination because of
this closure.

Trains have gone over a shorter dis-
tance in the past but now theoretically
there was a change in the distance of Cor-
rigin from Fremantle which seemed rather
like rubbing salt into the wound. It trar}s-
pires that these are the commodity
charges, and for the convenience of the
House, and in order to save time I will
read the percentage increases only. They
are as follows:—

Commodity. Approximate
Percentage
Increase.
Motor spirit ex Nortl
Fremantle i4.8
Diesel fuel 113
Distillate 113
Kero 11.3
Wool fo Fremantle 113

Grain to silo or bulkhead,

North Fremantle 145
Two ton  agricultural

machinery ex Perth 16.6
Super ex Bassendean ... 146
One small van of shee

to Midland ... 225

To my mind, it 1s like rubbing salt into
the wound, Before the railways actually -
closed—I think it was several days before
they were closed—they received this offi-
cial notice irom the Railway Department
that henceforth Corrigin was a different
distance from Fremantle and Perth and
that it would have to pay a new freight
rate! Whether or not this has been im-
plemented, I do not know. The letter to
the local people was dated the 10th May,
1957.

We come to this question of consulta-
tion which somebody said was not part
of the motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition, It is and it is also one of the
points that the Premier is seeking to re-
move from the motion. His attitude to
this matter is unusual. The Premier says
the Government has now changed its
policy. I suppose it is entitled to do so,
but did he tell that to the people of the
Murchison electorate, where these words
were given in writing and no doubt ver-
bally by the Premier, then the Leader of
the Opposition, There has not been the
degree of consultation that, in my opinion,
was necessary to ensure a smooth change-
over,

In most cases the people in these dis-
tricts would be reasonable if the Minister
went into the matter in detail and ex-
plained at their meetings what was pro-
posed; and possibly he might have granted
some concessions to them as far as the
question of time was concerned, until the
proper systems were available to operate
smoothly. Had that been done there would
not have been all this uproar. Let there
be no doubt that there is an uproar. But
because it happens to be in the country
and not in the metropolitan area some
people tend to put a deaf ear to it. It
is a serious matter and it runs throughout
the length and breadth of the State.

The attitude of the Government to the
unicns was ¢ntirely different. In a report
written in April the railway unions asked
to be consulted. It is to the credit of
the Leader of the Opposition that he did
not say that this should not be done he-
cause it had not been done in the case of
the people in the country. He said that
there should he consultation with the
workers as there should be with the local
authorities. Notice had come to us ot
people who were being unfairly shifted
from their homes. I understand that steps
have since been taken by the Government
to alleviate the situaticn so that a man
is given some altermative accommodation
before he is shifted with his family.

The Minister for Transport: I do not
think you have your facts right: that this
person like a mad man came down to the
metropolitan area without inguiring about
a house and went to the Leader of the
Opposition. He did not iry to get a house,
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Mr. COURT: I will not argue on that
point. The person was very distressed
when he came to me and it was to the
credit of the Minister for Railways that
he did not waste any time in the matter.

The Minister for Transport: We never
do when the case justifies it.

" Mr. COURT: The State Secretary of the
AL.P. approached the Government speci-
fically on this point. He did not do it for
fun, He did it because of some reason.

The Minister for Transport: He was
taken in in the same manner as the mem-
ber for Nedlands.

Mr. COURT: I do not think he would like
to hear the Minister saying that because
he is a pretty hard-headed customer. This
Press report was not based on a particular
case. It was based on the whole problem.

The Minister for Transport: There were
three cases only; the other two were similar
to the one you have in mind.

Mr. COURT: The Premier has accused
us of wavering or woofling—I do not quite
remember the word he used. We have
done nothing of the kind. We have stuck
religiously to the line we adopted in this
House, because we are censuring the Gov-
ernment for mishandling of the situation,
not for the original motion. We have been
very consistent and we are entitled to feel
aggrieved over this matter, because I do
not think we had a fair go.

The Premier: You still favour the clos-
ures provided the conditions are carried
out to your satisfaction.

Mr. COURT: Had those conditions been
honoured in the spirit as well as in the
letter there would not be any cause for
sericus disagreement in the country. I
do not ever expect to reach the stage of
pleasing everyhody.

The Premier: The hon. member still
favours closures provided the conditions
attached are to his satisfaction.

Mr. COURT: It is not my satisfaction
that matters, but the satisfaction of Par-
liament. It was Parliament that had to
be satisfied.

. The Premier: The hon. membel’s answer
is acceptable to me.

Mr. COURT: To show our consistency
in the matter the member for Blackwood
did bring in his test-road motion which
was treated very frivolously in this House.
That motion was sincerely and earnestly
put forward by the hon. membher after he
had given the matter seripus consideration.
He has studied the transportation problem
in great detail and I venture to say that
had that motion been adopted by this
House, and had it been implemented, all
the fuss and bother over the rail closures
would have been avoided and the people
would have had the position demonstrated
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to them hefore having these closures forced
on them. There would not have been the
reasons for dissatisfaction that exist at
present.

In conelusion, I want to say that this is
not the only blow that some of these pri-
mary producers are suffering. Some of
them are about to receive, or have received,
their land tax assessment for the first time
for 25 years on improved agricultural land.
Some of them, though not many, are start-
ing to feel the effects of the probate legis-
lation. Added to that, not only are they
suffering inconvenience in some cases cver
the new transport system but they are also
going to suffer increases in their trans-
portation costs. Ultimately it will be their
family that suffers in connection with
probate,

The Premier: Do they pay any Federal
taxes? ‘

Mr. COURT: They pay their Federal
income tax, of which we get our share back.

The Premier: What about payroll tex?

Mr. COURT: They would not pay payroll
tax because it is necessary to employ a
reasonable amount of labour before one
qualifies. Some may qualify.

The Premier: They are paying plenty of
Federsl taxation.

Mr. COURT: I sincerely hope they will
not pay payroll tax for much longer be-
cause the Premier knows my views on the
payroll tax. In the light of experience,
it is very clear that we were ill-advised
to trust this situation in the Government's
hands without tying the thing up in legal
and other knots, if that were possible, so
that there was no possible doubt of what
was to be done by the Government. We
were entitled at the time to accept from
the Government certain assurances. It has
been customary in this Chamber to accept
the word of the Governmeni on matters
on both sides. On this particular ocecasion,
I feel that in spite of the fact that the
Government accepted these conditions
they walked out of this Chamber and have
completely repudiated the conditions they
have accepted from both Houses of Par-
liament. For that reasonn I consider the
Government is deserving of the censure
moved by the Leader of the Opposition.

THE MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
(Hon. H. E. Graham—East Peith—on
amendment) [10.111: First of all, it is per-
haps necessary for us to recall in our minds
the resolution that was agreed to by Par-
liament last December.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: It is not pertinent.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: It
is exceedingly pertinent because those who
have spoken up to date have conveniently
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forgotien the terms of the resolution to
which they subscribed. The relevant por-
tion is as follows:—

That in the opinion of this House
the railways listed should be discon-
tinued notwithstanding certain other
considerations.

I emphasise the words “notwithstanding
certain other considerations.”

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: But referred to in
Appendix A.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
Exactly. Those are the only lines which
are either closed or likely to be closed with-
out further reference to Parliament.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: That has nothing
to do with Appendix A. You are not read-
ing the motion properly,

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
Personally, I have sufficient experience of
the member for Cottesloe to know that I
could waste approximately half of my time
endeavouring to get him to see what 1s, or
should be, obvious to every other member.
I would suggest for the sake of the con-
venience of the House that he retires from
the Chamber for the next 30 minutes so
that he can read carefully the motion
agreed to by Parliament. I hope that 30
minutes will be sufficient for him. Then
he can understand it and he can come
back and become a new man.

I would like to say that, perhaps impetu-
ously, I asked the chairman of the Trans-
port Board to come to Parllament House
this afternoon and this evening for the
purpose of supplying details, because no
Minister could be expected to remember ail
of them if there were to be particular and
specific complaints, But up to date there
has been nothing of the sort. A whole lot
of generalities have been spoken, coinci-
dentally, I think, by members of the Liberal
Party, and members of that party only.

That to me is most significant and con-
forms to what the Premier has said, that
the Liberal Party feels the necessity poli-
tically to do a little squaring-off with
electors in country districts because some
of our esteemed friends opposite are feel-
ing a little uncomfortable in their seats.
They are speaking in airy-fairy generalities,
indicating that they know practically no-
thing about the matter, because the meme-
ber for Blackwood was challenged by me,
most disorderly, on more than half-a-
dozen occasions to cite one case where the
alternative arrangements have not been
provided in accordance with his, or any-
body else’s, interpretation of what the
Government should have done. He was
unahle to do so.

We may hear from the Country Party
in due course. It is perhaps indicative of
the general situation that they are so ex-
cited about the matter that, notwithstand-
ing this debate commenced more than five
hours ago, we have not heard from one of
them. I am aware that several of their

members have been exceedingly active in
the country districts, and perhaps they
are a little fatigued and will recover later
in the evening.

I am aware that in the course of their
journeys in the country, alded and abetted
by a journal known as “The Farmers’
Weekly”, they did their utmost to con-
fuse the people. Amongst other things,
that publication had a map setting out the
railways to be closed in accordance with
Plan 1, 2, 3, 4 and so on. I might men-
tion without any modesty that I received
training and experience in the preparation
and reading of plans. I venture to say
this: That plan was deliberately drawn by
the sponsors so that the symbols and
cyphers indicating the lines, the subject of
the motion carried last December, and
other lines which have nothing to do with
the Government’s or Parliament’s decision,
were shown with the object of creating the
impression amongst country people over as
wide an area as possible that there was
a prospect of their being denied rail ser-
vice to which they were accustomed.

Mr. Ackland: Was not that the re-
commendation you received from your
committee? :

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
That is so0.

Mr. Ackland: Did not that committee
say it was no good closing them unless the
lot were closed?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
If 1 were in the witness box and ungder
examination, I would say that was per-
fectly true. But the hon. member and
the editor of “The Farmers’ Weekly" knew
positively well that the only questions
which were the subject of discussion were
those lines contained in the schedule to
the resolution, and that a statement had
been made that, so far as this Government
was concerned, the only lines on which ser-
vices would be discontinyed were those
which had been approved by Parliament.

Mr. Bovell: That is because this Govern-
ment will not last much longer.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
The wish being the father to the thought.
Let us get down to fundamentals, There
would not have been one single railway
line closed or service discontinued if it
had not been for the Liberal Party, he-
cause this Government could not pass a
resolution through Parliament including
the Legislative Council in which the Gov-
ernment has a minority of members.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: Need you have g
motion passed to take this action?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
I have already Informed the others but
it is necessary for me to repeat—I hope
not ad infinitum-—to the member for Cot-
tesloe that this Government will close no
railway line without previously receiving
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the sanction of Parliament. That was
exactly what was done. As has already
been explained by the Premier, instead of
consulting local groups up and down the
railway lines, the Government decided that
as there are parliamentary representatives
of all the districts, and more than one
for each district because there is the
Legislative Council, the most effective and
expeditious manner would be to bring the
matter before Parliament. That was pre-
cisely what the Government did. It re-
ceived the approval of Parliament because
of the attitude of Liberal members of
whom there were few exeeptions.

I know there has been some talk re-
garding the proposition that we should
dispense perhaps with Hansard and
have limited reports or summaries of what
transpires in Parliament. Fortunately, we
still have a system of Hansard report-
ing. The member for Nedlands has talked
about indecent haste and the rest of it. He
high-lighted his speech with five points.

The Premier: He became Deputy Leader
of the Opposition in very quick time. ‘

The MINISTER ' FOR TRANSPORT:
The first point was:

(1) Is the proposal bold enough?
He went on to say—

To deal with each of the points in
furn, one might say, in regard to the
first, that is, whether the move was
bold enough, why need one question
the holdness of the proposal?

The member for South Fremantle inter-
jected and said—

I take it you are still presuming?

The member for Nedlands went on to
say—

If there were piecemeal closures of
the lines, I consider that the object
would be completely defeated. To
fiddle with the proposition would pro-
duce a hopeless mess. But through
bold clpsures it is possible to properly
relate the incidence of the fixed
charges as against the variable
charges. .

Mr, Bovell: Since when have you gov-
erned on the views of the member for
Nedlands?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: 1
will have a few words to say with regard
to the member for Vasse later on, but at
present will keep to the member for Ned-
lands. I am indicating tha{ the member
for Nedlands, in a parsonical voice this
evening, was trying to impress upon us
how sincere was the Liberal Party, includ-
ing himself.

Mr. Court: I do not detract a word from
that speech.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
His first critical point was that there
Should be a bold policy.

