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The Hon. A. P. Griffith: And that goes
for the majority of workers.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPWSON: And that is
why conditions should be uniform, and
why the majority of workers should have
the protection of the provisions contained
in this Bill. I commend the second read-
ig.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

Aye*
Hon. H. F. Olaulghton
En. S. J. Dellar

Han. J. Dolan
Bon. L. D. Elliott
Iron. J7. L. Hunt
Hton. R. T. Leeson

Noe
Mon. 0. W. Berry
Hon. v J. Pen
Hon. A. F. Cr1 th
Hon. Olive Griffiths
Hon. J1. Hleitman
Hon. L. A. Logan
Bonl. 0. C. MacKinnon

-12
Hon. T. 0. Perry
Ron. . H. C. Stubbs
lion. R. Thiompson
Hon. S. T. J. Thompson
Non. W. F. Willesee
Ron. D. X. Dana

(Teller
-14

Han.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Hon.
Non.

Question thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

N. McNeill
I. G. Medealf
F. Ft. White
F. D. Wilimott
W. R. Withers
D. J. Wordsworth
R. J. L. Williams

(Teller)

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE
ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX

Abolition: Proclamation of Legislation
The Hon. J. DOLAN (Leader of the

House): I am now in a position
to answer a question asked with-
out notice by Mr. Heitman earlier
this afternoon.
I wish to repeat the substance of
the question to make sure there
is no misunderstanding. I did not
receive a copy of the question but
my notes indicate that it was as
follows--

Did the Premier give an under-
taking to a delegation from the
Lakes district today that if the
Traffic Act Amendment Bill
(No. 2) is not agreed to in the
Legislative Council he would
still repeal the road mainten-
ance tax legislation?

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: That was not
really the question. The question
was that If the Road Maintenance
(Contribution) Act Repeal Bill
was passed, would he proclaim it.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: That is right.
The Premier has supplied the fol-
lowing answer-

No. I said that if the Legisla-
tive Council Passed the Bill to
repeal the road maintenance
tax I would have it proclaimed.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Father
Christmas!

The Hon. 3. DOLAN: You have the
answer.

House adjourned at 6.11 p.m.

Wednesday, the 8th August, 1973

The SPEAKER (Mr. Norton) took the
Chair at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE

flays and Hours
MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)

[2.19 p.m.): I move-
That the previous Order of the

House "Bitting Days and Hours"
agreed to on Tuesday, 20th March,
1913 be amended by deleting the words
"and Wednesdays at 4.30 P.m.," and
inserting in lieu "at 4.30 p.m., on
Wednesdays at 2.15 p.m.,".

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Leader of the Opposition) (2.20 p.m.]: I
just want to say very briefly that we ap-
preciate the fact the Premier has met
our request to change the commencement
time from the original suggestion of 11.00
a.m. to 2.15 p.m. on Wednesdays. We
realise that when the session gets closer
to its end the normal procedure will prevail
by arrangement between the Government
and the Oposition; there has to be some
flexibility. However, at this stage of the
Session it is felt that the commencing time
of 2.15 p.m. on Wednesdays will be more
suitable to country members who have to
come to Perth and need to follow up elec-
toral matters. I thank the Premier for
his consideration of our request.

Question Put and passed.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS
Precedence

MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)
[2.21 pm.]: I move-

That the previous Order of the House
"Government Business - Precedence
of." agreed to on Tuesday, 20th March.
1973 be amended by adding after the
word "flay" in the last line the words
"and on Wednesdays, unless otherwise
ordered, from 7.30 P.M."

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Leader of the Opposition) [2.21 p.m.]: I
want clarification on the motion. Does it
mean that from 2.15 P.M. until 6.15 P.M.
on Wednesdays when the House suspends
for tea private members' business will be
dealt with?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Yes.

