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The CHAIRMAN: That aspect is covered
by Clause 5 of the Bill,

Hon. Sir CHARLES LATHAM: This is a
case where the schedule facks pieces of
legislation on to the one under considera-
tioni. A person reading an Act and coming
across this measure would be confused
unless he had a knowledge of the tacking
system that the Crown Law Department is
adopting., For a time that was prohibited;
and to follow it one needs the mind of a
Philadelphia lawyer. It is a dangerous
policy from the point of view of a novice.
Of course, legal men can follow it; but
the more they have to investigate these
matters, the more expensive it is to the
public.

Schedule put and passed.
Third to Fifth Schedules—agreed to.

Sixth Schedule:

Hon. R. C. MATTISKE: Alterations will
be required to this schedule because of
jaaq]l]endments that have been made to the

111,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Numerous consequential amendments will
be required, including some to the
schedules. It is intended that before the
recommittal stage all the consequential
amendments will be listed and placed on
the notice paper for consideration.

Schedule put and passed.

Seventh to Twenty-fifth Schedules—
agreed to.

Twenty-sixth Schedule:

Hon. H. K. WATSON: Perhaps it would
not be inappropriate at this stage to
express regret that Moses did not make a
second visit to Mount Sinai and bring
down a law relating to local government,
preferably in one tablet.

Schedule put and passed.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments.

House adjourned at 5.23 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.15
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

COAL.
fa) Tenders jfor Supply to Government.

Hon. D. BRAND asked the Minister for
Mines:

(1) Did the Government eall tenders
for the supply of coal to Government in-
strumentalities, prior to signing an agree-
ment?

(2) If so, what was the lowest price
tendered irrespective of the source?

The MINISTER replied:

Public tenders were called as far hack
as Qctober, 1955. The lowest tender re-
ceived was from the Grifin Co. for 100
per cent. open-cut coal at 37s. 4d. per ton
for smalls.
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Public tenders were not called this year,

but each company was asked to supply
quotes for varying quantities of coal.

(b} Government Coniracis Debale,
Divigion,
Hon. D. BRAND {(without notice) asked
the Chairman of Committees:

Last night, when the division tock place
on the motion to table all papers in con-
nection with the Government ccal con-
tracts, the Chairman of Committees was
Acting Speaker. We on this side called
for a division and it finished up with 100
per cent. of the members being on the
other side of the House and no one on
this side. In view of the misunderstand-
ing, I was wondering whether the Acting
Speaker would explain the position to the
House?

Mr. MOIR replied:

When the question was put, there was
almost an equal call for ayes and noes
and I gave the decision to the noes. A
division was then called for by the ayes
and the bells were rung. When it became
apparent that all members were on the
other side, voting with the ayes, 1 de-
clared, under Standing Order No, 205,
without counting the House, that the reso-
lution had heen agreed to.

TREASURY BUILDINGS.
Provision of Toilet Facilities.

Mr. CROMMELIN asked the Minister
for Works:

(1) On what date did work commence
on the provision of additional toilet facili-
ties in Treasury Buildings?

{(2) When is it expected that the work
will be completed? :

{3) What is the cost of the work?

{4) What number of men are employed?

(5) Is this work being done by contract
or by day lahour?

(8) Is work proceeding to schedule?
The MINISTER replied:

The job referred to by the hon. mem-
ber comprises a very small part of a pro-
ject covering the clearing of the site of
the proposed headquarters building for
the Rural & Industries Bank, estimated to
cost £70,000.

Work was commenced on the 2nd July,
1957, and necessitates the removal of all
the existing conveniences ih the Treasury
yvard and the erection of new eonveniences
adequate for requirements; also additional
strong room accommodation for the Titles
Office, additional office accommodation and
amenities section for staff. ’

The schedule of work has been drawn up
to suit the convenience of the departments
affected and of the Commonwealth Bank.

Five men are at present employed on
day labour and the project is expected to be
completed by the scheduled date (the 30th
July, 1958).

[ASSEMBLY.]

TRUST FUNDS.
Investments Outside Western Australiq.
Mr. HEARMAN asked the Treasurer:

Further to the answer to a question I
asked on the 17th September, in respect
of the amount of £1,360,744 invested out-
side Western Australia, can he say:—

(1) What are the details of these in-

vestments?

(2} When were these investments
made?

(3} What was the procedure for mak-
ing these investments outside
Western Australia?

(4) What is the total amount of money

held by the Treasury
funds?

The TREASURER replied:

(1) and (2) The amount of £1,360,744
represents the investment in other States
of funds of the State Superannuation
Board and the Coal Miners’ Pension Fund.
Details are as follows;—

in trust

New South Wales.

Amount. Interest Rate, Date of
Investment.
£ £ 8 d
per cent,
Syaney Water Board—
11,500 3 8 9 15/10/1944
160,000 3 6 3 30/9/1948
100 3 76 15/8/1950
35,700 415 D 1/1/1956
1,850 415 0 1/11/1954
10,000 415 0 27/9/1054
8,150 4 2 6 1/2/1852
35,500 415 0 9/7/1953
100,000 3 7 8 10/1/1950
6,000 4 2 6 15/1/1952
£363,000
State Electricity CommIisslon—
£ s d £ 8. d.
3,71 3 8 415 0 9/10/1953
545 0 0 413 0 21/8/1953
£3,221 3 8
Broken Hiil Water Board—
£14,492 10 © 413 0 12/3/1953
Queensland.
State Electricity Commission—
2908 7 0 410 ¢ 11/5/1955
76,162 2 1 37 8 15/3/19350
3700 ¢ O 415 0 25/11/1952
10000 0 ¢ 417 6 29/5/1953
488 16 O 415 0 11/5/1955
£93,257 5 1
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Brisbane City Council—

400,000 0 © 343 1/9/1948
25000 0 O 36 3 26/1/1949
160,000 0 O 3 6 3 15/3/1949
12,569 13 3 415 0 8/5/1855
1,173 2 0 415 @ 3/7/1855
T 11 0 415 © 4/8/1935
£599,250 6 3
Southern Electric Authority—
10384 5 5 415 0 30/12/1953
99 11 9 415 0O 12/7/1855
£10,463 17 2
Tasmania.
Hydro Electric Commlission--
10,000 ¢ 0 415 0 12/10/1954
Victoria.
State Electrlcity Commission—
5714 4 1 4 2 § 4/5/1054
0942 5 8 415 0 9/6/1954
5000 0 O 415 0 1/2/1953
492 10 6 415 0 22/7/1955
2,213 1% 3 415 0 28/8/1955
296 9 6 415 ¢ 5/8/1955
198 15 11 415 0 18/8/1953
09 10 6 415 0 8/9/1835
693 1 6 ‘415 0 22/9/1955
40,000 0 0 3 6 3 19/6/1950
30,000 0 O 3 768 17/8/1950
31,800 0 O I 76 8/3/1951
15550 0 © 415 0 19/11/1952
2,550 0 0 415 0 24/3/1933
12900 0 O 415 0 4/12/1953
14,801 17 6 4153 0 9/12/1953
2898 11 3 4 2 & 12/5/1055
15,000 0 0 4 2 6 30/5/1952
£190,171 5 10
Gas and Fuel Corporation—
4,686 13 2 415 0 5/6/1956
401 11 8 415 D 4/8/1955
£5.088 4 8
Graln Elevators Board—
£60,000 0 0 4 2 § 1/5/1952

(3) In the postwar period, competition
among lenders was keen and the State
Superannuation Board was unable to invest
all its accumulated funds in Western Aus-
tralia. It was necessary, therefore, for the
board to invest a portion of its funds in
loans on offer from other States’ semi-
governmental and local authorities.

In more recent times, it has been possible
for the board to invest all available moneys
in Western Australia because of the in-
ecreased avenues for local investment and
this policy will be pursued so long as the
local demand continues.
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(4) £13,563,592 at the 30th June, 1957, of
which an amount of £9,205,635 was in-
vested in the manner shown in the answer
to Question No. (1) of the 17th September.

MINES REGULATION ACT.
Number of Men Ezamined, Findings, etc.

Mr., EVANS asked the Minister for
Mines:

(1) What number of men on the East-
ern Goldfields were examined under the
Mines Regulation Act during 19567

(2) What were the particulars of the
above examinations for new applicants—

Number classed as—
(a) normal;
(h) pneumoconiosis;
(c) silicosis early;
(d) silicosis advanced;
(e) query tuberculosis;
(f) tuberculosis?

(3) What were the similar findings for
men re-examined?
The MINISTER replied:

(1) 944 (557 new applicants and 387
re-examinees).

(2) Normal . 550
Pneumocomosm e e 2
Silicosis early 1
Silicosis advanced ... Nil
Query tuberculosis .. . 1
Pneumoconiosis plus query

tuberculosis .. 1
Tuberculosis Nil
Other conditions ... 2

Total 567

(3} Normal 305
Pneumoconiosis 50
Silicosis early 14
Silicosis advanced .. Nil
Query tuberculosis ... 1
Pneumoconiosis plus aquery

tuberculosis . Nil
Silicosis early plus query
Tuberculosis
Other conditions ... 15

Total 387

MINE WORKERS' RELIEF ACT.
Number of Men Ezamined, Findings, etc.

Mr. EVANS asked the Minister for
Mines:

(1) What number of men were
examined under the Mine Workers’ Relief
ilgcst.sgat the Kalgoorlie laboratory during

(2) What number, and percentage of
the whole, of those examined were classed.
as—

(a) normal ete.;

(b) early silicosis;

(c) advanced silicosis;

(d) silicosis plus tuberculosis;
(e) tuberculosis only?
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The MINISTER replied:
{1) 5,067.
Per
Number. Cent.
(2) Normal, ete, 4,600 90.78
Early silicosis 426 8.41
Advanced  sili-
cosis ... 33 65
Silicosis plus
tuberculosis ... 4 .08
Tuberculosis
only 4 08
Totals 5,067 100

While some of these x-rays were taken
at the Perth chest clinic and by the mobile
x-ray unit, all films were interpreted at
the Kalgoorlie laboratory.

GOLDMINING.

Tonnage Crushed by Kalgoorlie Staie
Battery.

Mr. EVANS asked the Minister for
Mines:

(1) What was the tonnage crushed
hy the Kalgoorlie Stafe battery during
19567

(2) How many separate crushings, on
behalf of a prospector or group of pros-
pectors, does the above represent?

The MINISTER replied:
(1) 8,7553 tons.
(2) 109.

NATIONAL PARK.
Establishment at Albany.

Mr. HALL asked the Minister for Lands:

(1) Has any provision been made in the
Albany area by way of land reserves for
the purpose of establishing a national
park?

(2} If no such provision has heen made,
will he investigate the matter of reserving
or resuming land for such a purpose, and
discuss the matter with the local author-
ities concerned?

‘The MINISTER replied:

(1) Yes. There is a Class “A"” reserve
for national park and recreation, contain-
ing 9,000 acres, on the southern side of
Princess Royal Harbour. This reserve is
likely to be extended to embrace further
coastal land.

There are also large reserves for such
purposes as public park and conservation
of flora in and adjacent to Albany.

(2) Answered by No. (1).

LAND SETTLEMENT.
Provision for Farmers’ Sons.

Mr. HALL asked the Minister for Lands:

(1) What provision is made in land
settlement schemes to enable the sons of
farmers working under that arrangement
to take up land when qualified to do so?

[ASSEMBLY.]

(2) If no such provision is made, will he
give the matter further thought so as to
retain the skil] of these young farmers
in the farming industry?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) The only land settlement scheme at
present operating in Western Australia is
the war service land settlement scheme.
Eligibility of applicants is clearly defined
in the agreement between the Common-
wealth and the State relative to the seftle-
ment of ex-servicemen under that scheme.

(2) Any future scheme of land settle-
ment is dependent upon the availability of
finance. If, and when, any new scheme
is authorised, consideration will be given
to the matter raised by the hon. member.

TRAFFIC.
Suburban Parking Provisions.

Mr. JOHNSON asked the Minister for
Transport:

Now that large-scale parking provisions
are being prepared for use in central Perth,
what steps are being taken to provide
equivalent parking facilities for suburban
areas such as

(a) Leederville;

(b) Wembley?

The PREMIER (for the Minister for
Transport) replied:

Parking facilities for suburban areas are
being examined as the need arises.

GLOUCESTER LODGE, YANCHEP
PARK.

Tenancy Conditions, etc.

Mr. COURT asked the Minister for

Lands:

(1) Is he examining the tenancy condi-
tions in respect of Gloucester Lodge, Yan-
chep Park?

(2) Is it likely that rent remission will
be granted the tenant and some structural
safeguards undertaken, in view of the
financial position confronting the tenant,
arising from the litigation in respect of
the 1955 diving accident at the pool?

The MINISTER replied:

(1> A letter dated the 17th September,
1957, has been received by me and has been
referred to the chairman of the National
Parks Board for a report.

{2) The matter will receive full con-
sideration upon receipt of the report,

ROYAL VISIT.
Queen Mother's Itinerary.

Mr. BOVELL (without notice) asked the
Premier:

What is the State Government doing to
have Western Australia inecluded in the
itinerary of the Queen Mother during her
visit to Australia next year?
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The PREMIER replied:

The Government has written to the
Prime Minister asking that arrangements
be made for the Queen Mother to visit
Western Australia on the occasion of her
visit to this country next year.

SHOW WEEK.
Parliamentary Sitlings.

Hon. D. BRAND {(without notice) asked
the Premier:

What will be the arrangements for
sitting during Show Week?

The PREMIER replied:

Cabinet has not yet made a decision in
regard to the sittings during Show Week.
If we make much more progress in the
meantime than we have been doing re-
cently, and we make a reasonable impres-
sion on the notice paper, maybe more than
the normal amount of leave will he given
to members during Show Week., However,
if progress between now and the beginning
of Show Week is no better than it has been
recently, the amount of time off during
Show Week will, I am afraid, be very
limited.