Mr, Gourt: I asked it as a question; it
was not a statement of fact. Read the
speech again and it will be found that it
is not bad. I read the speech again and
was very pleased.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: It
is not up to the standard of the member
for Nedlands. Since then, the member for
Nedlands has had his tail twisted by the
Country Party, but at that time he said
this—

It requires a great deal of courage
on the part of any Government to
achieve these things. I sense from
the Minister's remarks—

referring to the Minister for Transport—
when he said that not one man would
be dismissed—or words to that effect
—that he is already running away
from this problem.

In other words, indirectly, the member
for Nedlands was regretting the fact that
the Government was not indulging in a
policy of sacking employees.

Mr. Court: That is not sp; you read on
because I dealt with it very carefully.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: 1
was being baited by the member for Ned-
lands, now the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position, because there were no sackings
contemplated. I would suggest to the
member for Nedlands that he read his
speech again and read it very carefully.

Mr. Court: I said there was no need for
mass unemployment simply hecouse you
reduce the staff in the railways.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
The member for Moore wants thousands,
and the member for Nedlands wants
hundreds; it is a matter of degree.

Mr. Court: You are right out there.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
The member for Nedlands regretted the
fact that there would be no dismissals.
There is no other interpretation to his
remarks which could he made from what
appears in this copy of Hansard.

Mr. Court: You subsequently admitted
there would be a reduction in staff.

Mr., Bovell: There will be dismissals on
the Government side next election.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
The member for Vasse said something
along those lines two or three years ago.

The Premier: Before the last election.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
The Government, which had 25 members,
came back with 29. I hope the Govern-
ment has many more defeats of that
nature.

The Premier: I would not be surprised
if the Countiry Party defeats the member
for Vasse.
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Mr. Bovell: You would not be surprised
at anything. If you went down to a few
towns, you would learn something in re-
gard to this motion.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: 1
am wondering whether the reluctance to
speak on the part of some members and
the absence of specific cases, stems from
the fact that the Government has
announced that it Intends to intro-
duce legislation for the purpose of
effecting amendments to the State
Transport Co-ordination Act. I hazard
& pguess that in a few weeks" time
when the measure is before us, we will have
members of the Opposition putting forth
all the arguments imaginable, and un-
imaginable, as to why it is necessary for
farmers to use road transport, and what a
hardship it would be to compel them, with
other sections of the community, to use
existing railway services.

Mr. Perkins: Does Wundowie use the
railways for the carting of pig iron?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: I do
not know.

Mr. Ackland: We will tell you it does
not.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: The
great majority of farmers move stock to the
Midland Junction abattoirs by road and
not by rail.

Mr. Nalder: Does the Minister for Hous-
ing use the railways to transport material
to the eountry in order to build homes?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: The
Minister for Housing does not carry
materials to the country for housing. I
suggest that the member for Katanning is
very much out of date in this matter as in
many other things.

Mr. Court: Are not prefabricated houses
carted by road?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: The
only pre-cut houses are those which go to
the North-West of Western Ausiralia where
there are no railways. That has happened
in the past. The trouble with the Opposi-
tion is that too many live in the past; this
is 1957! It has been suggested that the
Government erred hecause Ministers were
not going hither and yon to attend political
meetings organised by people on the other
side in certain sectors, I suggest that
Ministers have something more to do with
their time.

Thete seems to be an attempt to place me
in the firing line in connection with this
matter, but I have had requests for two
deputations only, One request was from
the Parmers’ Union a long time back put-
ting forward the same views as we have
heard ad infinitum from some of the mem-
bers opposite. The other happened to come
from the Margaret River Zone Council
of the Farmers' Union, and I would parti-
cularly draw the attention of members to

this. The spokesman told me that the
Government should pay no heed to the
Farmers' Union or Country Parly in con-
nection with the closure of railways; that
they, the members of this deputation, were
E:'act,ical farmers and had bheen operat-

g_

Mr. Bovell: Why did you receive them
without the member for the distriet?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSFPORT: The
member for the district is obviously out
of touch.

The Minister for Works: He does not get
humiliated; he said so.

The SPEAKER: Order!

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
They said that contrary to the law, they
had been transporting superphosphate and
other commodities and wanted it to con-
tinue that way.

Mr. Bovell: That was the Margaret River
Zone Council; an official deputation.

The SPEAKER.: Order! Would the Min-
ister resume his seat. I would ask the
member for Vasse not to interject and ask
him to keep order. All members have had
a fair go, and the Minister should be al-
lowed to proceed.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: A
deputation waited on the Minister for Agri-
culture to make a complaint that whereas
they had gquite knowingly breached the law
for years and had been transporting super
by road, just recently some of them had
been apprehended by Transport Board in-
spectors. They felt that they should be
entitled to use the roads. The Minister
for Agriculture, who had these gentlemen
in his office, telephoned me stating that
the matter was urgent and asking me if
I would receive them before they returned
to the country. I said “Yes.” He men-
tioned the question of the transport of
super.

These people came from Cowaramup and
Margaret River parts of that line, and
they indicated to me that they saved up-
wards of 12s. 6d. per ton of super by ftrans-
porting it by road. One of them told me
his experience. He said, “On Monday I
sent my man into the super works at Picton
Junction. He was there at approximately
8 o'clock in the morning. That same after-
noon the super had been placed In the
appropriate paddocks and a great propor-
tion of it had been distributed in the pad-
docks by milking time the same day.”

Perhaps the member for Vasse knows
what time, according to the clock, milking
time is. That is apparently how they time-
table in that part of the world. They indi-
cated that there could be and would be
holdups and delays in getting trucks and
orders fllled, calling at the siding, and
perhaps the super would not be there; and
that because of certain trace elements super
can solidify very quickly, for which reason
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it was desirable to take it by road, which
was the quickest and cheapest and most
convenient form of transport.

I have, as honestly and as faithfully as
I can recall, indicated the tenor of the
approaches that were made to me in my
office several months ago. I am wondering,
therefore, where the member for Vasse gets
all his imaginary ammunition from,
because these men were from the
Margaret River zone council of the
Farmers’ Union. It does not take
in Margaret River only, but I un-
derstand, all or practically all of the
district or the area which is served by the
PBusselton railway; and they are the people
—and not the St. George’s Terrace repre-
sentatives; not the member of Parliament
who is in Busselton busying himself with
this, that and the other—they are the
actual farmers who would be affected; and
that is what they told me. If I mentioned
their names—which I do not intend to do—
I am certain that the member for Vasse
would easily identify them.

Mr. Bovell: I have no doubt about that.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: I
would be interested to know what the re-
sponse has been to that petition form which
was published in “The Farmers’ Weekly.”
I notice that there were a lot of oft-
repeated appeals to farmers and people
generally to fill in the form and send it
in and so on, which seemed to Indicate
that there was some lagging in connec-
tion with it. I noticed particularly that
the form was either on the same page as,
or handily placed in connection with, this
most misleading map.

The Minister for Railways will know, as
will the member for Moocre and no doubt
others, that people in country districts were
utterly amazed and relieved when they
learned through the lips of the Minister
for Railways, in contradistinction to the
poison and untruths they had been given
by other people, that the lines which were
the subject of their concern had never been
considered in the matter of closures by the
Government or by Parliament. Personally
I had an approach from somebody at
Koorda as to what sort of mail service he
would or would not have when his line
closed. Of course, Koorda is not affected
by rail services in connection with the
closure of lines.

Perhaps I should repeat what I stated
on an earlier occasion—that there is a
member on the other side of the Chamber
—and I cannof mention his name, though
he can call it out if he wants to—who
uttered words to me to this effect—and I
am putting it almost as bluntly as he did—
that he agreed the Government was doing
the right thing but felt that in order to
placate his people he had to put on a bit
of a show; that he had the previous week-
end been on a tour of inspection along his
railway line with the local road board; and
that members of the board agreed that

the right thing was being done but they,
too, felt there was a necessity to put on a
bit of a show for the people in the district.

Mr. Cornell: What a man!

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: In
connection with that railway line, the
position is that weekly, of regular line
traffic there is something less than four
tons of goods transported throughout the
whole length of line. I do not know
whether it is suggested by those who talk
about adequate alternative transport that
there should be a daily transport service
to haul such a small amount. On another
line the sum total is 10 cwt., per week,
equivalent to a carload of people. Do they
expect a whole rake of trucks behind en-
gines every day of the week to haul that
small amount of traffic offered?

Mr. Court: We have never suggested
anything of the sort.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
The hon. member has not suggested any-
thing except in general terms! The only
member who suggested anything—and it
was completely off the beam—was the
member for Vasse. He said no arrange-
ments had been made, This is the posi-
tion. There were, counting road ftrucks,
diesels, buses and trains, a total of 12
regular services per week along that line.
The Transport Board has now arranged
for 15 regular services per week, in addi- -
tion to which, of course, there will be far
more than that, because that is not in-
cluding the haulage of heavier goods such
as timber.

The chairman of the Transport Board
pointed out to me—not that I required
much pointing out to be done in connec-
tion with this, because as Minister for
Forests I have had experience of it—but
there it was solemnly printed in *“The
West Australian,” with a picture of the
engine driver of the last train, who made
a statement to the effect that he had a
heavy load because the sawmillers were
taking advantage of the last train to bring
their timber towards the city. In other
words, they would be in a dire plight if
the railway system ceased to operate.

But I was told by the chairman of the
Transport Board—and I have had many
approaches made to me on the matter—
that there were hundreds—not a few, but
hundreds—of applications made by saw-
millers for permits te transport their tim-
ber by road as against rail. So we find
that, in the ares that concerns the mem-
ber for Vasse, representatives of the far-
mers have said certain things not un-
favovt..’lrable to the action of the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Bovell: Not official representatives.
The MINISTER. FOR TRANSPORT:
We find sawmillers, who produce goods
great in weight and volume, with the same
view; and we find that there is a greater
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frequency of service under the new
arrangements than was previously the
case.

I think the member for Vasse had some
sort of a complaint about potato growers
at Marybrook. I was surprised, on look-
ing at the map, to find that it is ten
miles—on a bitumen road—from Bussel-
ton. What a great hardship for any-
one to have to cart potatoes ten miles
over a bitumen road $to the nearest cen-
tre! This is the sort of thing that we, as
members of Parliament, are compelled to
listenn to in an effort by the Opposition to
lead us to believe that the Government is
on trial. I should say it is a trial to the
Government to have to listen to this sort
of thing.

Mr. Bovell: You. are ignorant of the
problems of the country.

THE MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
An example was given of a motor trans-
port having encountered some difficulty
on the road to Pingrup or thereabouts.
That kind of thing is not uncommon in
road transport. Do members think that
railway trains always arrive at the ap-
pointed place at the appointed time? In
many places and cases, people are lueky
if the frains get through on the scheduled
day, let alone the scheduled hour, but, of
course, it becomes headline news and
something on which to attempt to defeat
the Government if there is a seizure of
brakes or a broken axle or something of
that kind in regard to road transport.
Vehicles get bogged in all soris of places
and I have had a vehicle bogged in the
metropelitan area.

Mr, Court: Where?

THE MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
The Leader of the Opposition, who ap-
peared most uncomfortable this evening,
had a job toe do, but did not know how
to do it and certainly did not do it effec-
tively because without doubt he failed to
make out a case. What seemed to cccur
to him as the strongest point from his
angle was that the Government had
shown unseemly haste in closing the rail-
ways in order to get the dirty work done
before Parliament met, but, of course,
that is given the lie direct because Parlia-
ment is meeting a full month earlier than
is usually the ease.

Hon. D. Brand: The Government made
both decisions.

THE MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
Yes, but if the Government was seeking
to have all these railway lines closed be-
fore Parliament met, surely it would have
had Parliament meet later instead of
earlier than usual!

Hon. D. Brand: Let us wait and see
what was the reason for the earlier meet-
ing.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
The Government made that decision in
the proper place, without any regard to
the question of rail closures. I do not
know where we would finish up if there
was to be one line closed this month and
another next month. Would anyone sug-
gest that the Meekatharra line and the
Margaret River line have any relationship
to one another or that there is any reason
why there should not be simultaneous
closing of those lines if it were found
necessary? Instead of the sword hanging
over the heads of these peaple, the decision
of Parliament was made, and that was
that; and I repeat that, after five hours of
debate, we have not been given one con-
crete case of where proper arrangements
have not been made or of where the Gov-
ernment has fallen down on the job.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
tried to point the finger of scorn at the
steps the Government has taken in econ-
nection with the administration and gen-
eral management of our railway system. It
is history, of course, that the present un-
satisfactory administrative set-up was in-
troduced by a Government of the politieal
complexion that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition supports and that the present
Government has spent many long hours of
thought and consideration in regard to
the matter and finally feels that it is on
the right track, starting at the beginning
and the proper place, and getting down
to fundamentals in connection with the
structure of our railway administration—
something that it inherited from & Liberal-
Country Party Government, I ask the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, as this
whole cleaning-up process would no doubt
take years, does he expect it to be com-
pleted hefore any railway line is closed?