Question Put and passed.
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JOINT HOUSE COMMITTEE
Membership

MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)
(2.23 p.m.]. I move-

That the Member for Pilbara (The
Hon. A. W. Bickerton) be discharged
from attending the House Committee
and that the Member for Canning
(Mr. Bateman) be appointed in his
place.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Leader of the Opposition) [2.24 p.m.]: I
take this opportunity to do something
which I intended to do when a similar mo-
tion was before the House before the com-
pletion of the first part of the session In
May. May I. Mr. Speaker, request you to
explore a different wording for the motion,
because every time that such a motion is
read out it looks as though the member
concerned has been naughty and is being
discharged because of this. The motion
does not even contain the word "honour-
able"!

I know that the wording has an ancient
origin but I think It might be better if we
could devise a motion which at least indi-
cates that the member has either requested
his retirement or has been allowed to retire
but with no suggestion that he has been
discharged because of some dishonourable
conduct.

The SPEAKER: I am quite in agreement
with the Leader of the Opposition.

Question put and passed.

SUPPLY BILL
Standing Orders Suspension

MR. J. T. TONKINJ (Melville-Treasurer)
(2.25 p.m.]: I move-

That so much of the Standing orders
be suspended as is necessary to enable
a Supply Bill to be introduced without
notice and passed through all its stages
in any one sitting.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Leader of the Opposition) [2.26 p.m.]: I
merely wish to raise a query. We have no
desire to oppose the motion for the suspen-
sion of Standing Orders for this purpose,
but am I correctly informed that the
Treasurer does not prnpose to proceed with
the Bill until after the tea suspension; in
other words, will private members' business
prevail until that time?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That is correct.
Question put and passed.

WHALING
Research, and Internatjional Whaling

Commission Policy: Motion
MR. COOK (Albany) (2.27 p.m.]: I

move-
That this House-

(1) Notes with jpleasure that the
Australian Commissioner to
the' International Whaling

Commission has. been elected
Vice-Chairman of the Com-
mission;

(2) Recognises the important role
that Australia plays through
its support of the Inter-
national Whaling Commission
in ensuring the continuing
persistence of the stocks of
the world's largest mammals;

(3) Calls upon the Australian
Government to increase its
research effort by Australian
scientists to gain a fuller
understanding of the sperm
whale stocks by the initiation
of such activities as inter-
national whale marking pro-
grammes;

and that in the opinion of this
House:-
(1) The Australian Government

should consult the Western
Australian Government before
determining the Australian
brief for the 1974 meeting of
the International Whaling
Commission, especially in re-
lation to the Australian view
on a proposed 10-year mora-
torium on commercial whal-
ing; and

(2) The Australian Government
should continue to permit the
Albany whaling station to
take sperm whales in accord-
ance with the management
regulations adopted by the
International Whaling Com-
mission.

The motion is based on the need to con-
serve the world's whale stocks, and, par-
ticularly, those of the sperm whale. Dur-
ing the course of the debate the term
".conservation" no doubt will be used quite
frequently and I think it might be as well
for me to attempt a definition of this
term at this point.

I feel that most responsible conserva-
tionists would agree that the term "con-
servation" used in relation to a renewable
resource would follow this approximate
definition-, that is that it is the wisest
use of our natural resources to enable the
resource to continue, but at the same time
to allow the benefits of that resource to
be made available to mankind.

This whole issue has arisen because of
the activities of a very emotional and vocal
minority group based in Victoria and call-
ing itself "Friends of the Earth and Pro-
ject Jonah". The members of that group
are preservationists, not conservation-
ists. They state their aimi as being that
of preserving whales, but they have no re-
gard for the needs of the whale stocks
or the needs of mankind. They wrongly
claim that synthetic products have been
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developed and that they are an accept-
able alternative. However, the world de-
mand for natural whale products indicates
otherwise. Tt is rather like suggesting to
a farmer that because a world beef short-
age exists he should not sell his beef as
synthetic meat is a suitable alternative.
However, I contend that beef cattle are
in no more danger of extinction than are
whales, provided they are farmed and
managed properly.