Mr. Cornell: Is that a threat or a pro-
mise?

The PREMIER: An incentive.

NATIVE WELFARE.

{a} Departmental Administrative Costs,
1956-57.
Mr. RHATIGAN asked the Minister for
Native Welfare:

Will he furnish details of how the amount
of £80,634 was expended on the Department
of Native Welfare administrative costs
during the year 1956-57?

The MINISTER. replied:

£
Salaries—
Head Office ... 20,033
Field Officers 31,396
Departmental Insti-
tutions . 3,206 54,635
Office Administration——
Head Office and
Ministers ... 3,182
Field Offices 15,692 18,874
Departmental Institutions— '
Administration and
maintenance 7,125 17,125

£80,634

(b) News Broadcast of Commissioner’s
Statement.

Mr. GRAYDEN (without notice) asked
the Minister for Native Welfare;
(1) Is he aware that in an A B.C. news

broadeast this morning, it was stated that
the Commissioner of Native Welfare had
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described the remarks which I made in
this House last night as a malicipus and
unprovoked attack on his integrity?

(2} Is he aware that after the parlia-
mentary select committee, which reported
on the spot regarding the natives on the
Warburton reserve, submitted its report to
this House, and after this House had un-
animously acecepted that report, the Com-
missioner of Native Welfare, in a Press-
statement, described the report as being
grossly exaggerated?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) The Commissioner of Native Welfare
waited upon me this morning and told me
that he was desirous of having a full in-
vestigation into the remarks made by the
member for South Perth and he gave me
2 copy of a Press statement which he in-
tended to hand to the Press in regard to
the matter,

(2) The Commissioner of Native Welfare
has never satisfed himself that the report
of the select committee was in accordance
with facts; and I think he holds that view,
despite the fact that the House has carried
a resolution agreeing to the select commit-
tee's report.

Mr. Bovell: It is like his impertinence to
reflect on members.

f¢; Position of Parliameniarians and Civil
Servants.

Mr. GRAYDEN {without notice) asked
the Minister for Native Welfare:

(1) Does he uphold the principle that
Parliament is the ultimate master of civil
servants?

(2) Does he believe that members of
Parliament are the watchdogs of the
people so far as the actions of civil ser-
vants are concerned?

(3) Does he believe that members of
Parliament should have complete freedom

to state in Parliament what they believe
to be true?

(4) Does he believe that a civil servant
should state to the Press that he disagrees
with the decision of Parliament?

(5) Does he believe that a civil servant
should single out a member of Parliament
for personal attack?

(68) Does he believe that Parliament can
carry out its functions if civil servants
refuse to recognise the authgrity of Par-
liament?

The MINISTER replied:

In view of the number of questions and
the importance of the replies that might
be given, if the hon. member will place
these questions on the notice paper I shall
have them fully investigated, so that I
can reply at the next sitting.
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fd) Disciplinary Action against
Commissioner,

Mr. BOVELIL (without notice) asked the
Minister for Native Welfare:

Will he take disciplinary action against
the Commissioner of Native Welfare for
having referred to the decision of Parlia-
ment in the manner described by the
Minister this afternoon?

The MINISTER replied:

‘The hon. member is very uncertain about
the question he is asking. I have not
heard of the report over the air and I am
not in a position to say whether I inftend
to take disciplinary action. I have re-
ported to the House that the commissioner
was somewhat concerned over the state-
ment made in this House last night. He
felt that both he and his department have
been placed in a difficult position and he
wanted a full inquiry. If that full inquiry
is undertaken, then a report could be made
to this House and members would be able
to see for themselves whether the state-
ment made last night was correct. I think
the Commissioner of Native Welfare or
any other officer of a Government depart-
ment is entitled to have that much pro-
tection.

fe) Reaction to Select Commitiee’s
. Report.

Mr. BOVELL (without notice)
the Minister for Native Welfare:

In regard to his statement regarding
what the Commissioner of Native Welfare
said on the parliamentary select commit-
tee’s report, of which I was a member,
and as that report has been placed before
this House and adopted unanimously, does
he intend to take disciplinary action
against the commissioner in view of what
he, the Minister, said this aftetnoon?

The Premier: What do you want to be
done? Hang him or shoot him?

Member: What about both!

The MINISTER replied:

In view of what could arise out of this
guestion, I would ask the hon. member
to place it on the notice paper so that
due regard could be paid to the matter
before replying.

asked

(f) Opportunity to Prove Allegations.

Mr. GRAYDEN (without notice) asked
the Minister for Native Welfare:

(1) Will he give the Commissioner of
Native Welfare a chanee t¢ prove his
allegations that if given the opportunity
he can substantiate that there has been
no manipulation of departmental files, by
tahling in this House all papers relative
to the parliamentary select commitiee’s
inquiry on the Warburton reserve, and the
file relative to the body of the native who

{ASSEMBLY.]

was found in that reserve earlier this year:
to which reference has already heen made:
in this House?

(2) Will he cause an inquiry to be made-
on the lines suggested by the Commis-
sioner of Native Welfare?

The MINISTER replied:

If the hon. member will place this:
question on the notice paper, along with.
the others relating to this matter, I shall
cause the matter to be investigated so
that I can give an answer at the next.
sitting,

BILLS {2)—REPORT.
1, Interpretation Act Amendment (No..
2.

2, Chiropodists.
Adopted.

BILL—KING’S PARK AQUATIC
CENTRE.

Second Reading—Defeated.

b Debate resumed from the 17th Septem-
er.

HON, D. BRAND (Greenough) [2.351:
I want te make it quite clear at the outset
that I am all for the measure.

Mr. Oldfield: Why?

Hon. D. BRAND: Because it is a com-
monsense approach to a progressive move.

Mr. Johnson: When have you ever made
a commohsense approach?

Hon. D. BRAND: The hon. member
would not know, -

The SPEAXER: I ask that the hon.
member be permitted to make his speech
without interruption.

Hon. D. BRAND: Now that the pre-
liminaries are over, I for one, more or less,
agree with the 1954 amending Bill to the
Parks and Reserves Act. It placed greater
responsibility for the control of King’s
Park in the hands of Parliament. I cannot
help but feel that that move has been
carried on until the present juncture when,
on a very trivial Bill, a lot of unnecessary
and drawn-out debate has taken place,
designed to prevent the construction of an
aquatic centre in King’s Park.

I join with the many members who have
said that they desire to see King's Park
preserved as a park for all time. Those
who have cited the instance of a de-
sire to build a hospital or such structure
in the park as a precedent, have no argu-
ment because that does not compare
with the present project put forward
by the Perth City Council for estab-
lishing an aguatic centre on 20 acres out
of almost 1,000 acres of parkland, the
majority of which at the present time is
in & virgin state.

Mr. Roberts: What is wrong with that?
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Hon. D. BRAND: There is nothing
wrong. On the other hand, I cannot say
it is of very great benefit. The point which
appeals to me and which I expressed to
the member for North Perth when he
spoke to me about where I stood in con-
nection with the matter, is this: I pose
the question as to how long the park
will remain in its present condition, be-
cause I believe, situated as it is and sur-
rounded by some 200,000 people, divided
by paths, edged in by such artificial por-
tions as we see facing the river, that
gradually nature must give way fo the
influence of man. Already we see it. Many
of the large trees have been cut away or
destroyed, and in the major portion of
the park there are found only banksias
and & little undergrowth.

Mr. May: 'They were not destroyed but
were taken for firewood.

Hon. D. BRAND: 1 do not know what
happened to them, but they have been re-
moved. 1 understand that the large trees
were removed as a result of permission
granted by the proper authorities. At the
present time the park presents in some
ways a very untidy and very unattractive
sight.

Mr. May: It is not the park’s fault.

Hon. D, BRAND: Each year it is neces-
sary for the authorities to put a controlled
fire through the park in order to destroy
the veldt grass and undergrowth so as to
avoid a great fire hazard which cculd he
built up from year to year, and result in
a fire capable of destroying everything if
the grass and other waste in the area were
not first disposed of.

Mr. Gaffy: That is eommon practice.

Hon. D. BRAND: No, it is not; not for
this reason. I also understand that a fire
is put through each year in order to pre-
vent a large blaze, a flerce fire, which
would destroy the plants and the 5,000
trees that are being planted there by the
King's Park Board. I fail to see that the
park presents an attractive appearance
when it is burnt out; or when, as at pre-
sent, it is simply a virgin waste. There is
nothing attractive about it.

The Minister for Education:
a matter of opinion.

Hon. D. BRAND: As the Minister for
Education said recently, members could go
there for relaxation. But if T wanted re-
laxation, I would sooner drive to National
Park or out to the virgin bush where the
effect of man's interference has not been
felt. There one will find the natural flora
and fauna of this State.

Mr. May: You are always different from
everybody else.

Hon. I, BRAND: That may be s0. On
this occasion I think X am on the side of
the majority.
can preserve the park in its natural state,
because it is not in its natural state at

That is

I will not admit that we-
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present—certainly not as Stirling saw it.
As for children 1,000 years hence, they
will have Buckley’s chance of seeing
it in that condition, in spite of the “hands-
off” policy that has been adopted through
the years.

Mr., Andrew: How do you know?

Mr. Lapham: That depends on the
administration.

Hon. D. BRAND: We cannot preserve
the park in its natural state; and I ask:
What is the alternative? It appears to
me that the project submitted by the
Perth City Council is one that would im-
prove the park. Thal project is for the
establishment of a swimming pool—an
aquatic centre—for which the capital of
Western Australia is erying out. I for
one believe that this highest point of the
city, in the corner of King’s Park, is the
proper site for such a centre.

Only 20 acres of land would be required.
Members should visualise how much it
would improve that corner of the park,
appreciating the fact that beyond the 20
acres we would still have a fair amount of
natural virgin bush. I agree with those who
suggest that there should be development
along the edge of the park; that there
should be some marginzal improvement, eveh
if it be only by the provision of artificial
trees and well-laid-out lawns and gardens,
with a well-defined background of natural
forest or-—should I say—hush; because it
is not a forest. Such activity would cer-
tainly improve the park.

I regret that a number of members made
a decision prior to listening to the debate
on this matter. I believe that if we reject
this measure we will lose an opportunity
to improve the appointments and the
Facilities for sport, particularly swimming,
in the City of Perth.

Mr. May: You are entitled to your
opinion.

Hon. D. BRAND: I certainly am. Thanks
very much! As for the money which would
be involved in the construction of an
aquatic centre, I disagree with my colleague,
the Leader of the Couniry Party, that we
would have schools and hospitals in lieu,
I doubt whether, if we do not obtain money
for an aquatic centre, money will be avail-
able for schools and hospitals in the metro-
politan and country areas,

S0 I do not think any other part of the
Stale is making any sacrifice in respect of
an aquatic centre being established in
Perth. I hasten to refer to the position
in the electorate of Greenough. We must
not lose sight of the fact that the Green-
ough flais and certain other portions of
that electorate have a very long history,
and there are many families there who
might well have been thought to be in-
terested in bagking up the arguments of
those who say that Sir John Forrest set
aside this park for the preservation of the
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indigenous flora and fauna. But I have
received only three pro forma letters to
which I have replied; and I have not re-
ceived any further communication from
those people.

The Minister for Education: That shows
the amount of interest in the matter.

Hon. D. BRAND: It does show the amount
of interest; and therefore I flatly deny
that country people generally are opposed
to this project. I have gone to no end of
trouble to discuss the subject wherever
groups of people have been gathered—and
glory only knows that I have had oppor-
tunities to do so in visiting shows over the
last three or four weeks. In those discus-
sions I have sought to obtain the views of
people on the decision of the City of Perth
to ask for the approval of Parliament for
the construction of a pool in King’s Park.
By and large, the people have been in fav-
our of the proposal, chiefly hecause it is a
progressive move. In short, they realise that
we would have something worth while,
something positive, if we allowed the exci-
sion of the 20 acres. But if we do not do
so, we will not have anything.

I am wondering at what stage the
majority of members of this House will
decide to allow any authority to do any-
thing progressive and make any improve-
ments to the park, because the amendment
which was put to this House by the mem-
ber for North Perth, pretty well closed the
door to anything being done.

Hon. J. B, Sleeman: Hear, hear!
Mr. May: That is what we want.

Hon, D. BRAND: It is all very well to
be “Hear, hearing!” I feel that members
have not given sufficient thought to what
must happen; to the inevitability of
changes taking place, forcing the popula-
tion to say, “We want to preserve this as
a park, so we had better do something about
it—a park for the enjoyment, leisure and
recreation of the people.”

I can imagine a few hundred acres being
set aside and every endeavour being made
to keep that area of land in its natural
state. Put all the scientist members you
like on the hoard! Nevertheless, if the
park is to serve the purpose for which I
feel it was set aside, we should clear it up.
We should establish groups of trees and
gardens and lawns; and then I am sure we
would see it patronised in the same way
as is the very small acreage on which im-
provements have been made, overlooking
the Swan River.

Our own people, and tourists who are so
impressed with the beauty of our park, are
impressed in the main that it was set aside,
and by the glorious views to be seen from
that portion of the park which has been
cleared.

Mr, May: And you reckon a swimming
nool would improve it?
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Hon. D. BRAND: Without a shadow of a.
doubt. I would refer to the attitude of
those who were opposed to the removal
of the trees in King’s Park-rd. In the
main, that road is now referred to as a
beautiful drive. The same principle exists
in respect of King’s Park. I am speaking
only of the 20 acres of land which would
be set aside.

Mr. Lapham: That wouid be only a
start.

The Minister for Education: Would you
stop at 20 acres?

Hon. D. BRAND: Of course, we would.

The Minister for Fducation: ¥You would
stop at nothing.

Hon. D, BRAND: When Lord Forrest,
whose remarks have been so often quoted,
set aside the park, he decided that, be-
cause of certain circumstances, he could
allow a tennis club to be established, and
provide land for the bowling c¢lub and for
Hale School—and there it stopped.