Mr, Court: I answered that point.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
Would he allow one or two or five or six
or what number of lines to be closed? I
think that the Government, which has to
accept the responsibility, is the proper
authority to decide the timing of the rail
closures and as long as it gives an honest
indication to the Opposition that it is
tackling the problem earnestly, surely
that is sufficient. The present attitude of
members of the Liberal Party is merely
humbug and playing up to the Country
Party. In regard to adequate transport, 1
have read the remarks of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and all he was
concerned with in moving his amendment
last session, was passenger transport.

Mr. Court: No, it referred to passengers
and freight.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
Passenger transport. I am speaking of the
remarks of and the address made by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition when
the matter was before this Parliament on
the 6th December last. :
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Mr. Court: Read it out.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
It occupies about three-quarters of a page.
I have read it and re-read it.

The Minister for Education: It must have
been interesting.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
It was not, and it was not amusing be-
cause it smacks of hypoerisy that mem-
bers opposite could adopt the attitude they
did a few months ago and yet here they
are tonight turning a complete somersault
for political considerations. I know that
any Opposition moves resolutions for
political reasons but this is a matter of
trying to make up to the Country Party
and win back what they consider to be lost
ground.

I desire now to refer to the member for
Blackwood and I do not wish to, and shall
not unless he invites me to, recount some
of the conversations and, i{f I may use the
term, negotiations that took place between
him and me, commencing from his resolu-
tion in connection with his famous test
road proposition. When he spoke to the
motion which was introduced into this
Chamber by the Government, there was
no amendment on the notice paper. It
had not been thought of, and he gave birth
to some famous words and said, "I sup-
port the motion.”

There were no trimmings. He said, “I
realise that there must be criticism of it
but I also realise that unless we do make
a very substantial closure of the railway
lines in this State, we are going to achieve
no gainful or useful purpose whatever so
far as effecting economies is concerned.
We have to close perhaps more than 842
miles of line. At least that Is the opinion
of the departmental committee. I sup-
port the motion as it stands.” And the
moation as it then stood was without any
of these trimmings of the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, and no notice of them
had heen given.

Mr. Court: They were not trimmings but
were meant to be very serious conditions.
I think the Premier referred to them as
embroidery, but they were meant to be
very sericus amendments.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT:
If members of the Opposition had been
able to show that the Government had
completely flouted the decision of Parlia-
ment, or, in other words, that it had made
no move at all in connection with the ad-
ministration of the railways and so on—
if it had been able to show that & mess
had been made in connection with alterna-
tive road transport and that there had
been no investigations and no attempt on
the part of the Government to deal with
the question of metropolitan passenger
services, there might have been something
legitimate in the Oppositlon's approach.

But this is purely political, and I must

repeat that hotwithstanding frequent in-
terjections on my part, not one single
crystallised example of where the Govern-
ment had fallen doewn—not ocne word or
case—could be given.

Mr. Court: I think you were out of the
Chamber when I raised the question of
the Burakin-Bonnie Rock line. Are you
satisfied that that proposition is
thoroughly in hand?

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: 1
was not out of the Chamber; I was in
another portion of it

Mr. Court: I referred to the letter from
the chairman of the Transport Board
dated the 17th April, and I made certain
remarks thereon. I gave that as a specific
case and I mentioned why I did not give
the other cases.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: 1
am glad that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has raised this point. There
is in existence at the present time, or
there was, a form of transport or & mul-
tiple form of transport, and it has heen
proved that it is unfinancial and uneco-
nomic to the nth degree and that some-
thing has to be done in connection with
it. And so other steps have been faken.
After surveying the situation the Trans-
port Board determines that a certain pro-
cedure shall be followed and then the
matter is closely watched.

If it is found that an additional service
is required because of a change in the
habits of the people from their normal
operations, steps will be taken with a
minimum of delay, in order to provide that
additlonal serviee. In some cases it will
be necessary no doubt to cancel certain
services; there is no sense in running
trucks backwards and forwards if there
is no freight offering.

Mr. Court: Are you thoroughly satisfled
that the proposition put forward to the
people, under date the 17th April and
to come into effect on the 17th June—

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: I
have never been to the city of Bonnie
Rock in my life.

Mr, Ross Hutchinson: They would like to
see you there.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: I
think the people in that part of the world
could more easlly find my office than I
could find the salubrious suburb of Bonnie
Rock. They have made no attempt to comte
and see me and neither has the member
for the district, or adjacent districts. In
these matters, as every member of the
Opposition reallses, a Minister does not go
out and say, “We will. have three trucks
and two buses per day on this route.” That
is left to the officers whose responsibility it
is and if, in the initial weeks, there are
complaints, a case is made out and the
Minister 1s satisfied, and if the department
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does not correct the position, it is the
duty of the Minister to instruct the de-
{lart’ment to see that certain steps are
aken,

There are certain members in this
Chamber, notwithstanding political differ-
ences, for whom I have a profound respect;
but I feel they have done themselves less
than justice because of the attitude they
have adopted in connection with this mat-
ter. They have been hard put to it to
submit anything resembling a case; they
have spoken vaguely and in generalities.

A few moments ago my friend, the Min-
ister for Railways, who has been listening
to this debate, reminded me that for a
period of several months in 1952—they
were the final months of the term of office
of the McLarty-Watts Government—no
trains were running. At short notice and
without any proper consideration being
given or knowing what was going to hap-
pen next, hundreds of thousands of tons of
goods were iransported back and forth,
near and far, and there was considerable
agitation and opposition in many places
when those people were subsequently de-
nied the free use of road transport to
which they had become accustomed for a
short period and which they liked and
wanted continued.

I will concede that there was a Qdiffer-
ence in the matter of subsidies. But if
the Government is to subsidise forever
and a day every type of commodity, then
I venture to suggest that the burden on
the State Treasury will be even greater
than the burden imposed by the railway
system at present, because of certain cir-
cumstances. One of those circumstances,
without any shadow of doubt, is that
farmers are using loopholes in the State
Transport Co-ordination Act to bring down
to Perth a bag of potaloes or a prime
chicken for a friend, or someone of that
nature and then load their vehicles on the
return journey with many tons of fuel or
the like,

The farmers have a conhcession or con-
cessions that no other section of the com-
munity enjoys and these farmers, because
of having that advantage, have sabotaged
their railways and have made the railways
unpayable. They have made it unprofit-
able for any Government with a sense of
responsibility to contemplate spending
many millions of pounds to rehabilitate
railways that carry a few hundredweights
per day or per week. Yes; those people
will use the railways for certain commodi-
ties so long as the railways are carting
them for about 50 per cent. of the actual
cost, I know it is said, and I have heard
it before, particularly from the member for
Moore, that there is inefficiency in the
Railway Department.

Mr. Ackland: Do you deny it?
The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: I

am not denying it. I do not make any
untruthful statements in this or any other

place in the Chamber. But do we want
the Railways Commission to act as a busi-
ness concern in the same way as private
enterprise? If that is the position and it
is entrusted with that responsibility, it will
cease altogether operating a service unless
that particular service pays, The com-
mission will then have the right to run a
service as infrequently as it likes. The
commission will then, without benign Gov-
ernments with an eye on the political scene
having any say,. be in a position if it costs
7d. a ton mile to transport goods, to charge
7d. per ton mile plus a margin for profit.

But no! I know these country people
because I came from the country mpyself,
althcugh at that time road transport was
comparatively insignificant. The country
people want their railways for the half-
price freights; they want the railways as a
convenience and they want to use the loop-
holes and the weaknesses in the State
Transport Co-ordination Act which we
hope to overcome and, if there is any
sincerity anywhere (n this Parliament,
they will be overcome for the purpose of
tightening up the Act so that they will be
required to support a transport system
into which many tens of millions of
pounds of public money have heen poured.

We still talk about the development of
the country and about the railways being
in the interests of the farmers. We still
talk of them as settlers; yet they have been
there for 25, 30 and up to 50 years or more.
But it is a very accommeodating term and
it is niee to think of them as pioneers pitch-
ing a tent under a tree, or to think of them
with an axe and spade setting about clear-
ing their blocks. That is the mental
picture conjured up of some of these old
established citizens who are taking ad-
vantage of every point.

Because of that cireumstance, and be-
cause of the political implications, Gov-
ernments throughout the years have not
had sufficient courage to face up to the
position and I felt rather pleased that,
irrespective of any party political con-
siderations—and 1 expressed this thought
to the now Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion—in a matter of this kind, which was
of such magnitude and which had such
an impact upon the State and its finances,
and upon the general well-being, the
Liberal Party was forgetting party politics
and was considering the welfare of the de-
partment and of the Sfate generally.

Yet because of some campaigning in
the few short months since we met last
December, we find those members of the
Liberal Party turning this pitiful and, shall
I say, despicable somersault, to such an
extent that members of the Country Party
have, up to this stage, been so ashamed of
them that there has not been one spokes-
man from the cross benches.

Mr. Court: We have not turned any
somersault. You talk about our not
having put any specific case to you! You
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have not told us one thing about the Mid-
land Junction workshops or the overhaul
of the railways generally to bring about a
review of the administration.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: To-
night was to be the night of all nights—
the night a motion of censure was to be
moved against the Government! Tonight
was the night that we were to be on trial!
‘There were to be a whole series of charges
that we had made such a mess of things
because of the haste alleged; that it would
be impossible to answer them and even if
success were not achieved in this House
that, through the columns of the Press, the
public would be convinced the Government
had fallen down on the job. I repeat the
assertion that it has not been possible, in
one single instance, for any member of the
Liberal Party to show where these weak-
nesses exist, and because I thought that
these charges would be levelled in the House
tonight, I asked the chairman of the Trans-
port Board to be in the precincts of Parlia-
ment House this evening.

Mr. Court: I repeat my question: What
have you done—

The MINISTER. FOR TRANSPORT: 1
am afraid, because of the close association,
that the member for Nedlands is becoming
afflicted with the complaint from which
the member for Cottesloe suffers. I went
through the points about 15 minutes ago
and I scored them out as I dealt with them,
As there is no case to answer, all I want
to say in conclusion is that last year I
submitted the case for the cessation of
operations on many railway lines—which
was not g particularly tasteful sort of a
job either, but it is my responsibility, as
Minister for Transport in this Chamber
and as the representative for the Minister
for Railways in another place to speak on
these things—based on my own studies
and from advice I had received from
officers, together with a study of reports
which were the results of activity and in-
vestigation by two expert Government com-
mittees for a period of almost two years.

After the proceedings had concluded and
I crossed to the other side of the Chamber
o my way out—I hope the member for
Murray does not mind my saying this—
the then Leader of the Opposition con-
gratulated me on the case that had been
submitted. - He indicated to me that this
was & problem that had to be tackled and
that he was pleased the Government had
decided to do it He realised that
there would be sticky situations; that
there would be protests and fhe rest
of it. How true! How prophetic!
1 say this because the ex-Leader
of the Opposition was exceedingly fair and
to receive tribute—although not in the
records—from a member on the other side
of the Chamber is rather uncommon and
it was the first time that it had happened
to me since I have been a member of this
Parliament, which is almost 14 years.

The present Government, with the great-
est earnestness in the world, and conscious
of the fact that there are people in many
places who are expressing concern and
becoming agitated over this siteation, has
proceeded with the task in accordance with
the decision of Parliament. Not the deci-
sion of the Government, but the decisien
of Parliament! A decision which could
have heen made oniy with the support of
the members of the Liberal Party. That
was the decision at that time,

Mr. Court: This gives us the right to
say that the decision should be honoured.
You have not answered the questions I
put to you. All you have done is to asso-
ciate me with the member for Cottesloe.

The MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT: I
think that would he the invariable fate of
the hon, member, I am satisfied that the
Transport Board has taken all reasonable
steps and precautions to ensure that these
people get a reasonable form of transport.
If there is an average of two passengers
travelling per week, what sort of service
does one expect? A semi-trailer passenger
bus or what? If there are insufficient
people or goods to warrant the running
of an efficient service—because no one will
operate it—what is to be done about it?
There are people around the metropolitan
area screaming out for bus services, for
water supplies and for other public utilities,
but because those people are in districts
that are so far-flung, and because their
numbers are so few, it is unecohomic to
give them those services and so they are
not provided.

Of course, one can say, “The railways
are there and what are you going to do
about it?” In the early days the railways
were the only form of transport, but today
there is road transport and the operators
are using it to such effect that the Premier
has said that there will be a loss of
£7,000,000 in the railways finances in the
coming year. I know that the clever people
will say, “There you are, a greater loss
after you have closed a certain number of
railways.”

The answer to that is, briefly, that two
seasons of wheat have heen transporied
in the one year. Let not the member for
Vasse think that if the railways are cart-
ing wheat they are making a proflt out of
it. That is the reason why there is a
lesser deficit than that for the year just
dawning. The point is that there are so
many fixed overhead costs that even if
goods were carted for 1d. & mile, it would
make very little difference because there
is an annual revenue coming in to offset
these fixed charges even if there were no
railways whatsoever.