Perhaps I could make another compari-
sion. I refer to the preservation of old
buildings. What better way to preserve
them than to use them? A good example
of this Is found at Albany with the use of
Strawberry Hill Farm and the old Post
Office, both magnificent buildings well
worthy of preservation, and at the same
time they are serving a very useful pur-
pose in the community. I will deal a little
more with our Friends of the Earth later.

There can be no argument that intense
whaling activity in the past, particularly
in the 19th and early 20th centuries, was
responsible for the extinction of some
species of whale and the near extinction of
others. An indication of just how intense
the activity was is to be found in an article
on the whaling industry, which article is
found in the Australian Encyclopaedia. It
reads-

The great flood of United States
whalers entered Australian waters
later, from 1830 onwards. It was
estimated In 1840, perhaps with some
exaggeration, that 300 United States
whalers were working off the coast of
Western Australia.

That article indicates that whaling activity
around that Period was extremely intense
although it declined late in the 19th cen-
tury due, we believe, to the increasing use
of mineral oils and synthetic substitutes
for whalebone; but again in the early 20th
century demand for the product increased
and it was at that time that the Nor-
wegians moved into the Western Australian
coastal waters. However, even during that
period the whalers themselves were con-
cerned with the conservation of the whale
species and they voluntarily imposed
restrictions on their catches. These restric-
tions were not based on any scientific data,
but simply on the whalers' own observa-
tions, experience, and common sense.

I think that the measures they took are
most interesting to study, and reference
to them is found in a book called The
Cruise of the "Cachalot" by Frank Sullen
who was the first mate on that whaler.
The book was Printed in 1898. Therefore,
it would be reasonable to assume that the
voyage described In the book occurred
around about 1895. The author wrote as
follows-

After the advent of the Syren, the
Boning became the favourite fishing-
ground for both Americans and British,

and for many years the catch of oil
taken from these teeming waters
averaged four thousand tuns annually.
That the value of the fishery was
maintained at so high a level for over
a quarter of a century was doubtless
due to the fact that there was a long,
self-imposed close season, during which
the whales were quite unmolested.
Nothing in the migratory habits of this
whale, so far as has ever been observed.
would have Prevented a profitable fish-
Ing all the year round; but custom,
stronger even than profit, ordained
that whale-ships should never stay too
long upon one fishing-ground-

I feel I should repeat that point because
it is true today, "Custom, stronger even
than profit," motivated the whale chasers.
To continue-

-but move on farther until the usual
round had been made, unless the vessel
were filled in the mean time.

So even in those days the opinion was held
that the need to conserve whale stocks was
greater than the profit motive.

In 1915 a, Select Committee of this
Legislative Assembly conducted an inquiry
into the whaling industry, One of the
recommendations of that Select Committee,
which I think Is relevant, has been sum-
marised by Max Colwell in his book
Whaling Around Australia. He made the
point-

The Norwegians, however, adhered
to unwritten laws of conservation, and
as Mr. Stang commented-

Mr. Stang was in charge of whaling opera-
tions at Albany. To continue-

-had "Introduced into the articles of
the shooters a prohibition that females
travelling with calf must not be shot.
That was with a view to preserving
the species. They may kill one by
accident, but they would have to show
it was an accident.".

Mr. Stang indicated that if the
crews could not establish that a
been by accident they were not
the whale. To continue-

whaling
kill had
paid for

The Norwegians were commercial
whalers, they had weighed the possi-
bilities of the field, and been given a
seven year licence, and although they
knew it had a limited life would have
been very foolish to allow indiscrim-
nate killing to shorten their span of
activity. They were commercial
whalers out to make a profit, but not
indiscriminate butchers.

I thought that to be his most significant
point. It is clearly illustrated that even
at the time when whales were being
exploited at a high level there was some
concern for their future, and whalers were
placing restrictions on their own activities,
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As I have already mentioned, the de-
mnand for whale products Increased slightly
early In the 20th century. The demand
declined again, but It increased following
the Second World War. The increased
demand was dramatic and because of the
lessening number of whales being caught
it became obvious that It was necessary to
have international control and regulations.