Mr. Roberts: Why was the land given
to Hale School?

Hon. D. BRAND: It may not have been
for as good a reason as we believe there is
for leasing 20 acres to the Perth City
Council for the establishment of an
aquatic centre, but I am dealing with the
proposition as it was put to this House.

Hon. A, F. Watts: Why not use the site
of the Observatory?

Hon. D. BRAND: I have not heard any
strong arguments put forward for any
alternative site. The Leader of the
Country Party suggests the Observatory
site. At all events, Lord Forrest saw fit,
for good reason, to allow acres of land to
be cleared for a recreation ground for
Hale School, and as far as I can see, since
that time no more of the parkland has
been alienated, hor do we intend now that
it should be, as the proposal is simply to
lease the site to the City of Perth.

The Minister for Education: Yes, to put
a bulldozer in.

Hon. D. BRAND: To lease it to the City
of Perth for the establishment of an
aquatic centre, which will be a great civie
asset. I am not impressed with the argu-
ment that we should provide a swimming
place for little children; this is to be an
aguatic centre and all such facilities will
go with it. The City of Perth has need
of a project such as this and is pre-
pared to face up to the problems. We
are not concerned at this juncture with
whether the rates of the Perth City Coun-
cil will he raised or whether it will hold
a referendum. Those are domestic prob-
lems that do not arise here.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: If the Bill is de-
feated, do you think the Perth City Coun-

cil will build the aquatic centre elsewhere?

Hon. D. BRAND: I have no idea and am
not concerned with the city couneil’s in-
tentions regarding any alternative. I am
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concerned at present only with this pro-
position which I think is a grand oppor-
tunity, and I regret that it appears that
the Bill will be thrown out.

Mr. May: Nothing surer.

Hon. D. BRAND: I cannot emphasise
sufficiently how much I regret it as I think
we will be losing a grand opportunity.
There is little more I can say to make my
pozition in regard to King's Park clear.
As far as my influence and responsibility
in this matter are concerned, I will do
everything possible to preserve the park
for the recreation of the people and in no
way will I allow it to be filched away.
When the adquatic centre is completed, the
boundaries of King's Park will remain but
it will be 2 much better park and will
attract many more people than it does
Now.

Mr. May: With the pool completely shut
away from the public, unless they pay to
go in.

The Premier: Thai applies to the tea-
rooms.

Hon. D. BRAND: Of course it does. I
heard the same arguments raised against
the pool at Kalgoorlie when that was pro-
posed—that no one would pay the admis-
sion fee—

Hon, J. B. Sleeman: Who said that?

Hon. D. BRAND: 1 heard the hon.
member ask such questions previously.
No one can deny that the project was
implemented against the consensus of
public opinion at that time, but since then
it has proved a glorious asset and a monu-
ment to the confidence and courage of
those who constructed it. If Parliament
could give this question a second thought
and members who are committed to op-
posing the Bill could appreciate the
opportunity of really making the park
more worth while and attractive, I think
there would be a possibility of the meas-
ure being passed, thus allowing the Perth
City Council to proceed with the project
which I believe would be a great civic

asset. I have pleasure in supportihg the
Bill.
MR, W. A, MANNING (Narrogin)

[2.551: I hope I never hear the Leader of
the Opposition giving another such speech
of despair as that which he has just de-
livered. He cannof see any future for Vic-
toria Park and I am pleased that I do not
share his views.

Mr. Roberts: You mean King’s Park,
don't you?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Yes, King's Park.
Perhaps we should commend the Perth
City Council on its ideas and its tenacity;
but when the enthusiasm of that body runs
away with it and it loses its long vision, I

1679

think the move is being overdone. If I
were a member of the Perth City Council,
I might well say “Let us have a go at Par-
liament and see if we can get a bit of
King's Park,” because it would he a cheap
piece of land. The Perth City Council, in
its enthusiasm, has, as I say, lost its long
vision.

Although it has already been stafed, I
will quote again that when the hospital
proposal was raised in regard to King’s
Park, the Perth City Council said that it
was of the highest importance to the
people of this city and, in fact, the State of
Western Australia, that King’s Park should
be retained intact for the use of the people
for ever. There are two important state-
ments contained there, the first being that
the park was of the highest importance to
this city and, in fact, the people of Western
Australia, At thaf time the city couneil
acknowledged that the park was a State
asset and it would, therefore, expect coun-
try members to have a say in the use of
the park; but it has changed its opinion in
the meantime.

The second point then raised was that
the park shouid be retained intact for the
people for ever. Whether that will be done
is a question for the future. We are deal-
ing with the point of view of today, and
the problem is ours. We cannot deal
lightly with it because the guestion is im-
portant to a number of people. It has
been said that if the present proposal is
rejected, it will be accepted as a vote of
no confidence in the members of the King’s
Park Board. Are we to be concerned if
that is so? Is it our problem to preserve
that board or to preserve the park?

Our task is to preserve the park, and if
the board elects to take that as a vote of
no confidence, we cannot let that influence
our judement in any way. If members of
the King’s Park Board are the men they
should be, they will be the first to admit
that our responsibility is the park and not
the board. It has heen argued that ha-
cause the bowling club and the tennis club
have been given a certain portion of the
park, we should now allow the aquatic
centre to be built there, but what a
dangerous argument that is. If we must
grant land for an aquatic centre because

. land was granted for something else 50

years ago, what will be the argument next
year? Someone will say “You gave land
for an aquatic centre last year. What
about land for something else this year?
You gave it in 1957, and surely we must
have more land in 1858!"

If that argument is admitted, it does
away with the argument in favour of put-
ting the aquatic centre in King's Park. We
are the trustees of the park for the time
being, and if it had not been securely held
by those who were its frustees in the past,
there would have been nothing for us to
debate today because the park would no
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longer have been there. It is our respon-
sibility to preserve for the future what has
heen handed to us in the form of this
park.

My main contention is that the city
needs more open spaces, as is borne out
on pp. 100-101 of the Stephenson report
where it is said that the public open spaces
now in the metreopolitan region total 21,500
acres, while the report recommends that
the area should be 69,000 acres, an increase
of 47,500. Of the increase, it is stated in
the report, 30,000 acres should consist of
landscape parks, natural reserves and a
camping ground.

Hon. D. Brand: Do you know that the
same gentleman recommended that we put
Government House up there?

Mr, W, A, MANNING: I am not dealing
with that aspect, and if the hon. member
will follow my peints, he will see that I have
a good argument. If in the near future
we are to inerease such parks as I have
mentioned, including natural reserves, let
us preserve those natural reserves that we
have on hand because we shall necd more
of this type of park in the future. One of
the inhumerable letters we received—which
incidentally did not provide any informa-
tion to help our argument—was from the
City Amateur Swimming and Lifesaving
Club, whose interests, of course, we must
consider. That letter says—

The site in King’s Park is the only
suitable one in the city area,

I do not know what investigations the club
has carried out to prove that statement,
but if it is true then, I would say, instead
of being an argument for it, it would pro-
vide—or it should provide—cause for alarm.
If we are so short of space that there is
nowhere else that we can establish an
aquatic centre, it is high time that we
looked around and did something about it.

It would be better to resume somsz land
on which to build this aguatic centre
rather than delay the matter much longer.
It would even ke very much better to de-
stroy buildings at today’'s values than
postpone the issue to some future date.
Althouegh I admit the necessity for deing
that may not be quite justified, it would be
better than destroying the park. On page
83 of the Stephenson report we find that
in some districts existing small public
open spaces can be extended into adjoin-
ing areas of land as yet not built en. That
is very definite, and I think it is a pity
that the city council has not proceeded
along those lines instead of seeking portion
of King’s Park for its purpose.

I would also like to point out that the
type of work involved in the consiruction
of an aquatic centre, or a swimming pool,
is such that it is an excellent medium for
improving an ugly portion o¢f the city—
some poriion that is neglected and is an
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eyesore. By this means it would be possible
to do something to make it more attractive.
I would like to guote again from the
Stephenson report. At page 186, we find
the following:—

Few cities in the world have so much
open space and such an attraclive
river frontage within walking distance
of the central area. Many cities in
their original planning have made
provision for cenfral parks and recrea-
tional spaces only to relinquish some
of their ideals and civic holdings under
the pressure of various interests. Sub-
sequently in an attempt to relieve the
intensity of urban development, small
spaces have had to be acquired at
great cost.

Should we relinquish some of our ideals
at this stage? There can be no justifica-
tion whatever for relinquishing any part
of King's Park.

There is another angle of this guestion
of open spaces. Where does the city re-
guire its future copen spaces? I would like
to guote again from the Stephenson report.
At page 40 we find the anticipated popula-
tion growth in the city over the next few
years. Based on a future increase of 3 per
cent., which is the average sinece 1901, we
find that the population of this State will
reach 1,000,000 by 1985, If the increase
is 4 per cent., which is the average since
1947, the population will reach 1,000,000
as early as 1978; that is, in 21 years' time.
Let us have a look where the popula-
tion will be at that time, as explained in
this report. The existing population of
Perth’s central area is 18,800. The pro-
posed population at that time will be 5,000,
which is 2 decrease of 13.800. The popu-
lation of West Perth is now 2,990; at that
time it will be only 2,800. Where is this
increase of population going? 1t is going
to the areas to the north, the east and the
south. I would like to quote scme figures
from page 44 of the Stephenson report, In
the areas north and south they are as
follows:—

District Existing Proposed
No. Population. Population.
9 50 44,400
10 1,280 37,100
17 600 33,100
18 3,930 38,300

Now let us go south of the city.

29 6,570 37,800
27 980 42,100
28 550 36,600
30 1,840 39,400

In the western areas where this proposed
pool is to be situated, the population rise
is very small, and in one that I have
already quoted, in West Perth, a decrease
is shown. In addition, we have the fact
that the western suburbs are already
served by some of the world's best ocean
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beaches., Accordingly, we cannot claim
that that site would fit in with the popu-
lation requirements—far from it.

There is a lot of confusion as to olympic
Ppools and aquatic centres and what they
mean. Let us have a look at the Lord
Mayor's report which says thaf the aquatic
centre as proposed is largely an area for
<children and families. This is what he
says—

The landscape garden area will eon-
tain the wading pool where toddlers
will have the opportunity of gradually
getting used to water under the super-
vision of their parents. The facilities
within the enclosure will not only be
used for the training of children but
will also provide general recreation
for the moderate swimmers who com-
prise the great majority of the aguatic
centre’s patrons, and for the reason-
ahly good swimmers who may care to
indulge in surface diving, high diving
and aquatic games.

The Lord Mayor says that the moderate
swimmers would comprise the great major-
ity; let us say 60 per cent. I would
estimate that the toddlers would form
about 5 per ceni. The children being
trained would constitute 10 per cent., and
those who are reasonably good swimmers
5 per cent., making a total of 80 per cent.
All of that 80 per cent., I contend, could
be catered for and would be mosi suitably
catered for if the city council spread its
activities into the suburbs where the homes
are, and where the future homes will be.
If there is to be an aquatic centre for 80
per cent. of the population, which com-
prises children and medium swimmers,
they do not require an olympic pool and
they could be catered for in their home
areas.

The main purpose of swimming pools as
against ocean beaches is that we can take
a swimming pool to the home instead of
taking the family to the beach. That is
the value of it. It is not in our province
to tell the city council what to do, but
many statements have been made that
while we oppose King’s Park, we have no
alternative suggestion to offer. I would
sugegest that the Perth City Council pro-
vide three swimming pools. A magnificent
swimming pool could be provided at a cost
of £50,000 and such pools could be built
in different areas.

Mr. Potter: What about the admini-
strative cost?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: That would not
enter into it. One does noi need to have
an aquatic cenire to be able to run a
swimming pool. If the city council built
three pools at a cost of E50,000 each, it
would still have £100,000 for an olympic
pool which could be established wherever
that body wished. The expert swimmers
could use the olympic pool while the child-
ren and normal swimmers availed them-
selves of the other pools. However, that
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is only a suggestion I am making because
I have heard it said that we have no alter-
natives to offer in this matter. The Perth
City Council would be doing a far better
job if it spread its activities.

There is also the matter of transport
to be considered. In his leaflet the Lord
Mayor says—

Certain it is that travel to King's
Park is and will be more convenient
for many years than travel to Burs-
wood Island and, further, that once
having arrived at King’s Park, the
shade, lawns and amenities which are
already established and those which
will be added to the natural tree-set-
ting of the park will be well worth
while.

When dealing with the matter of trans-
port, the Lord Mayor says that, In his
opinion, King's Park will be more con-
venient for many years. I would point out
that by our action we would be destrey-
ing King’s Park for ever. We must look
to the future in this matter. His first
point is rather strange concerning the pool
in King's Park as opposed to Burswood
Island, while his second statement is a
grand admission. Having arrived at King’s
Park we find that the shade, the lawns
and amenities already established and
those which will be added to the natural
tree-setting of the park will be well worth
while. That is what the Lord Mayor says.

On the other hand, this same Lord
Mayor and others, when referring to this
area, have talked about decaying vegeta-
tion. The Lord Mayor refers now to
natural tree-setting as hbeing ideal for an
aquatic centre. If it is that good, then
it will make an ideal setting for any-
thing, and I would say that he has put
forward the best argument for the reten-
tion of King’s Park in its present state.
On this matter of transport I would like
to quote from the city council brochure.
At page 4 we find—

There will be three entrances to the
area, one from King's Park-rd., one
from Thomas-st, and one from May

Drive.
Members can visualise these three
entrances. Perhaps we should skip the

fact that the entrance from Thomas-st.
and King’s Park-rd. would cut across the

two main city arteries. That does
not seem to worry anybody. What
about May Drive? One of the main

entrances to a big aquatic cenfre cost-
ing £250,000 must have plenty of
space. May Drive will become a high-
way and, of course, it will be widened be-
cause we cannot deprive a £250,000 aquatic
cenire of transport and parking facilities.
It will be foolish to say, ‘“You cannot
widen May Drive and prohibit the people
getting in.” It will become a highway,
and we would not be able to have a
speed limit of 2¢ miles an hour.
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Of course, other amenities must be pro-
vided. I notice in the plan that there is
provision for the parking of 500 cars, and
the Minister has already teld us that pro-
vision has been made for another 200 cars
along Thomas-st. This will not be suffi-
cient to support a £250,000 aquatic centre
and it will not be long before more parking
areas are required. And so it will go on,
once an aquatic centre is established. We
must have a lot of parking areas; it is ab-
surd to establish an aguatic centre without
adequate parking.