Tonight I have found myself in the pcsi-
tion of having very little to talk about.
Perhaps the facetious members will say,
“This is not the first time,”” but I can say,
in summarising the criticism of myself,
that there has not heen a case to answer.
The reason is that no case has been
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raised in opposition to the action taken by
the Government at the behest of the Par-
liament of Western Australia.

HON. A. F, WATTS (Stirling—on
amendment) [(11.8]1: I understand that,
for the moment, we are discussing an
amendment moved by the Premier to
strike out all the words in this motion
except the first two, and it is certainly
not my intention to subscribe to those
words being struck out. I am prepared,
on this subject of the cessation of opera-
tions on railway lines, to censure the
Government at any opportunity that offers
because, as I have said right from the
beginning, I believe that the proposal is
one which is simply seeking to place the
onus of attempts at economy upon a small
section of the people in country districts,
leaving the rest of the State untouched.

So far as I am concerned, I will not
subscribe to anything of that nature, and
because I hold those views I do not pro-
pose to agree to the striking out of these
words in the motion. 1 will say, however,
that I would far sooner be debating a reso-
lution to rescind the mation that was car-
ried by this House on the 13th December
last year because I would suggest to you,
Sir, that that would have been a resolu-
tion—if carried—for the rescission of that
motion, which would have had some effect
on the decision that was ruled by this
House on the 13th December last. How-
ever, the opportunity has not been, and
cannot vet be, afforded to me to discuss
that motion, of which I have given notice.
Therefore there are many things that I
could say in regard to this matter which
would be far better kept until the oppor-
tunity comes to discuss that motion which
I say I regard as of far greater importance
than the one before us.

I do not believe it is possible at any
time to make railways pay in Western
Australia. I believe that is is possible to
minimise the losses and to reduce the
present-day losses that are made on those
railways. I suggest to you, Sir, that the
population of this State and the circum-
stances of this State at present—its area
and so forth—make it virtually imprac-
ticable to run a railway system—especially
such a one as we have, which I believe was
not very well designed in the early days
and therefore has probably added to the
operational costs—other than at a loss.
Let us look at the returns of the Austra-
lian States for the financial year ended the
30th June, 1956, in regard to this matter.

We find that Western Australia with a
population per mile of railway line of 162
persons, had s net deflcit of £4,600,000.
New South Wales, however, with a popula-
tion of 570 persons per mile of line, or
very nearly four times the Western Aus-
tralian figure, succeeded in making a de-
ficit of £8,000,000, or nearly twice the
Western Australian figure: while Victoria

with 567 persons to the mile of line—once
again nearly four times that of Western
Australin—had a net deficit of £4,300,000
in that same year. Queensland, with 212
persons to the mile of line—a matter of
50 more than Western Australia to each
mile—had a deficit of £5,500,000; and
South Australia with 319 persons to the
mile of line—or approximately twice the
number in Western Australia—made a
deficit of £4,200,000.

S0, when one takes into consideration
the sparseness of population to the mile of
railway—and as I have already said I
think that some early errors were made
in the design of our railway system in this
State—and has regard to the very con-
stiderable distances particularly, even by
comparison with the other States I have
mentioned, over which diversified trafic
has to be handled, then I suggest there is
nothing astonishing in the fact that West-
ern Australa is making a loss, because a
loss is being made in some degree compar-
ablie to, and in other States less than, the
loss of Western Australia, But a loss is
being made in every State of the Com-
monwealth.

So I refuse to accept the fact that be-
cause there is a loss we should say that
we are going to inconvenience and em-
barrass a great number of people in the
rural distriets, That is the line I took
in December, and it is the line I am tak-
ing now. As far as I am concerned—I
said it then and I repeat now—Parlia-
ment should not have passed the resolu-
tion which was carried in this House on
the 13th December unitil the people con-
cerned had been acquainted with the
alternative proposals and been given an
opportunity to say whether they were
satisfactory to them, and an opportunity
to discuss with their representatives what
the effect would be on them. So that
if they were content—as might have heen
possible in those circumstances; I do not
know—with the alternative proposals,
then in some cases the resolution might
have been accepted. But no such thing
was done.

As the Minister for Transport has
pointed out, the first speaker from the
benches on my right, my hon. friend the
member for Blackwood, supported the
motion without the slightest question as
to any paragraph being added to it mak-
ing it subject to anything. So far as the
hon. gentleman was concerned, it was car-
ried as it stood because there was no sug-
gestion at that time that there was going
to be any restriction or limitation on it.
The only other hon. member who spoke
on that debate from among my f{riends
on my right was the member for Ned-
lands, and it was he who moved the
amendment. Up to a point the amend-
ment was excellent in its terms but it did
not cure what was fundamental in the
motion that was carried; to wit, that the
rallway lines were to cease operation.
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The Premier: That-is the point.

Hon. A. F. WATTS: It simply said that
it was subject to the Government ensur-
ing increased efficiency in the overhaul-
ing and reorganising of the metropolitan
system. Those two points would not have
helped people whose lines were to be
.closed; it would not have helped them at
all. As I saw the position, it did not have
the slightest effect on the 842 miles of
line, so far as these people were concerned
in regard to these miles of line. The only
one that could have helped was one that
said it should not discontinue certain
country rail services without first ensur-
ing a satisfactory system of road trans-
port. I have already said that I was not
going to accept, and I will not accept now,
a system which merely says to these
people “You are going to have an alter-
native transport system bui heaven knows
what it will be.”

That is the position in some cases even
at the present moment. On the 13th De-
cember it was even worse than it is at
‘present because nobody knew at all what
the propositions were going to he, As I
sgid, the motion should never have been
carried in this Parliament unless there
had first of all been given to the people
concerned a complete statement of the
alternative road iransport with which
they would bhe supplied if their railway
lines were to be closed.

It is true that when the motion was

first debated in the Legislative Council it -

came to this House undetermined so far
a5 the Legislative Council was concerned.
It carried a paragraph that the Legislative
Couneil would defer it until it had heen
dealt with by this House and until the
Government had produced, in respect of
each separate line of railway, a definite
pla.lt;.l of road construction and rpad frans-
port.

Had that motion been insisted upon
subsequently in the Legislative Counecil,
I venture to say that none of the lines
would have been closed up to this stage
because Parliament would not have car-
ried the motion; it would have deferred
it. In the meantime we might have got
information and might have been in a
position to acquaint our constituents in
the areas concerned with the situation and
obtain from them thelr considered
opinion, because it was a well-known fact
that it was the policy of the Government,
as has been stated in the pre-election cam-
paign and in this House since, that they
were not going {0 undertake the cessation
of railway operations without the consent
of Parliament. In consequence, I have no
doubt, and I had no doubt then, that had
this resolution not been carried, the ques-
tion of closing railway lines as it now
stands would not have been in existence.

During his speech the Minister for
Transport stated that the proposals which
have been put forward are satisfactory in

every case so far as he is concerned, I
have only two railway lines in my district
that were the subject of this resolution.
One is the Elleker-Nornalup railway line.
That was to be closed firstly on the 1st
March: then it was postponed until the
1st April. Subsequently a deputation was
taken by me to the Premier from the Den-
mark Road Board and in the net resul
the closure was postponed until the 1st
May.

In the meantime the Transport Board
visited the district and discovered, I be-
lieve, that there were considerably more
problems there to be handled than appear-
ed at first sight. What they came back
and reported I do not know, and I have
not been told until tonight of the reason
for that decision to be deferred uniil, at
the earliest, the 30th September. I cer-
tainly got a letter from the Premier say-
ing that would be so, but I have not been
told any reason for it uniil tonight. So
far as I was concerned I was told that, for
the time being, it was not closed.

In regard to the Gnowangerup-Ongerup
line, the other onhe in my district concerned,
the Minister for Transport, in regard to
railways generally, gave the impression
hoth in December and tonight that the
quantity of traffic to be carried on those
lines is in the vicinity of hundredweights
per week. I would like to tell this House
that bhetween mid-January and mid-June
there were three trains per week fully
loaded which travelled between Ongerup,
the terminal of that line, and Gnow-
angerup.

At that time there were still 2,000 tons
of freight at Ongerup which had not been
lifted. So that is a district—because the
Minister made no exceptions—which car-
ries only a few hundredweights per week!
As a matter of fact there were at least
40,000 tons of freight to be moved ogver
that line and it was to be clesed on the
1st July. Again I do not know the reasons
why it has not been proceeded with.

On the 17th June I received the follow-
ing letter from the Transport Board:-—

Further to recent correspondence
and discussions relative to the above
Ongerup-Gnowangerup railway, the
tentative date for cessation of the rail-
way service, namely lst July next, has
noi been confirmed. The position re-
garding the transport of grain and
fertilisers is to be discussed further in
detail at a general conference on
Thursday next and will have some
bearing on the ultimate decision as to
the date of railway service termina-
tion. I will therefore need to advise
vou later of an amended date.

At present I still do not know what that
date is, but at the end of that letter, this
is stated—

The Main Roads Department is fully
au fait with requirements and has pro-
grammed to meet any demands likely
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to be made upon the roads. Certain
work is to be undertaken early in the
new finanecial year. The whole pro-
gramme will be spread over three or
four years, and when completed will
provide a high standard of conditions
on the roads affected.

On the following day, therefore, I wrote to
the Commissioner of Main Roads. I
quoted that paragraph and asked him if he
would be good enough to advise what was
the programme in the next financial year
to which the Transport Board referred,
and what was the programme spread over
three or four years which, when completed,
would provide a high standard of condi-
tions on the roads affected.

Under date the 25th June, this was the
reply I received. After acknowledging the
letter the commissioner went on to say—

I cannot be presumptuous in giving
detailed advice at this time of the
year of what our proposals will be In
the 1957-58 financial year. As you
know our programme is produced early
in the financial year and then receives
examination and consideration by the
Minister for Works, In a way, pre-
sumption must also be refrained from
in regard to forward planning as our
funds are subject to Commonwealth
legislation. Further, the Government
has apreed that on the principal roads
in certain areas where railways are
discontinued, the Department’s normal
programme of important works is to be
accelerated.

As between those two communications it
must be agreed there is a great gulf fixed.
I first of all sent the paragraph from the
Transport Board to the local authority con-
cerned. Then I was obliged to send in
this communiecation in which I got no in-
formationn at all, s0 we still do not know.
Supposing the decision to close this line
goes on, and there is nothing to say it will
not, only that a date is not yet fixed, we
still do not know what the road programme
is going to be.

In an area, not where there are a few
hundredweights of freight to be carried per
annum but where there will be at least
30,000 to 50,000 tons and possibly more
depending on seasonal conditions of
course, to be carried over the road struc-
tures in this year, and that is one way
only, we still do not know the road pro-
gramme. Added to that must be the
trafic which comes in and which I suppose
is half the amount I quoted at the very
least. So the net result of this resolu-
tion which was carried in December, so
far as I am concerned, is that the Gov-
ernment was authorised to close the rall-
ways with a request verbally that it should
later provide us with detailed information
of road and rail transport, which it has
not done.

That is the only part, which is substan-
tiated by this correspondence, to whichk I
can attach any importance whatsoever.
As 1 have repeatedly said, the whole
trouble was that the resolution carrying
the words “that the railways listed in Ap-
pendix B should be discontinued” was as-
sented to by both Houses of Parliament.
Howeyer, I have already said that there are
many more things that I shall say when
the opportunity comes before me to move
the motion to rescind that resolution,
which I certainly propose to do, and to
give this House considerable reasons why,
in our opinion, that should be done.

I would like to say that I did not hide
under a bushel when I came to the de-
cision that that was the only course to be
taken in the matter, I stated publicly a
fortnight ago and it was duly published in
the Press—the '“Daily News,” I think—
of Saturday week and also over the net-

- work of the A.B.C. that I proposed to move

such a motion and, I would, as I said,
have far more preferred to deal with
the matter in that resolution than this
one. However, for the reasons I have
given, I have felt from the beginning, and
still feel, that the Government has heen
unwise in taking this action of rail closure
instead of seeking to solve the problem by
other means, and I do not propose to as-
sist in striking out the words in this
motion.

MR. ROSS HUTCHINSON (Cotiesloe—
on amendment) [11.31]; Very early in my
speech I should like to say I do believe
the Government is deserving of censure
because of the stand it has taken in regard
to the railways closure resolution passed
in the House last session, and I oppose the
Premier’s amendment to delete certain
words and to add some unspecified words
at a later stage, It is rather remarkable
that the Government, through its
speakers, the Premier and the Minister for
Transport, has been at some pains to dis-
count the amendments that were moved
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
last session. The original motion was not
carried. The resolution that was carried
has in it three provisions, and, I submit,
that makes it part of the motion.