In 1946 the International Whaling Com-
mission was established. The commission
could only encourage co-operation between
nations and point out that its recommen-
dations were necessary In the interests of
the whaling industry. Of course, nations
fish for whales on the high seas and there
is no international law or police force to
enforce any regulations which the Inter-
national Whaling Commission might put
forward.

The lack of reliable scientific data seri-
ously handicapped the commission in its
early years of operation and for that
reason the I.W.C. was not particularly ef-
fective. However, a breakthrough occur-
red in the early 1950s when all nations
agreed to the imposition of quotas on the
hump back whales. Of course, we know
that since then total bans have been
Placed on the taking of blue and
hump back whales. Indeed, even as late
as June. of this year, the quota of the
Antarctic fin whale was reduced and it is
proposed that a total ban will be imposed
by 1976.

Since its inception the L.W.C. has built
up a most effective scientific committee.
Scientists and marine biologists from all
interested nations are constantly carry-
Ing out research programmes. Summaries
of their findings are forwarded to Lon-
don before each commission meeting. At
those meetings scientists consider the
material available and make recommen-
dations to the delegates. Invariably, those
recommendations are accepted.

In Western Australia, Mr. John Ban-
nister, from the Western Australian
Museum, is responsible for co-ordinating
research. Research in this State has not
been restricted to dead whales; it has in-
cluded records of aerial spotting by the
Cheynes Beach Whaling Company spotter
aircraft. The movements of the whales
are recorded, irrespective of their species.

A man is stationed at Albany and he is
responsible for measuring, the whales
which are brought into the whaling station.
He also examines the whales to determine
whether they came from the Antarctic or
from along the coast. From an examina-
tion of the contents of a stomach of a
whale a scientist can ascertain whether
the whale had been travelling, or whether
it had been feeding in either deep water
or on the surface.

Chaser boats keep records of daily sight-
ings. All the Information obtained Is sum-
marised and Is made available to delegates

to meetings of the I.W.C. As a result of
that Information recommendations are
made as to whether or not there should be
total or partial bans or quotas on certain
types of whales.

The recent announcement by the Federal
Government of a $10,000-plus grant for a
whale marking programme emphasises the
interest shown in research. The Cheynes
Beach company has also offered to con-
tribute $10,000 to this programme. The
proposed programme will probably be car-
died out In co-operation with South Africa
and will enable scientists to track more
effectively the migratory paths of whales.

If a moratorium is adopted, and if the
Cheynes Beach whaling station ceages to
operate, all the research activity which I
have outlined would come to a halt. Firstly,
whales would not be available for exam-
ination and, secondly, there would be no
Incentive to carry out research. 1 will
Indicate later that If a moratorium were
Introduced some nations would, In fact,
continue to hunt whales without lodging
records of the numbers sighted or caught.

The International Whaling Commission
has also introduced a very effective inter-
national observer scheme. Two Western
Australians have been to South Africa to
study whaling operations, and two South
Africans have visited the whaling station
at Albany and observed its operations.

These observers report direct to the
I.W.C. on such matters as the catches of
the company, the sizes caught including
any undersized whales and why they were
caught, and other information of this
nature. This information is of assistance
in policing the whaling commission regul-
ations. From difficult formative years the
commission has slowly become a most effi-
cient, reliable, and effective international
organisation aimed at the conservation of
the whale species. It is an organization
which is respected by all nations.

Any move to Impose a moratorium would
have the effect of disbanding this commis-
sion. Quite obviously, if Its basic objectives
are to regulate whaling around the world
and It recommends that there should be
no whaling there is no purpose in Its con-
tinuation even if some nations, at least,
refuse to accept such a recommendation.

At the last meeting In June of this year
Japan and Russia, which account for 80
per cent. of the world's whale exploitation
and have a very substantial capital Invest-
ment in the industry, made It quite clear
that they would not ratify any decision by
the commission to Impose a moratorium.
Indeed, they made It Perfectly clear that
they were becoming fed up with nations
such as America, which are no longer in-
volved in whaling, playing politics on the
commission.