What about buses running direct to the
pool? We must have a bus service to a
pool of that size, especially on oceasions
when thete is a carnival or big swimming
event, and these buses must have a stopping
and turning place. All these changes will
come; they must come. That is only reason-
able, because once the pool is established,
these provisions are only incidental.
Therefore, the park will go.

Mr. Nalder: Probably they will con-
struct a railway line from West Perth to
Subiaco in a circle.

Mr. W. A, MANNING: There is an
excellent small publication entitled “The
Western Australian Naturalist”. I am quite
sure a lot of members have not read it. If
they had, they would obtain some very use-
ful information from it. I will now read
from some figures which are given on page
39 in regard to the habitation of the park,
I states that there are 64 species of birds
which inhabit the park. Of these 32 are
permanent breeding residents or regular
seasonal visitors. The remainder of 32
are visitors of varying order of frequency.
As regards native flora it says there are
over 200 species. The booklet has made
suggestions for the preservation of the
flora, which seem very practical, so that
makes one wonder whether we should not
have people who love the park on the
hoard.

Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. W, A, MANNING: We must have
very substantial reasons for parting with
any portion of the park for the purpose of
putting something there which can very
well be somewhere else. There is no doubt
about that. Such amenities can be built
in other places than the park. Here we
have another important admission from the
Lord Mayor, when he gives details con-
cerning the Burswood Island site. I
would like members to notice his words,
because they indicate that the Lord Mayor
feels that Burswood Island is the future
site. He had this to say—

It is true that one day it would
appear possible to establish the great
sporting stadium referred to in the
Stephenson-Hepburn plan, but where
is the million pounds to come from
that is required to develop such a site?
The scheme of park development for
Burswood Island and the adjacent
foreshore is certainly a long-term one,
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and unless 2 large sum of Government
money may be initially granted for the
purpose, it will be many years before
park and recreational facilities may be
possihle in this area.

Those who are supporfing the aquatic
centre in King’s Park have accused those
opposing it with a lack of vision, If we
want a real vision, what about that of the
Lord Mayor, when he says that Burswood
Island should be the future place for such
a project. If we want to talk about vision,
why not look forward to that as the ob-
jective for a future site? If we build a
temporary aquatic centre in King's Park,
what is going to happen to the main
scheme, which the Lord Mayor has already
outlined?

The Royal Society of Western Australia
made some very helpful suggestions. This
is a society which is only interested in this
matter from the point of view of geology,
zoology and hotany. In a circular, dated
the 11th January, 1957, that sociely had
this to say—

It is commonly believed that the re-
moval of a few acres from such a large
area as King's Park would have little
detrimental effect on its value as a
fauna and flora reserve. Unfortun-
ately, this is far from true. If the park
is reduced in size, it will inevitably
lose its natural character, and not only
plants but birds, insects and wvarious
other fauna will rapidly disappear.
This has been realised in England and
America where extensive and costly
schemes are afoot to preserve natural
features.

I feel that the discussion we have had on
this matter should surely stimulate the
King’'s Park Board to some activity so that
it will seek to preserve the natural fauna
and flora of that park.

Mr. Potter: Will you give them £1,000,000
to do it?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I would like to
point out to members that whatever we do,
we cannot provide another King's Park
near the city. In fact, there is nowhere
else in the world where we could duplicate
the setting of King’s Park with its superb
location on the banks of a river and ad-
jacent to the city. We must also have re-
gard to the flora which is there at this time
of the year. Some members do not seem to
appreciate that King’s Park is unique and
Irreplacable, and it is impossible to express
its value.

Mr. Lawrence: True words.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I do not know
what the future holds, and whether the
park will be used for this or that. It is
something for the future to decide; but I
am sure it is our responsibility to preserve
the park. Science and industry, architects
and city councils and town planners or
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anybody else cannot make a King’s Park.
Therefore, it is our duty to preserve it as
it stands.

MRE. NORTON (Gascoyne) [3.231: I
want to make it perfectly clear that I am
not opposed to a swimming pool or an
aquatic centre in any way, but my objec-
tionn is to the establishment of a pool in
King's Park. Before giving my reasons,
I would like to deal in brief with letters
which have been received by me. The
first one I shall refer to was received from
the Lord Mayor himself, This letter, in
my opinion, was almost insulting and be-
littling, and I wish to have one particular
paragraph recorded in Hansard.

Mr. Heal: Read it all and let us all know
what was in it.

Mr. NGRTON: The hon. member re-
ceived one. This is the paragraph which
I wish to have recorded—

Little was it thought that such a
small body of people, who have taken
upon themselves to represent the great
mass of the public as being opposed to
the proposals, should beguile members
of Parliament into the belief that this
was s0.

What is the definition of “beguile”? In
looking at Webster's 20th Century Diction-
ary, I find that the definition of “beguile”
is to “deceive” or *‘to deceive by deceit™.

Mr. Potier: That is what happened
when you signed the ultimatum.

Mr. NORTON: TFollowing this letter, we
recelved a large number of commuynications
from various sporting bodies. three of
which were signed by the same person. All
were enclosed in envelopes typed by the
same typewriter and by the same person.
At the same time, there appeared in “The
West Australian” a letter which is headed,
“An Open Letter to 30 from 30,000!" It
was signed by Air Commodore R. J. Brow-
nell (chairman); Patricia Howard (hon.
secretary); €. R. G. Mallet (W.A. Lawn
Tennis Association); F. T. Treacy (W. A,
Amateur Athletic Association); (Mrs.) M.
Matthews (W.A. Women’s Basket Ball
Association); P. McC. White (W.A. Rugby
League); L. A, Cary (W.A, Volunteer Fire
Brigades),

Mr. Heal:
that?

Mr. NORTON: Nothing at all,.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: Did Cary speak for
the volunteers?

Mr. NORTON: Apparently. On the fol-
lowing page of the same issue of “The West
Australian” dated the 22nd August, we find
an article headed, “Sport Group Joins
Park Pool Fight” and in part of this
article is the following:~—

Committee secretary Miss Patricia
Howard said the open letter was not
the opinion of the committee's senior

What was the matter with

1683

hody, the National Fitness Council,
which had clearly indicated support
for an aquatic centre but was not
prepared to indicate any particular
site.

The Iletter is the opinion of the
committee—an autonomous group.

Hon., J. B. Sleeman: You have let the
cat out of the bag.

Mr. NORTON: Ii that does not come
within the category of ‘‘beguiling,” I do
not know what does. Speaking on refer-
endums, I would say that one can get any
result one desires by the question twhich is
asked, and it is difficult to find out just
what question was asked in these refer-
endums. Therefore, like the letters, they
can be cast aside as not expressing the
opinion of the majority.

King's Park has, over the years, built
up a reputation with overseas and inter-
state visifors as something unigue. We
might not think it is beautiful, but no
doubt the park is unique and certainly
exhibits, at this time of the year, a good
example of the flowers which used to grow
in profusion around the metropolitan area.
Whilst we may not appreciate them as a
general body, people from overseas and
interstate think they are well worth look-
ing at, Not only are the flowers unique
to Western Australia, but so are many of
the trees which grow there, and if we are
going to chisel away parts of the park,
little by little, we are going to destroy once
and for all the native flora which exists
there. If we take a little bit here and a
little bit there from around the fringes,
we are decreasing the whoele and will soon
reach the centre, with the result that
eventually the park will disappear.

At the present time the park is sub-
divided by rcoads and firebreaks, which are
necessary, and there are over 50 sections.
Each subdivision has killed native scrub,
in order to provide a road, bridle path or
firebreak, because the scrub dies back
from each opening that is made. Let us
keep King’s Park as a flora reserve and
look elsewhere for a site on which to
build an olympic pool. Let us have an
olympic pool which will be something to
be proud of. Let us have two attractions
instead of cne. It does not take a great
deal of knowledge to build an artificial
park such as St. James Park or Hyde
Park in London, but it is impossible to
produce a natural one like King’s Park.
Therefore let us keep it.

The veldt grass that has been talked of
50 much is not the menace it has been
made out to be. Members have pointed
out that veldt grass has been in the park
for 30 years. Well, where is it? It borders
the roadways, bridle tracks and firebreaks,
but very little ean be seen in the serub, and
in particular, none can be seen wherever
the timber is dense. Veldt grass is purely
a grass for the open plains and will not
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stand being covered over as it is in King’s
Park., Away from the bridle tracks, roads
and firebreaks little or no veldt grass is
to be found. Anyone who has been through
the park will know this only too well.

Mr. Potter: I do not; and I have been
through the park.

Mr, NORTON: That voice keeps pop-
ping up there! I do not know what the
trouble is, In “The West Australian” of the
25th July, there appeared an article under
the heading “Lord Mayor has Little Hope
on Pool Plan.” I would like to read part
of this—

Lord Mayor H. R. Howard was
gloomy yesterday when asked ahout an
alternative site for Perth's olympic
pool, should Parliament reject the
King’s Park plan.

No motion of the council mentioned
an alternative site and no considera-
tion had heen given to suggesting one,
he said.

It is obvious from these words that he is
just endeavouring to bulldoze people into
believing that King's Park is the only
site for an olympic pool or an aquatic
centre.

I draw the attention of the House—also
that of the Lord Mayor—to a letter which
appeared in “The West Australian' of the
5th July. If is headed, “Near Reabold Hill
—A Pool?” It was written by R. Wyatt
Young of Claremont and it reads—

There are 30 acres opposite Reabold
Hill where stone is to be gquarried. A
Mr. John Jelft has offered to remove
the stone by sawing, instead of blast-
ing, and form a hasin to the right
measurements of an olympic pool,
paying the council £100,000.

That has not come out in these debates,
nor has much been said about it. The
letter goes on—

It is the Perth City Council’s pro-
perty. Waste water could be easily
disposed of here. It is easily access-
ible and could accommeodate large
crowds.

This would be as beautiful a setting
as King’s Park which would cost much
regret and considerable expenditure.

This is the comment made by the town
clerk, Mr. W. A. McI. Green—

A preliminary plan for the develop-
ment of an area opposite Reabold Hill
was submitted to the council about two
months ago. Detailed infomation about
the plan and precise proposals had
not been received.

I do not know just what he means, but he
certainly dodged the issue in the letter. Let
us keep King's Park—if not for our own
use, then as an attraction for overseas
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tourists. Let us build an aquatic centre at
Reabold Hill as a further advertisement
of what we can do in Western Australia.

No matter where a pool is situated, it
will not be convenient to all, but it will
suit the professionals, and the people will
go to it when big tournaments and swim-
ming sports are held, We cannot suit the
whole of the city by putting it in one place.
Therefore, if the Lord Mayor would accept
this £100,000 for the excavation of a pool
at Reabold Hill, he could spend that sum
on other pools round the City of Perth and
use the £250,000 to develop his pool at
Reahold Hill,

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. L.
F. Kelly—Yilgarn) [3.351: This debate,
which has occupied a great many hours,
has produced some remarkably strange
bed fellows. There have been some states-
man like addresses, but curiously enough
they have come from the section in favour
of the pool. .

The Premier: Hear, hear!
Mr. Roberts: You will get on!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There
has been a diversity of opinion expressed
on many aspects. There was much skirt-
ing around the question and red herrings
were drawn across the trail; and, in many
instances, a distorted outlook was ex-
pressed, as to what King's Park really
represents, and in regard to the import-
ance of an aquatic centre in the heart of
Perth.

Many speakers centred their argument
almost entirely on the subject of our in-
digenous bush. They regaled the House .
with their desire to preserve to the State
the indigenous wonderland known as
King's Park. We heard some impassioned
appeals based on the preservation of our
natural bush and the reserving of our in-
digenous areas for posterity. Others, just
as impassionedly, approached the subject
from the point of view of our great heri-
tage. I suppose everyone is entitled to
his own opinion, but this did not prevent
illogical thought getting into this discus-
sion,

At the outset I want to make the posi-
tion perfectly clear that I am a keen
lover of our indigenous bush country. I
am a keen advacate of everything from a
natural history siandpoint; and here I
include our beautiful trees, flowers, bird
life and the general animal life in much
of our virgin bush. I say virgin bush
advisedly because we are fast getting to
the peint where we have little virgin bush
left in Western Australia and we certainly
have no virgin bush in King’s Park.

My idea of our bushland beauty is
something far different from what we
have on Mt. Eliza. I suppose I visit that
area as much as I visit many other parts
of the State—parts that afford me more
enjoyment, from a bushlover's point of



[19 September, 1857.]

view, than does. King's Park, no matter
how deep my enthusiasm for our bush-
land. I believe that for bushland to
be really worth while it has to abound in
healthy trees; there have to be towering
gums that are a sight for man to be-
hold. It must be a place where there
are attractive shrubs, a wide variety of
orchids, an abundance of myrtle, plenty of
green and other kangaroo paws, and a
profusion of other attractive bush flowers.
That is what I envisage. I can see that
the member for Darling Rahge is about to
interiect. 1 go into his territory—not far
from his residence at times—and I see
some marvellous bushland there.

Mr, Oldfield: What about the worker
who has not a motorcar?

The SPEAKER: Order!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: When we
go into territory such as that in the dis-
trict represented by the member for
Darling Range, we c¢an really enthuse
ghout the bushland of this State because
it is really heautiful. It is still intact, in
its natural state.