In their speeches, the Premier and the
Minister for Transport made very little
reference to it and, indeed, they made no
attempt to give the House details of any
of the steps that had been taken to ensure
increased efficiency in the workshops or
railway administration generally. They
gave very meagre accounts of the type of
replacements that item (b} in the original
motion requested, and like reference was
made {to the overhauling and reorganisa-
tion of the metropolitan Government
passenger transport services, with a view
to reducing the deficit on these services.
These amendments are extremely impor-
tant; they are so important, that had it
not been for their inclusion, this motion
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would not have passed through both
Houses of Parliament. It would have
passed in this House by virtue of the Gov-
ermment’s majority, but I submit it would
not have passed through another place.

The Minister for Education: How do you
know?

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I am suggest-
Ing this, because of something that took
place prior to our debating this particular
motion. It will be remembered that it was
brought down in another place and, as a
result of the discussion, all words in line
1 of the motion down to and including the
word “operated” in line 10 were struck
g:lt.].and the following words were inserted

feu:—

the discontinuance and cessation of
operation of the railways referred to
in Appendix “B" for the reasons men-
tioned in Appendix “A” be deferred:

(a) until after they have been con-
sidered and & decision made by
the Legislative Assembly, and

until after the Government has
brought forward definite separ-
ate proposals in respect of the
area served by each railway—of
road transport and roads in lieu
of rail services.

It is logical to assume, I think, that sup-
port in another place would not have been
forthcoming from those Liberal members
who, at this stage, had been responsible for
passing the motion, if the three amend-
ments carried in this Chamber had not
been incorporated in it. Certainly, it is
rather remarkable to find the Government
rejecting this out of hand and actually
going forward as if the amendments were
not therein.

In his speechi the Minister for Transport
made some very hot-headed statements,
and I feel some of those words should be
put into proper perspective. I hope to be
able to prove just how worthless were many
of his assertions. However, prior to doing
that, I would say that the motion moved
this evening by our leader, among other
things, seeks to censure the Government
because it has failed to honour an election
promise that no railway lines were to cease
operation or be pulled up withoui on-the-
spot discussions with local authorities and
other people concerned.

That brings me to the election promise
made by the Premier and read out by the
Leader of the Opposition this evening. In
the campaign for the Murchison seat in
November, 1952, among other promises
made by the present Premier, was one thai
better railway services would be given to
the Murchison electorate. Again, a prormise
was made that no railway lines were to
cease operation without adequate on-the-
spot discussions by Ministers with local
governing authorities and other people con-
cerned, and not even then unless Cabinet
and Parliament first approved.

0

In trying to explain that away, the Min-
ister for Transport said that it was resolved
on the part of the Government not te
have on-the-spot discussions with the
people concerned, or the local government
authority, It was resolved not to do that,
but, instead of consuiting the people, those
people had parliamentary representatives
and that the opinion of those parliamen-
tary representatives would be obtained. Of
what use is it to obtain the views of these
parliamentary representatives that were
concerned? Does the House remembper
what happened when these parliamentary
representatives attempted to give their
views on rail closures? Do members recall
what happened when they did not vote
on the rail closures? It is history that
they were placed on the carpet in Mr,
Chamberlain’s office at Trades Hall, and
they were really whipped into line. .

The Minister for Mines: Your imagina-
tion is running away with you.

Mr, ROSS HUTCHINSON: There is no
imagination about it, and it brings up a
very vital principle indeed. Here we have
the present Minister for Transport saying
that the Government would get the
views of the parliamentary repre-
sentatives in those regions instead of
having on-the-spot discussions with
local governing authorities and people
concerned, prior to the railway lines being
closed. Yet when the representatives en-
deavoured to show in some way that they
disapproved—and indeed one hotly dis-
approved of the action being taken by the
Government with regard to a certain line—

Mr. May: I didn’t.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I am not
talking about the hon. member.

Mr. May: Yes, because I am one that
you presumed was on the carpet.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I am not
talking about the hon. member.
Mr. May: You included &1l five of us.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I will read it.
Here it is.

Mr. May: I did not vote against it or
speak against it.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I am not ac-
cusing the hon. member.

Mr. May: You are using your imagina-
tion.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I am not. I
am going to read this newspaper article
and the hon. member can deny ihe truth
of that.

Mr., May: I would if it came from “The
West Australian.” I would deny anything
in that case.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I would also
like to bring out the fact that behind all
this there is a-.very vital principle of
someone outside Parliament whipping
parliamentarians into line hecause they do
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not follow the lines set up by the Trades
Hall people. That is one of the rocks on
which the Queensland Government will
founder,

The Minister for Education: The Bonhnie
Rock!

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: Members op-
posite will not find anything to laugh about.
There is a lot behind this Lahour Party at
present about which members opposite are
not pleased. Someone tonight was talking
about the smooth political waters of the
Labour Party. But there are a lot of under-
currents at present—and trouble for
them is just arpund the corner! As
a result of the parliamentary repre-
sentatives doing their job and disap-
proving of the action of the Govern-
ment with regard to the rail closures, they
were put on the carpet and whipped into
line, and no one can deny that. I believe
—here I am not on really solid ground, but
I believe—that one would really have had
to see and hear what went on in that
Chamber to believe it.

Mr. May: One of these days I will tell
you.

The Minister for Mines: Your inform-
ant was wide of the mark.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: This is what
the Press had to say about the incident.
This article was written by the political
writer of “The West Australian"—C. E.
Menagh—and it is headed, “ALP. Puts
Pive on the Mat.” It reads as follows:—

The State Executive of the Aus-
tralian Lahour Party has yet to decide
what action it will take against five
Labour M's.L.A. who refrained from
voting for a Government rail-closure
motion in the Legislative Assembly on
December 14 last.

Mr. May: That is completely wrong.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The hon.
membher can get up and deny it afterwards.

Mr. May: I am doing so now.

Mr. Court: You tell us the truth. We
would like to hear.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: We would like
to hear all ahout it. This article con-
tinues—

The ALP. intends to insist, however,
that no matter how safe a Government
measure may be, party members must
vote for it, irrespective of whether this
will dto them harm in the electorate
or not.

By jove, there is a lot behind that! This
is the same point on which the pres-
ent Queensland Labour Government is
foundering. The article contihues—

The State Executive last night
again deferred to decision on action
against the five members—Messrs., T.
Evans (Kalgoorlie), E. M. O’Brien
{(Murchison), W. Sewell, (Geraldton),
J. Hall {Albany) and H. May {Collie).

It is probable that the executive
will make a decision at its next meet-
ing on March 25, when the general
seeretary (Mr. F. E. Chamberlain)
will have returned from the biennial
conference of the A.L.P. in Brisbane.

Mr. Court: The Premier is getting wor-
ried, because he has a couple of pairs
tonight.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: The article
continues, under the sub-heading of ‘“Not
Accepled”’—

An explanation by Messrs. Hall,
May and O’Brien that they were
paired when the vote was taken has
not been accepted as a valid excuse
hecause they paired with Liberal
members who were supporters of the
motion.

It is probable that these three and
Mr. Sewell, who explained that there
was some confusion at the time the
vote was taken, will be reminded that
they will be expected in future to
honour the party pledge and support
all measures agreed to by Caucus.

If a recommendation by executive
officers is accepted, this requirement
will be read out in Caucus and at all
district council meetings of the party
within the State.

The proposed recommendation re-
hukes Mr. Evans for having spoken
and voted against the motion.

The position of Mr., Evans must have
been very insecure and is possibly insecure
at present, and it could be partly because
of this. The article goes on—

The present intention is to inform
him that if he offends again, drastic
action will be taken against him by
the executive.

- The Minister for Education: Nothing to
what Arthur Watts will do to you chaps.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: That should
show everybody concerned, and it should
show the public what is the worth of the
word of Labour parliamentary repre-
sentatives who endeavour to dissociate
themselves from any action the Govern-
ment might take. In this particular in-
stance they were endeavouring to do the
right thing and represent their people.
The Minister for Transport said there was
no need toc have on-the-spot discussions
because the parliamentary representatives
were there. But, of course, they were not
able to represent their local people, be-
cause they were whipped into line—well
and truly whipped into line, And that is
a denial of the democratic set-up here
and a denial of the parliamentary system.

Mr. Comell: This is the second time
these members have been censored!

Mr. Court: The only difference is that
they could win this on a vote. They could
not win the last one.
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Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: 1 do not in-
tend to say very much more, because the
ground has been pretiy well covered. But
it was fairly obvious from the start that
no motion was needed by the Government
to enable it to take this action. The Gov-
ernment could have taken the action re-
quired to discontinue these lines. The only
consideration that possibly caused the
Government to take the action it did was
that it was an election promise. But that
is only one very small part of the election
promises. Certainly no on-the-spot dis-
cussions were held, and the parliamentary
representatives were not able to do their
work—not the Labour ones anyway. In
ahy event, when this motion was passed,
noe notice was taken of it, and the Govern-
ment took its own course of action with-
out paying any regard to the amendments
moved.

The Minister for Mines: Those were only
afterthoughts.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I am sur-
prised that the Minister should say that,
because they were considered amendments.
I do not know whether the Government’s
sole reason for introducing the motion was
its election promises. It could have heen
to seek permission of the House but, as I
have said, that was not necessary. A part-
reason—as has been suggested—might
have been that the motion was introduced
to drive another wedge between the
Liberals and the Country Party and al-
ready the Premier has said that there does
not seem to be much necessily for that,
although whether this is true or not re-
mains t¢ be seen. Another reason—I hope
it is a true one—could have been that the
Government wanted to see what sort of
reaction members of the Opposition would
have to the proposal. It could have been
that the Government welcomed construc-
tive critlcism,

The Minister for Education: We have
not heard much of that tonight.

Mr. ROSS HUTCHINSON: I hope that
is a part-reason because the amendments
moved contained sound and solid common-
sense. The Liberal Party did not take
upon itself the right to deny the Govern-
ment the opportunity it was making to do
something towards solving the railway
problem. The Liberal Party decided that
it would support the motion, subject to
the three amendments with which we are
all familiar, and in no way since that time
has the Liberal Party deviated from that
course. When it is suggested that a somer-
sault has taken place, that is far from the
truth. The motion, as passed, is there for
all to read and when the smokescreen
clears away, I think an unbiassed observer
will see it in that way.

There can be no doubt that the amend-
ments are part of the motion and if any
action is to be taken on the motion that
action should be taken on the amendments

also. But I repeat that the Government
has not yet shown us what action has been
taken to comply with the amendments
that were agreed to. It is obviously un-
fair that economies in the Western Aus-
tralian Government Rallways should be ef-
fected by imposing on a few people who
are assisting to develop the outback of
Western Australia, a burden the weight
of which should fall on all sections of the
community equally.

I conclude by saying that the Govern-
ment is very deserving of censure because
it has not honoured the undertakings in-
cluded in the motion and has failed to
overhaul the railway adminlstration as the
motion requested. All that remains for me
to say is that the amendment moved by the
Premier to delete most of the words of
the censure motion is just one of the hack-
neyed courses that he has taken on many
past occasions to try to throw a smoke-
sereen over the original motion. I oppose
the amendment.

MR. PERKINS (Roe—on amendment)
[11.551: As the hour is growing late I do
not desire to delay the House for long but
to take this opportunity of disabusing the
mind of the Minister for Transport of any
idea he may hold that the alternative ser-
vices being provided in districts where rail
services have been suspended are satisfac-
tory. There is a very strong feeling of re-
sentment among the people of the districts
formerly served by lines on which the ser-
vices have recently been suspended, be-
cause they feel that the Government has
made them the seapegoats for froubles
which are far more fundamental in the
Railway Department and which have still
to be faced up to netwithstanding the
closing of these 800-odd miles of line,

I helieve the Treasurer of the State is
going still to have plenty of trouble from
the Railway Department and the closing of
services on this 842 miles of lines will have
but a trifling effect compared with some
of the other reforms that I think will have
to be made by the Government, sooner or
later, with regard to the Railway Depart-
ment. I do not wish to discuss those
aspects at length tonight but to take this
opportunity of voleing that feeling of re-
sentment which I am sure any members
going to those districts and meeting the
people concerned will realise is very deep.

It so happens that the people of those
areas who are being asked to bear this
added burden are probably those whose
position least enables them to carry it
and hence the very strong opposition from
those of us who represent country districts:
in regard to the policy that has been fol-
lowed. The Minister for Transport and
the Premier quoted various figures from
Railway Department reports, but I think a
great many members of this House are be-
ginning to be suspicious of the soundness
of some of the reports emanating from the
Railway Department.
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The Premier himself gave some indica-
tion of his doubts about the Railway De-
_partment reports when he said that if some
further expert was called in to report on
that department the State might be faced
with a recommendation for further capital
expenditure in order to bring the depart-
ment up to date. Surely there is some
approach to the problem other than that!
I do not wish to discuss all those problems
at this late hour but rather to deal with
the position as it affects the country dis-
tricts formerly served by the lines on which
traffic has been suspended—I hope only for
the time being.

Something has been said tonight about
the alternative services, but in order to give
members an idea of the difficulties facing
people in the districts concerned, I will
read portion of a letter which I received
from the branch of the Farmers' Union at
Bulyee, which is about halfway between
Corrigin and Brookfon, It says—

The railway freighter road bus con-
tinues to run on Thursdays and back
Fridays but this cannot handle skins,
poultry, etc. After representations to
the Transport Board permission for a
private contractor at unattractive
freight rates has been obtained, but
sooner than pay freight on a rail plus
basis a voluntary service of farmers has
been instituted on Mondays in place of
the train as far as Bulyee to hring bread
and mails. At the moment we are
battling for fulfllment of the promise
of a subsidised service at no extra
cost for the first year. We feel entitled
to a rail freight truck once a week on a
through freight basis.

I am sure members will recall that during
the previous debate this promise was made
to people living in those distriets, and that
at least for the first year they would re-
ceive a service at no greater cost than the
one they had received from the railways.

Of course, so far as the Brookton-
Corrigin line is concerned the Monday
train has been cut out because railway
services on that line have ceased, and no
alternative service has been provided on
Mondays. The settlers themselves have
arranged that alternative service. Mem-
bers will have noted in the Press the ser-
vice which was started on the Katanning-
Pingrup line.

Probably the department was rather
unfortunate that the suspension of rail-
way services took place during the
wet period. I would not say that it
was abnortmally wet because naturally dur-
ing the winter months we expect to have
these storms passing through, and if we
are to have a proper service for the peaple
in these distriets, we expect it to function
during wet periods as well as dry periods.
But when that service was Instituted
neither the passenger freighter bus nor the
road truck got through to Pingrup. That
naturally created a bad impression among
the people of the district.

I am receiving numerous complaints
about the service being provided along the
Lake Grace-Hyden line now that the rail-
way service has been suspended. We were
assured that steps were being taken to have
the roads brought up to a condition which
would make them capable of carrying these
alternative road services. The people in
these areas guickly found out that that is
not so and while some work was being
done on the roads, the services were sus-
pended hefore much could be done. The
roads have not been capable of carrying a
road transport service which will provide a
suitable alternative to the rail service.

Because of the difficulties which have
arisen so soon after the suspension of these
railway services, residents of the districts
concerned are beginning to wonder what
the future holds. Admittedly, arrange-
ments were made by the Railway Depart-
ment to shift the grain remaining in the
bins on the lines that were being closed,
and also arrangements were made to com-
plete the carting of super necessary for
the current season. But so far as I know,
no definite arrangements have been made
as yet about the cartage of grain from those
sidings next season. Judging by the at-
titude of the Minister for Transport up to
date, he does not contemplate reopenirg
the lines so that the grain can be shifted
from the bins next season and I can
imagine that a great deal of planning will
be necessary if there is to be no chaos in
the handling of the next harvest.

I think I mentioned, when the previous
motion was before the House, that in the
grain producing areas the position is par-
ticularly difficult because the whole of the
farming technigque has been bhuilt up on
the basis of the farmer bheing able to de-
liver to the bins provided at the sidings
situated close handy to their properties
during the rush harvest period. The
farmers’ equipment is designed for that
purpose and it is not designed to cart over
longer distances to some other railhead.
Further than that, the whole bulkhandling
system can be thrown out of gear if too
many farmers decide to change the point
of delivery of their harvest.

Mr. Ackland: Under the Bulk Handling
Act, a farmer must deliver to the nearest
delivery point.

Mr. PERKINS: That is another point.
Even if some latitude were allowed in that
direction, it would raise a great many diffi-
cuities and, in my opinion, a major problem
would still have to be tackled. Let us sup-
pose that for the next harvest farmers con-
tinued to deliver to the existing bins. What
arrangements witl be made for transferring
the harvest from those bins, which will
then be off the line, to the railing point?

Hon. D. Brand: That is something we
have not been told.
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Mr. PERKINS: No one knows anything
about it; and one can imagine the un-
easiness among farmers in those areas.
The Lake Grace-Hyden line is a good
example in this instance. I{ is one of those
lines which reach out into the newer parts
‘of the State now being opened up and there
are a great many new settlers developing
farms in that area. One would have
thought that this was a line which would
be regarded by the Railway Department as
a feeder bringing in the produce in order
to obtain that concentration of freight on
the main lines of the State. But it is one
of the lines on which the railway service
has been suspended. I have been informed
by the Transport Board that it is proposed
to shift the grain from Pederah, Karlgarin
and Hyden sidings into EKondinin. EKon-
dinin is quite a suitable siding but has only
the ordinary grain receiving facilities.

S0 one can imagine the extra cost involved
if farmers have to pay for a make-shift
system of loading out of the bins at the
former sidings of Pederah, Karlgarin and
Hyden. Instead of the grain being loaded
into the railway trucks it will have fo be
loaded into motor trucks, transported into
Kondinin and then transferred through the
ordinary small elevators which are used
for the receiving of farmers’ grain. In
those circumstances one can easily imagine
that as well as the extra costs of road
transport as against railway transport,
farmers will be faced with an additional
charge for the double handling of their
grain.

As one goes further south on that par-
ticular line, the position becomes even
worse. I have heen informed by the Trans-
porl, Board that it proposes to deliver
from the sidings of Pingaring, Dornock,
Wardercarrin and Kuender, down through
the Lake Grace line. Pingaring is the
largest of those sidings which serves a
very big area to the east of it. The nearest
siding on the Newdegate-Lake Grace line
to Pingaring is Burngup. This is one sid-
ing that has a reasonably good road lead-
ing down fto it.

I can assure the Minister for Works
that if it is proposed to cart grain from
perhaps Pingaring and Dornock down
to Burngup, the Main Roads De-
partment will need to do a great
deal of work on that road. It is most un-
fortunate ' that at Burngup at present
there is no bulkhandling installation
whatever. Who is going to pay the cost
of providing some facilities there for the
transference of the harvest from the other
stidings I have mentioned? Or is it pro-
posed that the road transport trucks are
going to pass their nearest siding on the
existing railway line and carry on further
towards Lake Grace?

For my pari, I mention these points
merely to show the chaotic condition that
exists at present. Because of this we, who
represent the districts concerned, cannot

give any firm opinion to the residents of
those districts when they inquire what the
position is likely to be at the next harvest.
In those circumstances, I believe that the
Government has been unduly hasty in
taking the action that it has. Further,
there is probably less justification for the
cessation of services on the Lake Grace-
Hyden line than on almost any other
branch line in this State that one can
think of.

I know the agricultural areas of West-
ern Australia fairly well and I think I am
justified in saying that there is a greater
extent of new country being developed
adjacent to that railway line than there
is along almost any other line in the State,
not excepting some of the country repre-
sented by the Leader of the Country Party.
There is a vast area there available for
seitlers and I have been most anxious for
the Minister for Transport and the Min-
ister for Railways to inspect that country
at first hand, because it is of little use one
looking at maps in Perth. To gain a
proper appreciation of the problems in-
volved one has to see these areas for one-
self to realise what the district represents.

‘There is a railway map on the wall of
the Chamber at present and if any mem-
ber cares to look at it he will see how vital
a line such as this is if the agricultural

-areas of Western Australia are to continue

to develop. By the Government following
this policy, does it mean that it is writing
off the future agricultural development of
Western Australia? I take my hat off to
those new seftlers in most districts because
of the difficulties they are facing and over-
coming at present. The Premier will re-
call that I have brought to him at least
one deputation, apart from making other
representations asking that the credit
facilities of the Rural & Industries Bank
should be made zvailable to the settlers in
these new distriets in order to give them
some sort of a chance to get on their feet
to develop the grain-growing areas of
Western Australia in the same way as
earlier generations of farmers have done
before them.

Unfortunately, practically no exira as-
gistance has been given to these men and,
in the great masajority of instances, they
are having a very hard struggle. In such
circumstances, one can imagine how dis-
couraging it is for men, who are already
pioneering new country and facing great
diffieulties, to find that their railway line
is to be closed. Members should appreciate
that in most of our wheat and sheep areas,
it is necessary to concentrate on the grow-
ing of grain for a few years before the land
can be developed for stock-raising.

From time to time advice has been given
that possibly over much of our agricultural
country, the production of wool offers at
least as many opportunities as the pro-
duction of grain. On the other hand, how-
ever, the production of grain will always
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play a very important part in the farming
operations in those districts. Therefore,
these farmers could be very valuable pro-
ducers of freleht for the Rallway Depart-
ment. It seems to me that the Govern-
ment has adopted a policy of despair in
dealing with the problems of the Railway
Department in the way it has done.

1 appreciate the difficulties that the
Premier, as Treasurer, is facing but surely
when we are beset with such great diffi-
culties, it is no excuse for losing our sense
of balance and taking, in my opinlon, such
precipitate and unwarranted action as has
been taken in recent weeks. It has also
been said by the Minister for Transport
tonight that the farming community in
some areas where the services of the rail-
way branch lines have heen discontinued,
has not been making use of the rallway
services available. So far as these outer
grain-producing areas are concerned, I
can assure the Minister that that state-
ment {s not well based because I cannot
imagine any settler in that ares carting
any great quantity of produce by road
while rail services are available to him.

Again T say that if members will look at
the map on the wall of this Chamber, they
will realise that the distances involved are
too great for a farmer to carry any large
quantity of produce. In all the circum-
stances, I felt that I could not miss this
opportunity at least to assure the Minister
for Transport that the alternative ar-
rangements that have been made to date
are far from satisfactory and unless a
great change takes place in the near fu-
ture, it does appear that an even worse
position is likely to develop hefore the
next harvest is moved from those particu-
lar areas.

MR. CORNELL (Mt. Marshall-on
amendment) [12.20 am.]l: I do not pro-
pose to indulge in lengthy discussion on
this motion because, like the Leader of the
Country Party, I think that anything we
in this corner of the House have to say
could, with profit, be left until another
motion which he has on the notice paper
is brought on in the not far distant fu-
ture. The discussion this evening has
taken on many and varied aspects; it has
run off the rails at times. My friend, the
member for Leederville, could not resist
the temptation to trot out his hobby horse
and have a crack at the farmers whom
he considers a favoured section of the
community. Of this favoured section he
contends that the wheatgrower is the
most favoured.

I understand that the Minister for
Works is an authority on this subject,
but I think it was said that when
the wind blew from the east, Ham-
let went mad. I think that any wind from
the wheatbelt does throw the member for
Leederville completely of balance! Sinece
the motion was agreed to by this House

in the dying hours of last session, a good
deal of water has run under the bridee,
and it has run in the direction forecast
by the Country Party. The railways have
been .closed Irrespective of the rather
genera] terms of the addendum which was
tacked on to the motion moved by the
Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party.

Railways have been closed, and, in many
cases, despite the assertion by the Minis-
ter for Transport to the contrary, no road
service has been offered at all in substitu-
tion. When I spoke to the motion in De-
cember last, I think I said that the attitude
of the Transport Board to the railway in
my particular area—and no doubt that at-
titude was consistent as regards areas in
other parts of the State—was to close the
railways because they would still get the
traflic anyhow; and the farmers would
merely be required to cart their produce
to the nearest continuing railhead.

That is what has happened. At Bura-
kin-Bonnie Rock farmers have been in-
formed that the goods offering are not
sufficient to justify any form of road
transport, and farmers, with the exception
of wheat and super would be required to
cart in the main to the Bencubbin line.
That has been confirmed, I understand, by
a tour carried out by the Leader and the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition in that
particular area. Accordingly, promises that
might have been made regarding the clos-
ures of the railways and the substitution
of some reasonable form of road trans-
port in compensation and in substitution
have not been kept.

The Minister for Transport: What have
they got to cart apart from wheat?

Mr. CORNELL: I will come to that pro-
bably tomorrow when the motion which
is to be moved by the Leader of the
Country Party is discussed. If the Min-
ister so wishes, I could, of course, pro-
crastinate as have some other members!
The Minister for Transport also went to
town on what he was pleased to {erm
the sabotaging of the railways by farmers.
He could have added, “and others,” be-
cause farmers are not the only ones who
use the road transport. As the member
for Roe has pointed out before, in the
areas affected by rail closures, the amount
of road transport that takes place is negli-
gible for the reasons he has already given.

The total earnings of the Burakin-
Bonnie Rock line, for instance, for the
yvear ended the 30th June, 1956, amounted
to £64,000—and by total earnings I mean
before the Railway Depariment appor-
tioned this figure as between that railway
and the remsainder of the system. That
works out at nearly £400 per farmer.
Obviocusly the gquantity of road transport
carried out by the farmers in that area is
practically negligible,

Whilst we are on the.subject of road
transport, it seems to me that quite apart
from the use of road transport by farmers,
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the Transport Board is responsible to a
great extent for this sabotaging to which
the Minister for Transport has referred,
in making available so readily permits to
road transport operators. So it would
seem that the Transport Board is aiding
and abetting in this so-called sabotaging.