Mr. Norton: Are they reserves?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: A bhig
portion of that area is a reserve.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson: ¥You have cer-
tainly tried to establish yourself as a lover
of nature.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Al the
things I have enumerated can be found in
a beautiful setting throughout the whole
of our National Park. This is a lovely
territory preserved in its natural state.
Little has heen done in the making of
roadways through it or making it more
beautiful than nature has made it. There
has heen no great influx of shrubs into
that area nor have various types of flowers
and orchids been transplanted there. It
is a natural bushland which is something
that Mt. Eliza has never been or is never
likely to be, because the types of flora that
accur in these areas in many cases are far
removed from what we find in the sandy
country. It does not exclude what is grow-
ing in the sandy country, but the sandy
country excludes what is growing in the
clay and gravel lands of the State. All of
this is in a natural setting; the hand of
man has not been used to create it in any
degree as it has in King’s Park.

What do we find in King's Park? Where
is this beauty of our bushland? I have
during the period the Bill has been before
the House, heard people enthuse about
King's Park. I suppose I could be put in
the category of those who would be most
enthusiastic in regard to its beauties, but
let me classify what I term the beauties of
King’s Park. Have we there any of those
attributes that I have mentioned as being
natural?

Mr. W. A. Manning: You are advocating
a change in the board now.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am not
advocating a change in the board. Later
in my remarks, I will come to the guestion
of what the board has done. In my recent
vigits to the park I have failed to find any
of the healthy trees or shrubs and the 101
other types of plants that I can find in
other parts. Even Reabold Hill, that has
been mentioned, is in better heart today
than is King's Park, Why should that
be? I say to the House; What of the
indigenous life of King's Park today?
What is really attractive once we get away
from fhe macadamised roads in King’s
Park?

Mr. Roberts: Everything.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: 1 suppose
the only time the hon. member has been
in King's Park is since the controversy
started.

Sitting suspended from 3.40 to £.5 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Prior to
the tea hreak when I was so rudely inter-
rupted by the member for Bunbury, I had
got to the point of making abundantly
clear my impressions of good indigenous
shrub or bushland. I was saying what
was the indigenous growth in King’s Park.
At best, the growth in King’s Park today
cannot be described as anything better
than tenth-grade bush, I am referring to
the general porticn of King's Park, be-
vond the river perimeter. 1 do not say
that all the banksia and gum trees are
dying, but the majority of banksia trees
in King’s Park are showing signs of going
backwards, They have passed the prime
of their bush life. The same applies to
the remaining gum trees. In some cases
they are only semi-alive with their hearis
burnt out. They are tumbling very fast.

Very little regrowth is taking place, be-
cause of the thick undergrowth that has.
taken charge of the paths. We see the
spectacle of a number of shaggy sheoaks.
We find quite a number of shrubs which
long ago have lost their interest in life
and which at present just grow. There is
very little of the natural beauty one would
expect to find in indigenous growth on
land such as King’s Park, There is a very
limited variety of the various types of
shrubs which years ago were there in their
glory and in reasonable abundance. The
native flowers and orchids have been re-
duced considerably.

Any member who cares to spend some
time in the park, particularly during
November and March, will find that the
bushland which we have heard spoken of
50 reverently is a snake-ridden area,
dangerous to the people. Although some
members might say that not many people
have been Kkilled as a result of snakebite
sustained in King's Park, there is always
the first time. There is a tremendous
number of snakes in that area.
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Reference has been made to veldt grass
in the park as not being of any real con-
cern. If I were a pastoralist, I would be
very happy at the amount of veldt grass
found in gbundance in almost all parts,
not only the perimeter, the tracks, the
roads or cleared spofs, hut right through-
out where the undergrowth is not too thick
for the veldt grass to get a footing. Those
are the spectacles we find today when we
seek beautiful bush in King’s Park. What
we find is what I term “rubbishy” under-
growth., In short, King's Park, as in-
digenous bushland, has degenerated very
fast, and at its best, it is nothing better
than a great fire hazard.

Let us examine the other side of the
picture, that is, the attractions to be found
in King’s Park. Where do we take our
visitors when we conduct them through the
park? Do we escort them into the in-
digenous shrub land? Do we lead them
up any of the several bridle paths? Do
we ask them to view sentiment, as I have
heard expressed in this House so many
times in the course of this debate? Do we
ask them to view sentiment as being the
chief drawcard in King's Park? Of course,
we do not!

When we take our tourist visitors to
King's Park, which I, as Minister respon-
sible for tourist trade, have done so fre-
quently, we do not take them to view the
indigenous hush. We take them to the
man-made attractions and .to the slopes
from where unsurpassed views of the city
can be obtained. We point out to them
the wonderful view of the Swan; we show
them the Darling Ranges: and we do not
forget Moondyne Joe when we do that.
When we escort them along Memorial
Drive, and along the other fine drives, we
do not find any indigenous flora; all that
is evident of any beauty consists of rows
and rows of trees planted by man, not the
natural growth. The natural growth has
long since losts its attractiveness.

We show our visitors the wonderful red
and white gums, and the domestic wattle,
all having bheen planted by man. There
is nothing natural about any of those
plants. We go further, and in season we
show them the kangaroo paws, the Gerald-
ton wax and the flame trees when they are
in ﬂower. We show them what beguty
there is, and people with cameras take
photographs. None of these plants are
!ndigenous. They have all been hrought
into King’s Park. We extol to them the
virtues of the park and show them the
wonderful scenery. I would not listen to
anybody decrying the beauty of the park,
but the beauty is not the indigenous
beauty.

Mr. Ross Hutehinson: Have vou ever
walked over the area proposed to be bull-
dozed?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I have
visited it frequently. I am not in the
habit of putting my name to a piece of
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paper without investigating the position
myself. I was not coerced to put anything
on paper or to record my protest against
the project. I went to see the place my-
self. I have been going through King's
Park since some 20 years before the hon.
member came into the world. I have
always had a tremendous feeling of pride
in King's Park, and I want to make sure
that King’s Park will be maintained and
developed in the only way possible; that
is, in the way that man can develop it.

An opportunity has already been given
to King's Park to develop under its own
resources and natural conditions; that
has gone on from 50 to 100 years. All that
has been registered in the minds of un-
biased persons is that the park, from the
bushland angle, has been degenerating
gradually, Do we desire to see a hill of
sand, and nothing more, to be left to pos-
terity, a phrase I have heard so very often
in this discourse; or do we want to leave
some progressive trend in the natural sur-
roundings to the people who follow us, to
the coming generations who will become
the ratepayers of Perth? Let us leave
them something that will be a memorial,
and not something that stands up starkly
on top of Mt. Eliza, an eyesore for the
coming generations.

From an indigehcus flora point of view,
the King's Park area is not going to re-
ceive many marks from the majority of
the pecple of Western Australia. It isupto
us to do something really worth while with
an alienated area of the park which has
outlived its usefulness as bushland, in
stead of drawing back into our sheaths
and being prepared to do nothing at all
about a wonderful asset when the oppor-
tunity is given to us to do something pro-
gressive.

In my remarks I have not intended to
express one uncharitable thought with
regard to the King's Park Board or the
emplovees who are clothed with the re-
sponsibility of looking after the park. I
feel that they have done an excellent job;
and, to the extent of the financial resources
available to them, have beautified that
area as much as possible, They have kept
it clean and tidy, and have provided an
area overlooking the Swan River which is
a4 delight not ounly to us but Yo visitors
to this State. It is a pleasure to travel
along the drives in King’s Park; but
through all the years that have passed
only 40 acres of that reserve have shown
any sign of being developed by boards,
governments and councils.

It has been said by some members that
they would not like to see man-made de-
velopments in the park; but there would
be no worth-while feature in the park if
it had not been for the developments
effected by men. We have 960-odd acres
of wilderness at present. It is tenth grade
bush; and I think that any member from
the South-West would agree with me that
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there is not a vestige of resemblance be-
tween the shrubs of King’s Park and the
beautiful banksias, sheoaks and gums to
be found in the South-West or, for that
matter, even in the Darling Range, where
thhe_lie is an abundance of everything worth
while.

Let us adopt a modern approach, Let
us recognise the potential that the Perth
City Council is prepared to develop in its
plan for an aquatic centre. Let us show
some degree of progress and move with
the times. Instead of our doing that, we
have had in this Chamber during the last
two or three weeks nothing but a succes-
sion of comments that have carried very
little weight. I suppose that my com-
ments will carry very little weight with
some of those who are opposed to the city
council’s proposal.

But I feel that there is a backeground
that must be preserved in the park. There
is & means of our doing something which
many members in this House have said
should have been done a number of years
ago, and which would have been done had
it not been for the contention that the
time was not opportune. The time is not
opportune, no matter what sort of progress
is proposed—whether it is industrial legis-
lation brought down from this side of the
House, or something that is submitbted
from the opposite side of the House with
a flavour of its own line of thought.

It is never an opportune time; and it is
the same old catchery that has been heard
on this occasion. There has been a com-
plete absence of lagic on the part of those
who have submitted reasons why an
aquatic centre should not be established
in King's Park. Not one sound reason has
been advanced during the whole of the
discussion against the siting of an aguatic
centre in Mt. Eliza, I feel that the Perth
City Council should be commended for the
vision and the courage it has displayed. 1
have heard remarks concerning who would
pay for the project. I can only say that
I would be very pleased to be a ratepayer
in an area in which a progressive body had
conceived the idea of developing an aquatic
centre in a place like King's Park.

THE MINISTER FOR NATIVE WEL-
FARE (Hon. J. J. Brady—Guildford-Mid-
land) [4.20]: I wish to make a few remarks
on the Bill, which I intend to oppose. Like
some other speakers, I am not opposed to
an aquatic centre, but I do not think that
King’'s Park is the place for it. I was
rather surprised to hear the Minister for
Mines speaking in such a strain, particu-
larly as he has travelled rather extensively
in recent years through the British Isles
and America. I do not know if he is aware
of the fact that during the time he was in
America there was a great upsurge of
.interest in the natlonal parks of that
country.
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In the “Christlan Science Monitor” of
the 3rd May, 1956, there was & map, which
I have here for members to see and which
shows the location of 38 nhational parks,
in connection with which no lesser person
than the President of the United States
agreed to spend millions of pounds on a
10-year programme designed to bring the
parks to the condition in which they should
always have hbeen, but from which they
had degenerated, owing to neglect. I am
rather disappointed that the Minister for
Mines did not make himself conversan<
with those particular areas. The article in
the “Christian Science Monitor” is headed
“Support of National Parks: A Public Re-
sponsibility.” There is a sub-heading
which reads, “The National Parks: A
Heritage Worth Saving.”

This debate, Mr. Speaker, has continued
for some weeks, and you are probably tired
of repetition. I could read 10 columns
fram this paper, but I will ¢content mysel:
by reading just a few paragraphs to give
members an idea of what another nation
thinks ahout this subject of parks.

The Minister for Mines: You are evading;
the main issue.

The MINISTER FOR NATIVE WEL-
FARE: I shall come back to it effectively
in a moment; and I think that I will give
the Minister a shock concerning his logic.
This article reads, in part—

A massive effort to save the national
parks from further despeliation and
even eventual destruction has begun
to gather momentum, Its continued
progress will depend upon how much
Americans treasure their priceless
scenic and historic heritage, on how
much support they give to the pro-
tective efforts now under way. Only
an aroused and vocal public—the
people who own the parks—can insure
thatdthe parks and monuments will be
saved.

Of greatest significance, Conrad
L. Wirth, Director of the National
Parks Service and originator of the
bold, imaginative Mission 66 program
to provide urgently needed parks
preservation over a period of 10 years,
has enunciated his unequivoecal stand
to keep the park areas free from any
activities that would impair their
natural state as envisioned by the park
founders.

One would almost imagine that they were
here in the City of Perth! The article
continues—

Affirming that the National Parke
Services fundamental policy of pro-
tection has not changed Mr, Wirth
says, nevertheless, “there are situations
and conditions in the National Park
system to which I object ... . as rapidly
as it is feasible to do so we hope to
remedy them, meanwhile preventing

- others from develap!ng or becommg
established.”
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“We - definitely don't want the
National Parks to be resorts as that
word is commonly understood,” says
Mr. Wirth.

Along with this heartening policy
statement, the best news the nation
could have with spring in the air and
the wilderness beckoning is the hearty
reception that has been given here in
Washington to Mission 66.

Park officials warned, however, that
the assistance program in the national
parks has just begun after long years
of neglect and that the upward trail
ahead is beset with the obstacle of
general apathy and the challenge to
promute public enlightenment. These
must he met before the peaks of parks
preservation are reached. Even then,
continued vigilance and efforts will be
necessary. ‘

Parks enthusiasis have been pleased
with the reception given the Parks
Services Mission 66 plan. President
Eisenhower enthusiastically approved
the program, and his administration
authorised a very substantial increase
in the parks services rather modest
1957 appropriations request.

Not to be outdone, Congress, with a
warming glow of appreciation for the
nation’s great scenic and historical
shrines, increased the appropriations
they gained.

As it now stands, the House has
passed a 1957 National Parks Appro-
priation in the amount of 67,688,000
dollars and the Senate has approved
one of 68,020,000. All that remains
is the minor task of adjusting the dif-
ferences in conference.

There is a seven-column article on this sub-
ject in this paper, but it would not be fair
to members to read it all, The fact re-
mains that other nations of the world are
awakening to the value of their parks, and
we should awaken to the value of ours.

During the afternoon tea suspension,
one of my colleagues and I went to King's
Park and walked for a guarter of a mile,
and the area was one vast mass of flowers
and shrubs of all kinds such as are to be
found 50 to 100 miles away from the city.
I venture to suggest that there is not an-
other city in Australia with a park almost
in its centre, to which access can be gained
within a few minutes, and where the
natural flowers and shrubs of the State can
be found in such prolific guantities.

This is a young State, and we have
1,000,000 square miles of counfry to de-
velop. Perth will ultimately become the
biggest city in Australasia—in 100 to 150
vear’s time. As times goes on, there will be
increasing numbers of tourists from the
Eastern States coming here to see our
lovely flowers; and when it is possible to
‘travel from England and from America to
dustralia within a few hours, the influx of
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tourists will considerably increase. - These
people will want to visit our park and see
our natural flora. Also, the people from
the inland of our own State, and from the
north, will desivre to see the park in iis
natural condition.

I would challenge the Minister for Mines
to point to any other park in Western Aus-
tralia that has the prolific growth to be
found in King's Park. I challenge any
member to point to any place which has
such an abundance of natural flora as is
to be found in that park. Why should we,
as a responsible Parliament, despoil that
groaund just to satisfy the whims of a few
people who are looking forward to having
the Empire Games in this State in 1960 or
1962°?

For my part, I have travelled around
Australia quite a lot and seen olympic pools.
I know of two which are no longer used—
one because of the existence of a colour bar
in the town; and the other, because it was
found too expensive to maintain. Yet here
il is proposed to lease to the Perth City
Council for 99 years, for the establishment
of a pool, land which is valued at anything
from £4,000 to £5,000 per acre; in other
words, it is proposed to hand over to this
body £80,000 worth of the State’s asset. 1
do not think we are justified in deing that,
because of the value.of that land to the
State as a tourist attraction.

One member said that only 40 acres of
the park were used. I venture the opinion
that there are 40 acres of road throuegh
the park, apart from other man-made im-
provements. So it is drawing the long how
to say that only 40 acres are used. The
fact remains that if the King's Park
Board, the Perth City Council, the
National Parks Board and the Education
Department do the right thing by the
park, it will be one of the greatest heri-
tages that we can pass on to posterity.
I feel that over the years we have
neglected the park. For the past 100
vears our main interest has been to attain
a decent standard of living and our
pioneers went through greater privations
and difficulties than those of any other
country.

it is only in the last 10 or 15 vears that
we have really passed out of the pioneer-
ing stage. I can remember when Como
heach and our sea beaches were opened
up—all in the last couple of decades—
and we have not exploited them to the
extent that we should have. As a mem-
ber of Parliament and a citizen of this
State, I am disappointed at the amenities
and conveniences that local governing
bodies have provided at our beach and
river resorts. In some instances the public
conveniences are nil and children playing
on the river foreshore have no change
recoms or showers,

There are many things on which the
Perth City Council could well spend its
money in the interests of the mothers and
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young people of the State, without want-
ing to spend money in King's Park. I
would say to the Perth City Council, “In
King's Park we have a valuable asset from
the point of view of encouraging tourists
to spend money in Perth; let us leave
it as it is” One of the reasons why I
oppose portion of the park being leased to
the City Council is that that would put
back 20 years the desire of the com-
munity to have the Swan River cleaned
up.

The Minister for Works is about to
introduce a Bill to set up a committee
with the object of keeping the river free
from pollution and I can envisage the day
when that committee will be given power
to make the Swan River the greatest
pleasure resort in the State. To spend
£250,000 on an olympic pool in King's
Park would put that project back two
decades—

Mr. Court: Why?

The MINISTER FOR NATIVE WEL-
FARE: Because money will then not be
spent on Crawley Baths as it should be.
Those baths are in far worse condition
today than they were when I was 10 years
of age, and the Perth City Council has
never faced up to its responsibility in re-
gard to the river.

Mr. Court: It is trying to do the right
thing, but you will not let it do so.

The MINISTER FOR NATIVE WEL-
PARE: If an olympic pool is once built in
King's Park, for the rest of the century
nothing will be done to improve the Swan
River, The children of the outer suburbs
such as Midland Junction, Helena Vale
and so on are forced to swim in the river
and if it is good enough for them, it is
good enough for the children of the inner
metropolitan area. I repeat that in the
past we have not expleited the river and
our bezaches to the extent that we should
have., I hope the Bill will be defeated so
that the city council may examine the
asset which it now has and which the
Bill would despoil.

Under this measure King's Park would
be despoiled and the Swan River and
Crawley Baths would be neglected, which
I think would be a tragedy. An olympic
pool such as is suggesfed would bhe used
only in the summer and for six months
of the year it would not be used at all,
which would offset its value. Further,
if a few Asiatics or aboriginals sought ad-
mission to the pool, a furore would result
and the pool would be probably closed
down and then there would be a move
made to turn it into some other project
for the City of Perth.

We must look forward 50 years to the
day when the population of this State will
number millions. It s approaching
1,000,000 now and at the present rate of
increase in not very many years the fig-
ure will reach 2,000,000. Can anyone tell
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me that King's Park would be too big for
a population of 2,000,000 to have access
to in arder that the children of the metro-
politan area might see the natural beauty
of the Western Australian bush? I will
not accept such a proposition.

I have always found King's Park pleas-
ant to drive through on Sunday afternoon
in order to show it to my visitors or
friends who have not cars of their own.
'The atmosphere is tranguil but with an
olympic pool established there, the peace-
fulness would be destroyed by blaring
loud speakers advising one lot of swim-
mers that the time had come for them
to leave the pool and another lot to enter,
and so on. In the “Daily News” in the
last few days there have been articles re-
ferring to scantily dressed maidens on the
beaches. Do the people who have passed
the age for swimming want, while in
King's Park, to be confronted with hun-
dreds of young people going backwards and
forwards to the pool sparsely dressed on
Sunday or Saturday afterncons? Thete
are thousands of acres of our sea and
river beaches where the young people can
parade without destroying the peace and
tranquility of King's Park. With an
clympie pool there we would have the loud
speakers blaring, “It is now 3 o'clock and
such and such a school must leave the
water,” and so on.

I think it was the Minister for Lands
who said we should be progressive and
open up the park for furthe recreation
for the people. I do not khow whether
he has in mind permitting circuses to be
located there, but that would come within
the scope of his words. The areas avail-
able behind Christian Bros. College and
alongside the Ozone Hotel are virtually no
longer available for circuses. Today there
are schools the children of which are play-
ing unofficially in King's Park, and if this
Bill is successful, those schools will try
to justify the granting to them of areas
of the park because they have already
played there unofficially for years. They
would have every justification for doing
go if this measure were passed.

There are over 100 sporting bodies in
this city today and if each of them was
granted only 20 acres of the park, none
of it would remain. That is why this body
I have referred to was formed in America
—to put before Congress the inroads made
into the national parks, the founders of
which foresaw them as the heritage for
the future. I want to see an aquatic centre
built, but not in King's Park. There is
room for three or four such pools in the
metropolitan area, and, as the member for
Narrogin said, the tendency is for the
population of Perth to go north, south and
east hut not west. We have been told that
King’s Park would be the most accessible
centre for the pool but I would say it is
the most inaccessible for residents of the
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northern, southern and easterm suburbs.
1 oppose the Bill and hope it will be de-
feated.

MR. MOIR (Boulder) [4.40]: I wish to
record my objection to the Bill for various
reasons. I am naturally in favour of an
aquatic centre being buili, and more par-
ticularly an olympie pool, as is only natural
because I come from the Goldfields where
we have had the benefit of such a pool
since before the war. My opposition to
the Bill, like that of many other members,
is that the pool is sought to be placed
in King's Park. I helieve King's Park is
unique in Australia and I have never heard
of any other ecity in the world which has
a park in its midst containing the natural
flora of the country. Once the natural
fora is removed, it cannot be replaced.

It is surprising fo see the sharp clash
of views on this question. I realise that
we each approach the problem from our
own peint of view but it is striking that
while, on one hand, many pecople can see
heauty in King’s Park as it is, others can-
not do so, and some qualify that view
by saying that they see beauty only in
those portions ¢f the area where man has
destroyed the natural flora and has planted
grasses and trees foreign to this part of
the country.

If we were to clear away all the natural
flora of King's Park and replace it with
imported grasses and trees such as pines,
naks and so on, it would no doubt have
oL very pleasing effect, but we already have
other areas that have heen developed in
that way. We have only this one area
of natural parkland, which is King's
2ark and it is something that we cannot
ceplace asg it was put there by nature.
'This problem is much wider than the gues-
wion of whether a certain portilon of the
land should be excised so that an aquatic
centre might be built in King’s Park.

The question is whether we should re-
tain King's Park as we know it, or hand
it over for other purposes. Let us make
no mistake—and I am certain no member
in this Chamber could logically argue
against it—once we have approved the
nanding over of this section of the park,
*¢ could not logically refuse similar ap-
nlications by other bodies for other por-
tions. I could think of numerous bodies
at would have a far more valid claim
to sections of King's Park, than the Perth
~ity Mouncil seems to think it has on this
~~ragion. But once we have granted this
avea of land, future Parliaments would
find it most difficult to refuse similar re-
quests coming forward for other areas.

Accordingly, we would find the park
would gradually be whittled away. This is
not peculiar to Western Australia; it hap-
pens everywhere. We know that in the
Eastern States some of the best known
parks have been whittled away. Many
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years ago in Melbourne large areas were
sei aside for parks and these have been
gradually whittled down. Albert Park has
been reduced, until today it is half its ori-
ginal size; so much so, that the people of
Melbourne are alarmed at this trend that
has developed over the years, and they are
now demahding that the portions of the
park previously disposed of be resumed
and restored to their original purpose.

That must go on, and it will certainly
take place here. We know that in the
not-far-distant future, Perth will be a
great capital city and that covetous eyes
will be cast on these areas. No doubt the
people who will put their propositions for-
ward will be just as sincere as are the
people who are puiting up the present
scheme. We must, however, look at these
things with a view to the future and realise
that in this 900 acres of bushland, we have
something that is priceless. Apart from
the beauty which most people see in it,
it constitutes a most charming and
healthy area in and around the elty.

It has been sald by previous speakers—
and I have no doubt that they are genuine
in what they say—that the park is a heap
of wild bush and rubbish. The Minister
for Mines, when speaking to the debate,
described King’s Park as rubbish, under-
growth, and tenth-rate bush.

Mr, Ross Hutchinson: Beauty lies in the
eyes of the beholder.

Mr., MOIR: The Minister made com-
parisons with our forest country in the
South-West and said he felt that any
member coming from the South-West
would agree with him when he claimed
there was not nearly the same beauty in
King's Park as there was in the bushland
of the South-West. I came from the
South-West originally; I spent many years
of my younger life there and I am well
acquainted with this bushland. But it
is a different type of beauty altogether.
King’s Park never was a forest area; it
is an area that carries plant life that is
peculiar to the coastal regions of this
State. It is a very good example, possibly
the best example that could be found any-
where, of the bushland that existed here
before British habitation, and the result-
ant clearing had taken place.

There is much talk about natural and
virgin bush. I do not know any plaece in
Australia where there would be virgin
hush. Much has also been said about
fires that occur in King's Park but, of
course, we know that fires have run
through the bushland of this State be-
fore the white people ever saw it, hecause
the native inhabitants put the fires
through to scare out the game and for
pther reasons. Anyvbady who has been
brought up in the bush knows that quite
often a fire is seen going through the
countryside. As I have said, these fires
have been running through the bush since
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long hkefore white people inhabited this
country., I have heard peoble say that
there are not as many flowers in King's
Park as there used to he. If that is cor-
rect, then all I can say is that previously
the park must have been a riot of colour,
because there are certainly plenty of wild-
flowers to be found there today.

In relation to the aquatic centre, and
its attendant facilities, I would say that
some of the comments made here have
emanated from a lack of factual know-
ledge. Anybeody who has the idea that
the proposed aguatic centre will serve the
people of the metropolitan area is right
off the beam. It will only serve the needs
of some of the people of the metropolitan
area because it will be far too small to
serve the needs of the entire population
here. To properly provide the metropoli-
tan area with still-water swimming facili-
ties, one would have to have several pools.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: That is what is
required.

Mr. MOIR: At the present time., we are
told there are 40,000 children who will
use the proposed pool. That is quite ridi-
culous. If that were so, the pool would
be crammed all the time and the child-
ren would have to be run through in re-
lays. I know what I am talking about
because the same thing happened in Kal-
goorlie with the children there. The
people who control that pool have the ut-
most difficulty in planning the various
functions that take place at the beginning
of the summer in that pool. We find in
the case of the EKalgoorlie pool, that chil-
dren come from the various schools to
indulge in swimming sports, and also to
attend the swimming classes that are held
every season. All these swimming func-
tions have to be ordered and organised,
and this is necessary in an area that has
a total population of only 23,000.

On occasions the pool is very well pat-
ronised and though during the hot
weather it is possible for one to get into
the pool, I am sure it is not always very
enjoyable because of the crowded condi-
tions. The pool at Kalgoorlle although
built to olympic standards is more

crowded in the hot weather than Hay-st.

on bargain shopping day.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: You want another
pool at Boulder.

Mr. MOIR: We could certainly do with
one at Boulder. So anyone who has the
idea that this aquatic centre will supply
the needs of the people of the metropoli-
tan area is entirely wrong. What is re-
quired in the metropolitan area is a num-
ber of pools scattered around the place,
Indeed, I cannot understand why they
have not been built long ago. The people
in the country have pools and, as I have
sald before, we have had an olympic
pool in Kalzoorile for many years. The

-Northam are building a pool.
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people of Norsernan have a pool, as have
those at Merredin, Bullfinch and Cunder-
din; and I now find that the people at
Pools have
been built in many country centres of
the State, but nobody made a fuss about
the building of them.

Hon. D. Brand: Parliament did not have
to decide the issue.

Mr. MOIR: The people there decided
to build a pool and for their finance they
approached the people in the district
whom they thought would assist. Hav-
ing done that, they found the balance of
money themselves. But the people in the
metropolitan area seem to be looking to
the Perth City Council to provide them
with swimming facilities. The plans that
the Perth City Council has for the build-
ing of this magnificent centre will, I am
sure, fall short of the requirements of the
people of the metropolitan area for the
very reasons that I have mentioned.