The Minister for Transport: That is
usually the result of representations made
by members of Parliament.

Mr. CORNELL: If the Minister can tell
me of one occasion on which I made such
g representation, I will buy him a new
hat. Seeing that the Minister would like
specific information in regard to this mat-
ter of road transport I will quote one case
for him. Recently an oil company erected
a service station and depot in a town
in my electorate. Instead of the cement
for the floor and the yard of the depot
being mixed and laid on the spot, as
cone would think would happen, it was
brought up by road from Perth by the
Ready Mixed Concrete Company. I under-
stand that in one week-end alone the
vehicles belonging to the Ready Mixed
Concrete people did nearly 3¢ trips. In-
cidently, that did not complete the job.
So whilst there may be good reason for
that sort of thing, it would have to be very
good to satisfy me, because I am sure any-
one will agree that the concrete cement
could have been sent by rail, mixed in the
district on the job and laid by local or
imported labour.

The Country Party attitude to this ques-
tion of rail closures has always been that
it is a retrograde step, and during the in-
tervening period since the motion was
passed, our atfitude has remained unal-
tered. Like other private members, we are
at times oblized to accept this type of
motion, but this is one for which I will
vote without a great deal of enthusiasm
because, as I see it, it could have been
easily avgided. The non-implementation
of the condition attached to the motion,
in my view, was not very surprising, nor
was it surprising to certain other mem-
bers on the cross-benches. I feel it was
never really capable of any particular in-
terpretation because it was merely a mat-
ter of a point of view.

There are those who say these railways
should not be closed until the Government
does certain things and complies with
certain conditions. The Government, in
turn, hes said, "That is exactly what we
have done. We provided adequate sub-
stitute road transport. We have done
everything and provided the affected
farmers and residents with a comparable
system of road transport which will
give to them precisely what the

railways would have given had they
not been closed.” The members of
the L.C.L. do not take that view.

I do not either. As I said, the words added
to that motion were not capable of a
reasonable interpretation because they

could be twisted around, as was done by
the Government which declared that it
has abided by the terms of that resolution
to the letter.

As the Leader of the Country Party
pointed out, the speakers from the Liberal
Country League when this motion was be-
ing debated, were pretty sparse. From
the list which I have extracted, I find that
in this Chamber only three members on
that side of the House addressed them-
selves to the motion, and only four did
s0 in the Legislative Council. It would be
very pertinent to ask the members of that
party what their attitude would have been
on the motion without any amendment,
that is, whether rail closures shall or shall
not take place.

In my view certain members would have
supported the proposition whether the
conditions were moved by the member for
Nedlands or not. There was no doubt but
that the member for Blackwood, as has
been pointed out, declared uneguivocally
before the motion was amended that he
proposed to support it. The amendment
was moved at about 1.15 o'cleck in the
morning. It was not spoken to other than
by the member who moved it, and it was
aceepted by the Minister without a great
deal of cavil.

. The Minister for Transport: Another
interesting point was that the Country
Party move to delete the Nornalup line
was opposed by the Liberal members.

Mr. CORNELL: That is another point
I want to bring to the notice of the House.
During the debate the member for Darling
Range moved to delete one of the lines
specified in the motion; he moved to delete
the Elleker-Nornalup line. That was in
the nature of a test case. At that stage
we had ideas of going through the whole
list and deleting them one by one, but the
support we got for that proposition was
such that we, colloquially speaking, had to
give it away. We did not proceed with
that line of attack. The only members
who voted for that proposition were the
members of the Country Party.

The Minister for Transport: There were
no conditions attached at that stage
either.

Mr, CORNELL: None whatever. I should
state my point of view in particular and
that of the Country Party in general to
this motion. Had it been opposed and
had there been no conditions attached, it
was reasonable to assume it would still
have been passed by this House and by
anaother place. Therefore to come in at
this stage with a motion of censure on
the Government for implementing some-
thing to which some condition might have
been attached, but which had been passed
by Parliament, is rather Iate in order to
rectify a position which, in our view,
should never have arisen,
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I read in the Sydney “Bulletin” certain
fundamental facts which according to the
well-known New York columnist, Sulz-
berger, applied to diplomacy. He says that
in diplomacy there are four cardinal rules.
Rule one is to always keep the initiative;
rule two is to always exploit the inevit-
able: rule three is to always keep in with
the outs; rule four is never-to stand be-
tween a dog and a lamp post. I do not
know whether our friends in the Liberal
Party feel that they have not kept the
initiative, that they have not exploited the
inevitable, that they have not kept in with
the outs, or that they might have stepped
in between the dog and the lamp post. To
move a motion at this stage censuring the
Government for doing what had been
passed with the addition of some pious
addendum which was pretty indefinite, is
too late. They are my sentiments and I
want them io be on record.

MR, ACKLAND (Moore—on amend-
ment) [1237 a.m.]l: It is my intention to
support the motion moved by the Leader
of the Opposition and to oppose the
amendment suggested by the Premier.
Like my Leader, the member for Stirling,
and the member for Mt. Marshall I am of
the opinion that we have wasted many
hours this evening because this motion
was quite unnecessary although I am
ready to support anything which has the
possibility of retaining the railway lines
which are intended to be suspended.

I do know that the member for Stirling
gave at least 14 days’ notice through an
article in the Press of his intention to
move for the rescission of the resolution
which was passed by both Houses of Par-
liament. The Labour Party had heen quite
correct when its members stamped over
this State and mentioned in the Press
that they had a mandate from Parliament
to close the lines referred to. They also
said that they had a mandate by an over-
whelming majority of members of both
Houses. That is very deplorable in a State
of our size with a small population, a State
that has so great a potential, where every-
body including the Government is tryving
to encourage outside capital to develop it.

We, as a Parliament, by an overwhelm-
ing majority showed them that we have
no confidence in the future of this State.
We have introduced and passed a motion
which is one of contraction or drawing
in. We have passed a motion in which
we ourselves, the elected representatives
of the people of Western Australia, have
said “We have no confidence in the pro-
gress and prosperity of the State unless
it is wrapped up in the metropolitan
area.” The prosperity of this State is
dependent entirely on the outback country.

I have no intention to speak at any
length on this motion. Y am sorry that
the Minister for Raiiways is not here,

because at Cadoux he stated that the
Country Party members did not have suf-
ficlent interest to move amendments to
delete from the motion the various rall-
way lines that it was contemplated closing.
The member for Mt, Marshall has stated
what happened when we submitted the
first amendment, which was moved hy the
member for Darling Range. The member
for Mt., Marshall was not quite correct
when he stated that only members of the
Country Party voted for that amendment
because I have the division list in front of
me and I notice that the member for
South Perth and the member for Vasse
joined the Country Party on that oceasion.

When one looks at the division Ust and
sees the array of members whe voted
against the amendment, it is obvious that
we were only wasting time by going
through all the list of lines it was to close
and moving them one by one to be deleted
from the motion I think that the Minister
for Railway's remark was quite uncalled
for if he had known where he stood. He
also said publicly and in the Press that
I was not sufficiently interested to record
my vote when a division was taken. Early
in the evening I was sent out of this
Chamber in a division and told I was
paired for the whole evening with the
Minister for Mines and was not able to
vote during that evening.

The unfortunate part is that whether
the Whips were too tired or whether
the staff forgot—I do not know which—
both our names had been omitted from
that division list. However, an explana-
tion had been made and the Minister for
Railways must have known what the true
position was. This evening, the Minister
for Transport has twitted me for going
around the country and stirring up agita-
tion amongst the farmers, telling them
that 2,000 miles of railways were going to
be closed.

It was said in Parliament and is re-
corded in “Hansard”—I have not had
time to look it up—that this was only the
first section of 2,000 miles of railways
which were to be closed. We know it was
recommended by the committee which
made the report, which is as full of in-
accuracies as it is possible to be, that if
the Govermment had not heen intending
to close these railways and given instrue-
tions to bring in & report with the object
of closing them, it would have found these
inaccuracies. We will make further re-
ference to them when dealing with the
motion of substance which is to be moved
by the Leader of the Country Party.

The Minister for Transport: You may
rest assured there were no instructions.

Mr. ACKLAND: The Minister and other
members of Cabinet were lacking in a
sense of duty when they accepted such
untruths and such complete inaccuracies
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as appeared in that report. I will not deal
with them tonight as I intend to speak
on the other motion.

I want to have something to say about
the member for Leederville. He never
tires of showing his aniagonism and, I
think I could almost say, spleen, for the
farmers of Western Australia. I have not
had a chance of reading his script, and
if I am wronp, I will stand corrected.
However, I think this evening he was talk-
ing about the farmer being given a sub-
sidy for his wheat during the year 1947.
It does not matter which year it was. I
have perused and carefully studied the
balance sheet of the Australian Wheat
Board and it disclosed that for the 14 years
ending in the 1955 season, the wheat
farmers of Australia subsidised the people
of Australia to the extent of an average
of more than £15,000,000 a year over the
whole of that peried. The total sum is

somewhere  between  £210,000,000 and
£220,000,000.
Mr. Potter: Why don't they subsidise

the railways?

Mr, ACKLAND: It so happened that the
farmers could afford to pay the subsidy
because the price of wheat overseas was so
high, but in recent months the position is
entirely different and this meotion for dis-
continuing these lines is going to drive a
g_reat many wheatgrowers out of produc-
ion.

Mr. May: Don't you believe it.

Mr. ACKLAND: I say it is, because today
and since January of this year the price of
wheat has been gradually decreasing over.
seas until we are selling below cost of pro-
duction. We believe that the Japanese
agreement will somewhat improve the
position, but on top of that the farmers
have been subsidising the millers of West-
ern Australia. I wrote a letter to “The
West Australian" and they put in a lot of
stuff I had used over and over again, be-
cause I knew very well that if I talked
about wheat stabilisation, to which they
are opposed, they would print it.

Then again, I told them that during the
last four months, the farmers of Australia
had subsidised the milling industry to the
extent of over £1,000,000, so that 5,000 mill
hands could ke kept in employment and
also so we could compete with the sub-
sidised flour from the United States of
America and France in particular as well
as others. We have been selling wheat to
the millers for as much as 1s. 2d. below its
value on the overseas market, or as much
as 1s. 6d. below cost of production. T am
surprised that the Premier has so closely
associated himself in this matter with the
member for Leederville. They beth made
reference to the fact that the farmers ecan
no longer be subsidised. The farmers have
a subsidy scheme, but the Federal Govern-
ment has not contributed to the fund.

[41

Mr. Johnson: The State railways have
been subsidised a darned lot.

Mr., ACKLAND: The Commonwealth
Government has not contributed because
the farmers themselves have paid into a
wheat stabilisation scheme fund which, I
am afraid, will be depleted by .the end
of next year. But as the period of guaran-
tee will have ended, the Federal Govern-
ment will not have to honour any guaran-
tee as to price that it might have been
responsible for, in order to make up the
difference to the cost of production.

There is going to be a repetition at the
ends of the lines which are or have heen
closed as we have in the Lakes Distriet to-
day. I have a friend in the Lakes District
who I heard state at a meeting that, ex-
cept to the owner, the values of the farms
in that district were nil. If he died
tomorrow and bequeathed his property to
somebody, they would want to dig him
up and hand him back the responsibility,
for the simple reason that his property
had no value. We are having instances
of that taday where lines have been closed
kecause people who were interested in buy-
ing properties have lost all interest in them,
and the owners have no chance, whether
for health reasons or anything else, of dis-
posing of those properties.

I have one final thing to say, and that
is with reference to the obligations of the
Government. I believe that it will honour
the obligation it undertook to subsidise,
over a T-yvear period, “M” class goods; and
a lot of people believe it 'will subsidise
many other goods. On the average of the
past five years 4,000,000 bushels of wheat
have been grown along the lines that are
being closed. Realising that it will have
to go both by rail and road transport, if
the Transport Board gets people who are
prepared to cart wheat for 54d. per ton
mile as has been done in the Lakes dis-
grict, and if the Government honours its
cbligations and meets the extra handling
costs, it will cost on the average 8d. per
bushel, or £140,000 for the first year. If
it subsidises the super, which is another
“M” class commodity, I believe that that
£140,000 will be greatly increased.

There is another aspect, and that con-
cerns an alteration of the receival points
of wheat. Co-operative Bulk Handling has
storage for nearly 90,000,000 bushels
in Western Australia, It is far more than
is needed in handling a crop in this State.
The company has hohoured all its obliga-
tions under the Co-operative Bulk Hand-
ling Act and has put wheat at the natural
receival points, having established more
of these than is necessary in my opinion,
as ong of the directors of many years’
standing,

But there may be chaos at the new rail
terminals because of rail closuyres. It is
a responsibility cf this Government to
make the handling function satisfactorily.
Co-operative Bulk Handling will honour all
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its obligations under the Act. But there is
no justification for it and no obligation
on it to build other storage because of
this mad action of Parliament—and I say
that it is mad., I helieve that eventually
the Government—whether it be the one in
power today or a succeeding Government
—will reopen every one of these railways
because it will be in the interests of West-
ern Australia to do spo. I have asked
people in country districts not to lose hope,
not to pull up their stakes and get out.