On many occasions I have taken visi-
tors from the country and from the East-
ern States and overseas to King's Park
and, without exception, they have all ac-
claimed the unique beauty of the park
and its wonderful position. If one hap-
pens to be visiting the Eastern States and
is introduced to somebody who has been
across to Western Australia, it {5 not long
before they are referring to King's Park
gnd talking about it in the most laudatory
erms.

Mention has been made about the veldt
grass detracting from the appearance of
the park; and it has been said that this
is a great problem. I do not think that
this problem has ever been tackled seri-
ously. It could not have been tackled
seripusly if the amounts allocated to the
King’s Park Board are any indication;
because we find that the money allocated
to the King's Park Board in 1956 was
£7,000 while the expenditure was £8,500.
This year we find an allocation of £%,000
being made. This is a mere pittance, and
the board cannot do very much with such
a small amount.

Over the years we have been quite un-
aware of the woénderful asset we have in
King’s Park. Members have also referred
to the degeneration of the park, and have
said that the trees there are dying. That,
however, is the law of nature in any bush-
land. As is the case with the human
race, there is always something dying
and something being born to take its
place. Anyone conversant with forests
would know that there are always
dead and dying trees in any bush land,
togetheér with young trees which are com-
ing up to take their place. Anyhody who
walks through King’s Park and is suffi-
ciently informed on the subject would see
this regeneration taking place. .
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- Mention has beeri madé-of the fact that
the scrub is taking over but we all know
that trees will not grow without scrub. We
had a perfect illustration of that on the
Goldfields where dusty areas existed as
a result of stock grazing. The scrub was
cut out below its original level and, as a
result, the trees died. That can be veri-
fied from forestry records, and members
have heard me mention it before. When
they set out to regenerate that country,
they had to keep the stock off. They
allowed scrub to thrive and the trees grew
up, with the result that today we have
green trees for miles around Kalgoorlie.
Therefare, it is natural to have scrub in the
park, as otherwise there would be no trees.
Of course, people who go there expecting
to see forest giants will not find them, as
it is not the type of country to grow them.

Reference has been made to the enjoy-
ment which children, feenagers, and older
people would derive from an aquatic centre
in King's Park. I think it was the Premier
who made that statement. I do not yield
to anyone in this Chamber so far as the
provision for the enjoyment of children
and old people is concerned. I come from
a part of the State where children are very
well catered for—far better than in many
ather parts of the State—and I am always
mindful of what should be done to assist
children in their enjoyment. I feel sure
that many of the members in this Chamber
who are opposing this Bill, have just as
much concern for the enjoyment of chil-
dren and other people.

I should like to say a word or two about
some of the propaganda to which we have
been subjected. I have no objection to it
at all. I believe it is the right of every
person who is interested in some matter
before Parliament to write to a member
and express his views. What I object to
is people sending documents along and
attempting to convey a false. impression.
I am going to refer to only one letter,
which I immediately thought of when the
member for Gascoyne made reference to
the word “beguile.” I received it from an
association which is well respected in the
community—highly respected—and it is
one to which I have belonged for many
years.

In writing to ask for-my support of this
proposition, they said that the membership
of the association was 11,000 plus de-
pendants, comprising all sections of the
community, and the tenor of the letter is
that they were speaking on behalf—
although they did not say so, the implica-
tion is there—of all the members of the
association and their dependants. I have
been a member of that association for
many years.

Hon. J. B. Sleeman: They did not speak
for you.

Mr. MOIR: I know a lot of pecple who
are members of that association and T
asked them if they had heen asked as to
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their opiniomr on the proposition and
without exception they sald “No.” Like
myself, they never knew that the associa-
tion was interested. This association is
the Australian Natives Association. I do
not know if members were ever consulted,
yet the association writes to members—I
suppose all members of Parliament were
canvassed—Ileading them to believe that it
spoke for 11,000 members and their de-
pendants. I am standing here today, but
I cannot speak for my dependants on this
occasion, because I do not know what they
want. The approach from that associa-
tion is typical of fthe letters we have
received,

Mr. Hearman: Whom do you blame for
that. Surely the AN.A.

Mr. MOIR: Yes. It has been sent by
the general secretary and I take it that
he and his executive were enthusiastic
supporters of this proposal and undertook
to write this letter to members on behalf
of the association. However, it is some-
thing which, in my opinion, they are not
entitled to do unless they first obtain the
views of members,

Mr. Hearman: I just wanfed to know
whom you blame? ’

Mr. MOIR: Returning to my assertion
that it is a question as to whether we are
going to retain the park, or whether we
will have it released for other purposes,
the people who put this propasal forward
take the view that the park must go
eventually. I have here a pamphlet which
was sent out by the Lord Mayor and one
particular paragraph says that everyone
agrees that the control measures necessary
for the park’s existence render the con-
tinuance of a purely natural park impos-
sible. I know sometimes a different
impression can be obtained by taking
something out of ifs context and reading
it, but the particular section is {oo long
to read and all members have received a
copy and would know what I have quoted
does not alter the meaning.

In “The West Australian” on Tuesday,
the 17th September, there was an editorial
under the heading, “A Decisive Park Vote?”
and the part which I think is significant
is as follows;—

The Assembly should pass the Bill
without further demur. By doing so
it will record a decisive vote for better
development of the park for public use.
The question of an olympic pool is
merely a test case.

Merely a test case! On the one hand,
we have the Perth City Council, which
says it is inevitable that the park must
go as it cannot be kept in its natural
state, and the leading article of “The West
Australian” says that the Bill is just
a test case. I agree that it is just a test
case because if we agreed to the scheme
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we would have no valid reason for refus-
ing other requests for facilities in the park:
I have no doubt that some people think
the park should be cleared and the land
sold for residential purposes. I have no
doubt that the land and estate agent people
cast very envious eyes on the park and
would like to put it up for auction.

Mr. Ross Hutchinson:
ideal sites.

They would be

The Minister for Lands: It has never
been mentioned in this debate.

Mr, MOIR: No, but I mention it as
a view held by some people regarding the
park. It has been said that the members
of this Chamber who oppose the scheme,
would like to tie the park up forever.
All I can say is that we have a decision
to make here and now. What decision
is made in the future depends on the
people oceupying the same positions in this
House then, However, we have to make
the decision now,

I take exception to a letter from the
Lord Mayor. I realise that he ig probably
very enthusiastic about this and people are
liable to get carried away by enthusiasm.
He had this to say in a letter to me—

Do you realise that in a very short
time the Crawley Baths will be no
more, because of senility in structural
condition, and that then if the pro-
ject is rejected, there will be no baths
at all—no place for class or school in-
struction—neo place for carnivals or
competitions—no possibility of Empire
or Olympic Games—all why?

This is a very serious reflection on the
Perth City Council, which is charged with
the welfare and care of the Crawley Baths,
and there is no guarantee that what has
happened there will not happen at King's
Park, and this aquatic centre, if estab-
lished, will be gliowed to degenerate. The
letter goes on to say—

Because Perth missed her chance—
because Perth will be the only capital
city in the Commonwealth without the
very amenity which is regarded by all
other cities as an essential—because
those who had the enterprise and in-
itiative were frustrated—because those
who had the power were not cour-
ageous enough to face an issue on its
merits—because the discouragement
of those whose (City Council) duty
it is to formulate these projects was
naot a matter for their (Parliament)
concern and their (Council) encour-
agement was & matter of no moment.

I regard that paragraph as most offensive
to members of Pariiament.

Mr. Norton: it is insulting.
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Mr. MOIR: Most insulting, and I feel
that if the Lord Mayor were a litile more
restrained in his approach and in the type
of language he used he would not have
aroused the ire he has done in certain
cases.

We would have to give seripus considera-
tion to the passing of this Bill, if King's
Park were the only site available in the
metropolitan area where an aquatic centre
could be built, but I refuse to helieve that
i{ is the only site in the metropolitan
aren. I feel sure that the Perth City
Council has suitable land under its juris-
diction for the building of an aquatic cen-
tre. I oppose the Bill.

MR. OWEN (Darling Range) [5.131:
There is no doubt that this Bill has created
greater interest, both inside and outside
the Chamber, than any other Bill for
many a long year. It has been refreshing
to hear so many members express them-
selves on this matter, uninfluenced and
untrammelled by party politics.

There has been much talk in an en-
deavour to pinpoint the original purpose
for which the park was dedicated. I am
not very interested in that aspect although
I feel that Lord Forrest; being a man of
the open spaces, had in mind that it should
be left in broad acres as an original park.
Although Lord Forrest gave  away small
sections of it, we must remember that it
was through his influence that the park
was almost doubled in size from something
under 500 acres to about 1,000 acres. If
it was necessary to have 1000 acres in
those days, I would say it is necessary to
have many thousands of acres now,

However, let us forget abhout the past
and consider the future. We are fortunate
that King’s Park has been preserved as it
is, and has not been cut up and used for
residential or other purposes. It is our
duty to see that it is kept as near as pos-
sible to the original bush of which it is
constituted. Several speakers have stated
that about 90 per cent. of visitors to the
State see only the developed fringe along
the river. One can quite understand this,
hecause -that is the part which is most
accessible and from which we get glorious
views of the city and the river. ‘The
position would be the same if we had no
park there but a huge tower from which we
could view the city and the river.

The people who want to see those views -
naturally go along that fringe, but there
are many thousands who, in the course of
the year, go deeper into the park whether
they merely drive along the tracks or walk
down the bridle paths or ramble in the
bush. I have taken numbers of visitors
there, and I naturally take them along the
fringe to see the views, but those who are
interested in the.naturalist side, I take to
see what they want to look at in the park.
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I think we have a great asset in King's
Park and I'would be sorry to see it cut
up or even.the smallest portion taken from
it. We ip this State and people in other
parts of the world spend considerable
amounts in maintaining zoos and museums.
But I say it is just as important to keep
the living specimens, whether flora or
fauna, in their natural state rather than
wait until they are nearly extinct and then
preserve their images in a museum. Let
us keep King's Park as, shall I say, a liv-
ing museum so that the trees, shrubs and
grasses, bhesides the fauna—particularly
birds—may live where they can be seen
and appreciated by the multitudes whao
visit the park,

In other parts of the State efforts are
being made to build up or restore to their
natural state, many areas of land. This
cannot be done with just one or two acres
of country, or even a hundred acres. We
must have a hig area if we wish to main-
tain the country in anything like its
natural condition because much of our
hushland will not stand competition, par-
ticularly if the surface of the ground is
disturbed by man in his efforts to clear the
land, as has ocurred in clearing the fire~
wood out of the park.

We see instances of this in the bush
where, 50 to 100 years ago, sawmills were
established. When these sawmills ceased
to operate, the areas of 10 or 20 acres
which had been almost denuded of natural
bush over the course of years were gradu-
ally encroached on again so that what was
onee cleared land can now be seen in an
almost natural bushland state again. I
think this will happen in King’s Park pro-
vided we do not disturb it very much. The
Minister for Mines is also the Minister for
Fisheries so, of course, it was perhaps only
natural for him to draw a few red herrings
accross the trail,

The Minister for Education:
scale!

Mr. OWEN: Quite a lot of the park has
been left in an almost natural state, but
he said it is only tenth-rate bushland,
I draw his attention and also that of the
House to this little bulletin celled “The
Naturalist” which, at page 34 mentions five
species of banksias. People when they see
a banksia tree say, “It is only a banksia;
why worry about it?” This is what the
pamphlet has to say—

The most interesting of the four
species is the Silver Banksia (B. prio-
notes) with its silver-grey buds and
deep orange flowers. It makes an at-
tractive show over the greater part of
the year in the vicinity of Thomas
Street and King's Park Road. This
small colony is the only one of this
species left in the metropolitan area
avhich is not growing. on private land,
.and is thus the only area near Perth
“which could be preserved for posterity.

On a big
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That is around the part where it is pro-
posed to establish the aquatic centre.
Very little has been said about the fauna,
but this booklet also mentions that there
are 65 species of birds in and around the
park. Many of them use the park as a
nesting ground, and from the park they
travel over great parts of the metropolitan
area. When we consider that these birds
help fo keep our gardens, trees and shrubs
free from insect pests, we can realise the
beneflcial effect that King's Park has,
throeugh the bird life, on the metropolitan
area.

It would indeed he a pity to see the
park made even one acre smaller, It has
been said that the establishment of an
aquatic cenire in the park would not
greatly disturb the trees. We have re-
ceived numerous letters and in one the
Lord Mayor mentions that very few trees
would be disturbed. Actually I think most
of the trees in the 20 acres that would
have to he cleared would need to be bull-
dozed out of the way, and then I think it
would he a matter of only a few years
before the remainder died.

Next, I would like to mention another
little park which it was sought to maintain
as a pnatural park. On the Welshpool-rd.
there is a small area known as ‘“Advent
Park” where those who subscribe to a
particular faith meet at their annual
camp. This park consists of an area of
six to eight acres on which there was
beautiful banksia growth, and great pains
were taken to preserve the hanksias
although it was resglved to establish a
lawn there.

By the fact of maintaining the lawn—
whether through the use of fertiliser or
the destruction of the lower serub, I do
not know—irom 20 to 30 per cent. of
the banksias have gone. 1 think it will
be only a few years before the remainder
dle and then there will be just the lawn
and the other trees which will have to
he planted. there; but they will not he
indigenous trees. The same thing will
happen in King's Park. The more it is
disturbed the more it will go back, We
should try to preserve it in broad acres,
as it now is, so that it will remain in its
present state if not for a thousand years,
for as long as possible.

I intended to say a lot about alterna-
tive sites, but that ground has been well
covered. Before we agree to any part of
the park being excised, even for an aqua-
tic centre that would undoubtedly be &
beautiful place, I think we should be satis-
fied that there is no alternative site in
the metropolitan area.

The Minister for Works: Are you pre-
pared to take steps to find out?