Mr. Potter: They would not do so, any-
way.

Mr. ACKLAND: The hon. member would
be surprised! I will tell him tomorrow of
something they have already done. I he-
lieve that the Premier has enough interest
in Western Australia—I believe he has
as much as I have—to see the folly
of what has been done, not by the
Labour Party, but by this Parliament, he-
cause what has been done could not have
been done without the assistance of the
people who sit in opposition in this House.

Amendment (to strike out words) put
and a division taken with the following
result:—

Ayes ... 25
Noes ... 18
Majority for .. q
Ayes,
Mr. Andrew Mr, Marshall
Mr. Evans Mr. Moir
Mr. Gafly . Mr. Norton
Mr, Graham Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Hall Mr. O'EBrien
Mr. Hawke Mr. Potter
Mr. Heal Mr. Rhatigan
Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Sewell
Mr. Jamleson Mr. Sleeman
Mr, Johnson Mr. Toms
Mr. Kelly Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Lapham Mr, May
Mr, Lawrence (Teller.)
Noes.
Mr. Ackland Mr. W. Manning
Mr. Bovell Sir Ross McLarty
Mr, Brand Mr. Nalder
Mr. Cornell Mr. Oldfleld
Mr. Court Mr. Owen
Mr, Grayden Mr. Perkins
Mr. Hearmen Mr. Watts
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Wild
Mr, Mann Mr. I. Manning
{Teller.}
Pairs.
Ages. Noes.
Mr. Rodoreda Mr. Thorn
Mr. Hosar Mr. Roberts
Mr. Brady Mr, Crommelin

Amendment thus passed.

THE PREMIER (Hon. A. R. G. Hawke—
Northam) [12.58 am.]: I move an amend-
ment—

That the following be inserted in
lieu of the words struck out:—

House expresses approval of the
steps being taken by the Gov-
ernment to bring abhout a large-
scale reorganisation of the rail-
way system, these steps includ-
ing the current Royal Commis-
sion of inquiry and the proposal

to give the railways mare reason-
able Dprotection against unfair
road transport competition.

HON. D. BRAND (Greenough—on
amendment) (1258 am.]: We cannot
agree to this amendment.

Members: Why?

Hon. D. BRAND: For the simple reason
that it is not true, It says that the
House expresses approval of the steps
being taken by the Governmeni to bring
ahout a large-scale reorganisation of the
railway system.

The Minister for Transport: Don't you?
Hon. D. BRAND: In fact, there are no

‘steps being taken at present excepi the

suspension of country rail services. There
is no real evidence of it other than an
inquiry regarding certain allegations by
commissioners in respect of the adminis-
tration. Apart from that, no real effort
is being made; and although I listened
in the hope of hearing from the Govern-
ment just what proposals it had to offer
other than those put forward in respect
of the closure of lines, I listened in vain.

We all realise that if our railway prob-
lem, which is fundamentally one of fin-
ance, is to be tackled it must be attacked
in a different way. As a member repre-
senting the country areas I believe the
endeavour to deal with our railway proh-
lem has heen started from the wrong
end and that was the reason why the
Liberal Party moved the amendments
which were accepted by this House. The
Minister for Transport made it very clear
where he stood in respect of the country
people and the situation in which they
find themselves and it is on this issue
that we crossed swords with the Gov-
ernment.

In spite of the difficulties and problems
arising out of the closure of these rail-
way lines the Minister for Transport has
not been prepared to go to those areas
and see, as we have seen, the problems
faced by country people. As one member
said, it is all very well to sit here and
read a map and in a very full way ex-
press the case for the Government, as
the Minister has tonight, but I repeat
that he should go to the districts con-
cerned and see the difficulties for him-
self, The issue is not only one of clos-
ing railways and letting people of the
country solve their own problems.

Although I was not here at the time,

have no doubt that in moving the
amendment with reference to alternative
road transport we indicated our belief that
there was a proposition in regard to road
transport substitution for railways, but
the Government, in the way it has gone
about the matter, has ignored public opi-
nion and that is not to its credit and
is the reason for my moving my motion.
The Minister for Transport referred to
the view that the railways should be a
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business organisation and the question of
whether as such they would continue to
operate unpayable lines. He suggested
that as a business organisation the Rail-
ways Commission would close the lines
and strike its own freight rates and
the Premier interjected and said, “Of
course, if you are going to have that, you
must appreciate that the policy of the
railways is the policy and decision of the
Government of the day.”

If it was a private concern free of
political interference and with the right
to hire and fire, that would put the whole
system, from the commissioners to the
office boy, on a businesslike basis and
that is a problem which must be faced
over a number of years. In the meantime,
irrespective of what the member for Mt.
Marshall has said about the Liberal
Party, or dogs or anything else, I
say we have stood and still stand on
the point that we were prepared o sup-
port the Government conditionally, par-
ticularly in the Upper House where there
is an Opposition majority, and I say the
Government missed a golden opportunity
of doing something to solve iis railway
difficulties with the support of the Opposi-
tion. The Minister for Transport was
hard pushed tc explain why, in spite of
the closure of the railways concerned, the
estimated railway deficit for next year is
£7.000,000, a clear indication that there
has been no worthwhile impact made on
the problem of railway finance.

With regard to the other steps, includ-
ing the current Royal Commission, I have
no query about that but trust that the
Royal Commissioner will come to some
satisfactory conclusions and help the
Government in a solution of this particu-
lar aspect of the railway problem. While
we have been chided as the Government
of the day which set up this three-man
commission I would point out that Victoria
has a three-man railways commission
whereas New South Wales has a single-
man commission and I say it comes back
to the question of the personnel con-
trolling the railways and net the num-
ber. It could have been this or any other
Government which, as the resuli of the
recommendations of the Royal Commis-
sion, appointed the chief commissioner
and one on the {echnical side and another
on the administrative side—

The Premier: Your Government ap-
peinted two of the three commissioners.

Hon. D. BRAND: Of course we did. 1
am simply saying it is a question not of
the numbers of commissioners but of the
personnel.

The Premier:
personnel.

Hon, D, BRAND: We did and we take
the blame or the credit for it. As far as
I know the third man appointed did not
help the position at all and he was
appointed by the Labour Party.

But you appointed the

Mr. Court:- The Government now wants
to appoint three public service commis-
sloners instead of one.

The Premier: Of course it is the per-
sonnel that counts. ’

Hon. D. BRAND: As regards the pro-
posal to give the railways ‘more reason-
able protection” against unfair road trans-
port competition, that aspect is causing
real concern throughout Western Australia
and my party does not propose to assist
the Government in any shape or form in
tightening up the Transport Co-ordination
Act.

The Minister for Transport: You will
be on both sides of the fence.

Hon. D. BRAND: No, we say that if you
are in favour of read transport in any
shape or form you cannot support a move
aimed to give the railways greater pro-
tection than they have at present. As I
have said tonight, millions of pounds will
have to be spent on the railways if they
are to be modernised, and the Premier
said he did not question that. Neither do
I, but we have to find the money to bring
the railways up to a pesition where they
can compete with road transport even in
respect of the service—

Mr. Ackland: Their own engineers tell
us they are not in a bad state.

Hon., D. BRAND: Then let us take the
attitude that they have to compete with
road transport without becoming a pro-
tected monopoly—

The Premier: At the same freight

rates?

Hon. D. BRAND: That is the Premier's
problem. Rail freights are decided by the
Government from time to time and the
Premier iold the electors that there would
not he an increase. In reply to an inter-
jection by the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position the Premier said that if the land
tax was agreed to by Parliament there
would not be any increase in freights for
approximately twelve months. Neverthe-
less, rail freights is a question which the
Premier must decide and one for which he
must accept any Dbolitical stigma that
might arise. I oppose the amendment and
trust that the House will not see fit to
support it as it is an amendment moved
by the Premier to avoid embarrassment
to members of his Party who are not
happy about the actions of the Govern-
ment in respect of rail closures. We all
know that, but enabled as he is by his
numbers the Premier wishes to avoid em-
barrassment to members of his party by
this means.

The Minister for Transport: I do not
think the Country Party is very happy
with you,
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dON. A, F. WATTS (Stirling—on
amendment) [1.9 am)]: I think I
can express my views on this amend-

ment in about six sentences. Firstly,
I do not know what steps have
been taken by the Government to

bring about a large-scale reorganisation
of the railway system, so I cannot approve
of something of which I am unaware.
Eecondly, I do not know what the proposal
to give the railways more reasonable pro-
tection against unfair road transport com-
petition is likely to do and therefore I
cannot approve of something of which
again, I am unaware. In fact, in general
principle I will be positively opposed to
the whole proposition when it does come
up. So the situation is that as I do not
know what I am being asked to approve of,
and it is unlikely I can approve of it in any
event, I oppose the proposition.

MR. CORNELL (Mt. Marshall—on
amendment) [1.11 am.]): One certainly
does not know what will happen to a
motion when it is introduced into this
House—

The Minister for Transport: Or to a Bill.

Mr. CORNELL: —judging by what has
happened to this one. But I agree with the
sentiments expressed by the Leader of the
Country Party and I think it might be an
opportunity for the Premier in his reply
to give the House some indication of what
he has in mind so that possibly the inde-
pendents, anyhow, might still be able to
weigh the pros and cons of this motion as
te whether they will vote for or against it.

First of all, perhaps he could enlighten
the House a little more as to the scale of
the re-organistation that is taking place
and, more specifically, he could tell the
House exactly the scope of the inquiry
being made by Magistrate Smith. It is
reliably stated that the Railway Commis-
sioners have not spoken to each other for
years; but apparently the result of this
inquiry is because they have spoken ahout
each other,

Perhaps the Premier could tell the House
whether the Government instituted this
inquiry prior to those allegations being
made by one Commissioner against another
or as to whether they were the result of
those allegations. So far as the proposal
to give the railways more reasonable pro-
tection against unfair road transport is
concerned, the word “reasonable” is a
blessed word behind which Cabinet Minis-
ters snugly shelter. I would like the Pre-
mier at this stage, whilst not giving away
any secrets of what the legislation will be,
to spread himself a little as to what the
Government has in mind in connection
with the position.

Amendment (to insert words) put and &
division taken with the following result:—

Ayes ... 25
Noes ... 18
Majority for ... 7
Ayes.
Mr. Andrew Mr. Marshall
Mr. Evans Mr. Moir
Mr. Gafly Mr. Norton
Mr. Graham Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Hall Mr, O'Brien
Mr. Hawke Mt. Potter
Mr. Heal Mr. Rhatigan
Mr. W. Hegney Mr, Sewell
Mr. Jamieson Mr. Sleeman
Mr, Johnson Mr. Toms
Mr. Kelly Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Lapham Mr. May
Mr, Lawrance (Teller.)
Noes.
Mr. Ackland Mr. W. Manning
Mr, Bovell Sir Ross McLarty
Mr. Brady Mr. Nalder
Mr. Cornell Mr. Qldfield
Mr, Court Mr. Owen
Mr. Grayden Mr, Perkins
Mr. Hearman Mr. Watts
Mr. Hutchinson Mr, Wlld
Mr. Mann Mr. I. Manning
(Teller.)
Pairs.
Ayes. Noes.
Mr. Brady Mr. Roberts
Mr. Hoar Mr. Crommelin
Mr. Rodoreda Mr. Thorn

Amendment thus passed.

Motion, as amended, put and a division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes 25
Nces 18
Majority for ... 7
Ayes.
Mr. Andrew My. Marshall
Mr. Evans Mr. Motir
Mr. Gaffy Mr. Norten
Mr. Graham Mz Nulsen
Mr. Hall Mr. O'Brlen
Mr. Hawke Mr. Potter
Mr. Heal Mr. Rhatigan
Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Sewell
Mr. .Jamieson Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Johnson Mr. Toms
Mr. Kelly Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Lapham Mr, May
Mr. Lawrence {Teller.)
Noes.
Mr. Ackland Mr. W. Manning
Mr. Bovell 8ir Ross McLarty
Mr. Brand Mr. Nalder
Mr. Cornell Mr. Oldfleld
Mr. Court Mr. Owen
Mr, Grayden Mr. Perkins
Mr, Hearman Mr, Watts
Mr. Hutehinson Mr, Wild
Mr. Mann Mr. I. Manning
(Teller.)
Palrs.
Ayes. Noes.
Mr. Brady Mr. Raohertis
Mr. Hoar Mr. Crommelin
Mr. Rodoreda Mr. Thorn

Question thus passed; the motion, as

amended, agreed to.

House adjourned at 1.18 a.m. (Wednesday).