Mr, OWEN: There are others who
should have more expert knowledge than
I in that regard. It has been said there



[19 September, 1857.1

is a high watertable in some areas, but
that is not inmsuperable, 8s can be seen
by the very tall buildings built south of
St. George's Terrace on land where the
water is close to the surface. The build-
ing of the pool in such country would
necessitate the s0il being dewatered so
that the foundations could be excavated
and the foundations might have to be a
bit stronger, but that would cost only a
few thousands of pounds extra.

I am not satisfled that there are not
many areas around Perth that would he
suitable for a pool such as is envisaged
in the plan on the wall of this Chamber.
Such a pool is man made and the lawns
surrounding it would be man-made and
many of the trees to be planted would be
just as beautiful around the pool else-
where as they would in King's Park. I,
therefore, oppose the Bill.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
J. T, Tonkin—Melville) [5.27]1: I propose,
Mr, Speaker, to make a few remarks in
regard to this question, but not in the
hope or belief that what I say will in-
fluence the vote of any member, because
it is obvious that their opinions are weil
fixed. As a matter of fact, I eannot re-
call any other instance since I have been
in this House when the futility of argu-
ment was made so apparent. We started
off with a number of members not pre-
pared to hear the question discussed in
this House, but registering their opinions
beforehand, and that has characterised
the debate as it has proceeded.

It seems to me that we are not called
upon to determine whether the proposed
swimming pool will meet the needs of all
the people in the metropolitan area or
any particular portion of it. That is the
business of the Perth City Council and its
responsibility. The question is before us
only because it was brought here by our
own action in determining that no part of
the park could be used for any purpose
without Parliament making a pronounce-
ment in connection therewith. The ques-
tion before us, therefore, is not whether
we should have an aquatic centre but
whether the city council should be per-
mitted to put it in King's Park.

I will yield to nobody in a desire to re-
tain the obvious benefits of having such
@ large open space in the centre of a city
which is destined to carry a very large
population, but I cannot become lyricat
about the type of bush in King’s Park be-
cause a similar type is still to be found
in many parts of the metropolitan area
quite close to the city; many acres of it
ont the south side of the river, where people
do not hesitate to destroy it in order to
build their homes.

Personally I doubt whether a single
member who has spoken in this Chamber
about retaining the banksias and s¢ on in
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the park, has retained any on the land
surrounding his own house. We all seem
to hasten to get rid of the natural bush
around our residences and to substitate
lawns, trees and shrubs brought from else-
where. I do not deny that it is most de-
sirable to retain in the city large areas
of parkland, not only as a breathing space
for the people but also to provide a place
where they can wander and enjoy the
delights of such wandering.

Strangely enough, very few of those who
visit the park wander through the bush-
land. ‘Their habits may change in the
future but It is undeniable that a great
majority of the people who daily, and
especially on Sundays, visit this park, re-
main on the road, adjacent to the tea-
rooms, where they can view the river and
where both sides of the road are lined with
their motorcars. Some of them remain
in their cars and those who do not, walk
up and down along the road or stand
on the bank overlooking the river. Only
a very small proportion of the visitors
takes the trouble to wander through the
bushland—for obvious reasons. They do
not like getting their shoes filled with
sand and their stockings fllled with grass
seeds and so they stay where the condi-
tions are more pleasant.

That is no argument against the reten-
tion of this bushland, but I think we
can not get anything worth while with-
out paying some price for it. Perth has
needed an aguatic centre for a long time
and I feel we have been recreant in our
duty to some extent in not having before
now taken sieps to ensure that our young
people will have the same opportunity
as those of other States for training for
competitive swimming. We like to see our
own people excel and we should there-
fore provide the facilities thez need.

This has been our first real chance of
obtalning for Perth a pool that could be
used for the purposes I have mentioned.
It is possible that if the city council is
denied the right to put the pool in King's
Park, it will go ahead with the proposal
elsewhere, but the indications are that it
will not. To go anywhere else would ap-
pear to be a great deal more expensive
and obviously the city council would fav-
our this locality for that reason, if for
no other. I do not belleve we have the
right to brush this proposition aside out
of hand.

Those members who hold the view that
we should have an aquatic centre but
not in King's Park could strengthen their
position by agreeing to let the measure go
to a select committee in order that the
question of the site might be investigated.
If an investigation showed that another
suitable site could not be found, I feel
sure members who have made up thelr
minds that the park shall not be touched
under any conslderation would have some
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reason for reconsidering their decision, be-
cause .it would be a very boid step to
take to deny the State an olympic pool
when it has an excellent chance of get-
ting one; and that, I think, would be the
result if this question were pushed aside
out of hand without further investigation.

It has heen made very clear by those
who have spoken, and the numher of
members who have expressed their op-
position, that the propeosal has no chance
whatever of surviving if dealt with on the
question as to whether a portion of King's
Park can be used or not. I do not think
we should decide that question at this
juncture. It would still be open to the
House to msake a determination on that
point later on, and nothing would be lost
in the meantime. Those who refuse the
right to have this matter referred to a
select committee are blindly prejudiced
and are taking that action because they
are determined that under no considera-
tion will this question be kept alive. 1
hope they will adopt a more reasonable
attitude than that and let us ascertain
wlqether a more suitable site, or indeed a
suitable site, can be found.

Although I am going to support this
proposition, I am by no means enthusias-
tie about giving up portion of the park
for an aquatic centre. I would rather
see it _somewhere else; but when it be-
comes a question of a pool or no poal,
I am prepared to agree to a portion of
the park being utilised for that purpose.
Already some acres of the original reser-
vation are used for other purposes. We
have not a complete 1,000 acres free from
alienation, or other uses; we have some
900 odd acres and we will still have 900
odd acres if 20 acres are made available
for the aquatic centre. So the difference
in the two areas would not be appreciable.
I would be prepared to pay whatever price
that involved if it ensured that Perth
would get an aquatice centre worthy of
a city of this size,

It may he that if the question is pro-
perly inquired into, other sites examined
and the merits of them brought forward,
a better site than King's Park will be dis-
covered. I have sufficient faith in the
Perth City Council to believe that if an
investigation showed that a suitable site
could be found, and one which did not
involve a great deal of expenditure, the
clvic suthorities would be prepared to uti-
lise the site for the purpose. I think we
should keep before us the desire of secur-
ing for Perth and Western Australia an
up-to-date aquatic centre and we should
not take any steps which will defer that
proposal for any great length of time. It
is in the hope that wiser counsels will pre-
vail, and that an opportunity will be pro-
vided to have this position more closely
examined, that I suggest to those members
who feel very strongly about this matter
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that they have no real argument against
allowing the question to be referred to a
select committee because they will still
have an opportunity of expressing their
opinion later on, and of taking what steps
t{:egre desire to retain the park in its present
state,

I give them full marks for their sincerity
in that regard. Some of them are almost
fanatical about it and I do not blame them
because of that belief. I feel that the only
real danger in the proposal is that once a
portion of the park is given away for any
purpose—an aquatic centre or any other—
it is much harder subsequently to resist
similar applications. I guite admit that
that is a danger—always was in the scheme
of things and always will he. We know
how easy it is, once we give way on a
principle or a fundamental belief, to give
a little more, and then a little more, once
the ground is broken. So in order to pre-
vent the possibility of the park being
whittled away I can understand members
taking the attitude that even though they
may be strongly in favour of an aguatic
centre they will not give up any portion
of the park for that purpose.

However, as the Premier mentioned the
other evening, every proposal in connection
with the use of land in King’s Park must
come before Parliament and it can then
be treated on its merits. It can be weighed
along with the advantages which are likely
to accrue from any proposal that is sub-
mitted, and it does not necessarily follow
that if land is made available for this pur-
pose it must be made available for any
other purpose in the years to come.

I suppose this debate is almost unique
inasmuch as there are very few members
who have not expressed their opinion and
I rose to speak not because I believed it
would be possible to influence the vote of
any member, but hecause I considered that
on this question, in view of what has been
said, it was undesirable that one should
cast a silent vote. I make a last appeal
that this matter should not be determined
out of hand but that it should be allowed
to go a step further so that possible sites
can be investigated and I would emphasise
that this advantage will be derived from
such o course: If Parliament denies the
city council the right to use any portion
of King’s Park for this purpose, an in-
vestigation into alternative sites could re-
sult in a very satisfactory site being found
which, if not used in the near future by
the Perth City Council, might be used by
them or by somehody else, in the not dis-
tant future. So the labours of & select
committee would not be wasted in that re~
gard and Parliament would have made a
very useful contribution.

Mr. O'BRIEN:
That the question be now put.

1 move— -
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Motion put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes 25
Noes 18
Majority for 7
Ayes.

Mr. Androw Mr. Moir

Mr. Brady Mr. Nalder

Mr. Cornell Mr, Norton

Mr. Evans Mr. O'Brien

Mr. Gafly Mr. Owen

Mr. Hall Mr. Perkins

Mr. Heal Mr. Rhatlgan

Mr. Jamleson Mr, Sewell

Mr. Johnson Mr. Steeman

Mr. Lapham Mr. Toms

Mr. Lawrence Mr. Watts

Mr, W. Manning Mr. May

‘Mr. Marshall {Teller,)
: Noes.

Mr. Bovell Sir Ross MeLarty

Mr. Brand Mr, Nulsen

Mr, Court Mr. Oldfield

Mr. Grayden Mr. Potter

Mr. Hawke Mr. Roberts

Mr. Hearman Mr. Rodoreda

Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Tonkin

Mr, Hoar Mr, Wid

Mr. Eelly Mr. Hutchinson

(Teller.)
Motion thus passed.

The .SPEAKER: The question is—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes ... 14
Noes ... 29
Majority against ... 15
Ayes. }
My, Brand - Mr. Eelly-
Mr. Court Mr. Nuisen
Mr. Hall Mr, Poiter
Mr, Hawke Mr. Rodoreda
Mr. Heal Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Hearman . Mr. Wila )
Mr, Hoar Mr. Sewell
: (Teller.)
- Noes. B
Mr, Andrew . .Bir Ross MecLarty
* Mr. Bovell ' Mr. Molr
- 'Mr. Brady Mr. Nalder
Mr. Cornell Mr. Norton
Mr. Evans - Mr. O'Brien
Mr, Gafly Mtr. Oldfield
Mr. Grayden Mr. Owen
Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Perkins
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Rhatigan
Mr, Jamieson Mr. Roberts
Mr. Johnson Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Lapham Mr. Toms
Mr. Lawrence Mr. Watts
Mr. W. Manning Mr. May
Mr. Marshall ( Teller.)

Qﬁestion thus negatived,
Bill defeated.
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BILL—HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT.
‘Council’s Amendments.
Schedule of seven amendments made by
the Council now considered.

In Committee.

Mr. Moir in the Chair; the Minister for
Health in ‘charge of the Bill,

No. 1.

Clause 8, page 4, line 12—To insert after
the word ‘“or” the words “within six
months.”

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I have
considered the Council’s amendments and
I would like to say at the outset that
I agree with them all. This amendment
will only limit the time in which the com-
migsioner can take proceedings to a period
of six months. In fact it is an improve-
ment on the. provision in the clause. 1
move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Councfl’s
amendment agreed to.

No, 2,

Clause 8, page 4, line 21—To delete the
word “and” and substitute the word ‘“or.”

No. 3.

Clause 8, page 4..line 30—To insert after
the word “is” the word “correctly.”

No. 4. : :

Clause 8, page 4—To add after Sub-
clause (4) a,subclause to stand as Sub-
clause (5) as follows:—

(8) Notwithstanding the provisions
of Subsection (2), (3) and (4) of this
section, a building contractor is not
liable for an offence against this sec-
tion for anything done or omitted,
if the building, alteration, or exten-
sion, of the public building is super-
vised by a qualified architect, engaged
by the building proprietor.

On motions by the Minister for Health,
the foregoing amendments were agreed to.

No. 5.

Clause 9, page 4, lines 40 and 41—To
delete the words “one hundred” and sub-
stitute the word “fifty.”

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: I feel
that further consideration should be given
to this amendment. The fee was increased
from the existing £5 to £100, but the
amendment of another place has reduced
it to £60. That seems to me to be ridicu-
lous because the value of money has risen
very greatly since the passing of the Act.
Sometimes it costs the department hun-
dreds of pounds to supervise alterations
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under the Health Act. The matter was
referred to the department, as another
place had reduced the maximum fee from
£100 to £50. As the other place is not
responsible for the administration of this
legislation and as finance available to the
Government is very short, I would prefer
to see £100 being fixed as the maximum.
Before proceeding further I would like to
hear the comments of other members.

Mr, ROSS HUTCHINSON: The Min-
ister should agree to the amendment. He
mentioned that the original fee was only
£5, and as the amendment has increased
it to £50 or ten times the value, that would
adequately cover any increase in super-
vision costs brought about since the pass-
ing of the Act.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: In view
of those remarks, I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

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

No. 6.

Clause 10, page 5, line 2—To delete the
word “one.”

No. 7.

Clause 10, page 5, line 4—To delete the
figures and letter “241A” and substitute
the following:—"240A.”

On motions by the Minister for Health,
the foregoing amendments were agreed to.

Resolutions reported and the report ad-
opted,

House adjourned at 6.3 pm.
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QUESTIONS.

STATE TRANSPORT CO-ORDINATION
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

Delay in Introduction,

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH (without notice)
asked the Minister for Railways:

Why does the Minister keep the State
Transport Co-ordination Act Amendment
Bill down on the notice paper in view of
the anxiety of people, particularly in the
country, over this Bill? When will the
Bill be placed on the notice paper in such
a position that it can be debated in this
House?

The MINISTER replied:

I know of no anxiety being expressed
by anybody. They are in no more doubt
today than during the past eight or 10
years; and, judging by the attitude of this
Chamber on the first reading of the Bill,
I should imagine they are not worried
unduly. However, the Bill 1s on the notice
paper as Item No. 10 and will he dealt
with when we arrive at that item.