It would be a tragedy If the commission
were disbanded or if its overall effective-
ness were reduced because this would leave
nations like Japan and Russia whaling
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without restriction, without regulation, and
without any obligation to advise their
catches to anybody. It is perhaps Interest-
ing that Australia is the only nation which
supported the moratorium proposal and is
still whaling.

The Americans are pushing this subject
because, apparently, the American Gov-
ernent gave way to pressure from preser-
vationists in America. Doubtless the
demand upon the Government became so
intense that it felt it had to Impose a ban.
However, America went further and in-
posed a ban on the importation of whale
Products under its Endangered Species Act.
I have already indicated to the House that
synthetic whale products have not yet been
developed to a standard where they can
take over from the natural product. Con-
sequently, American business companies
have been Placed at a competitive disad-
vantage with companies in other nations
which are still able to procure these natural
Products. Apart from conservationists, big
business interests are applying pressure
and this could be the reason the American
Government is so anxious to have whaling
banned throughout the world, In other
words. America could be attempting to
Improve its competitive position,

If the International Whaling Commis-
sion were to disband or if its effectiveness
were to be greatly reduced there could be
another side effect apart from Japan and
Russia at least carrying on whaling opera-
tions. The side effect would be that the
world demand for whale Products would
be greatly increased because Australia, at
least, would abide by such a decision. if
this were the position it could leave the
way open for other nations, particularly
smaller underdeveloped nations, to buy
Into the industry. The demand would be
sufficient to make it Profitable for these
nations to undertake whaling and doubt-
less they could buy some cheap whale
chasers from the Cheynes Beach Whaling
Company. With profit the only motive in
their whaling they would slaughter every-
thing which camne within shooting distance.
Every whale which put its head above
water would be shot. Consequently the
whale species would be greatly endangered
if the commission were disbanded or its
effectiveness reduced.

These people-the Friends of the Earth
and Project Jonah-are extremely naive
politically. They have been asked what
they would do if the commission agreed to
a moratorium but Japan, Russia, and a few
other nations carried on whaling. They
have replied that two courses of action are
Possible. The first is that all the nations
which are not whaling could Impose eco-
nomic sanctions against the countries
which are whaling. The second is that in-
ternational pressure could be brought to
bear against the nations which are whaling
to embarrass them Into banning whaling
activity.

One has only to review the effectiveness
of the economic sanctions imposed against
Rhodesia by some countries, The sanctions
have not been successful at all. We can
easily imagine the seriousness with which
Russia and Japan would treat any attempt
by Australia, for instance, to try to embar-
rass them into banning whaling activity by
their countries. We are well aware of the
enormous weight of world opinion directed
against France in recent months over its
atomnic tests Is the Pacific. We know how
ineffective it has been because France went
ahead with Its tests. The same would ap-
pl1y if the International Whaling Commis-
sion were to adopt a moratorium proposal.
Nations which whale 'would still continue
to whale regardless of any embarrassment
which may be occasioned by a country like
Australia. Consequently, it Is quite clear
these people have no answer to the sugges-
tion that Japan and Russia would maintain
their whaling activities even if the Inter-
national Whaling Commission agreed to a
moratorium.

It is quite clear to thinking people what
would occur if a moratorium were agreed
to but it appears to escape these people.
Simply stated it is that the objective which
they seek and with which we all agree--
namely, the preservation of the whale
species-will not be achieved by a mora-
torium.

The defeat of the U.S.A. motion in Lon-
don recently has led many people, particu-
larly in my electorate, to believe that the
Cheynes Beach whaling operations are
quite safe for another 12 months at least
because no action will be taken by the
Federal Government. The Cheynes Beach
Whaling Company is licensed by both the
State Government and the Commonwealth
Government and the Commonwealth
license comes UP for renewal in December.
A fear Is held by some People that this
license will not be renewed because conser-
vationists have begun an Intense lobbying
campaign on the Federal Government to
prove its sincerity in voting for the mora-
torium by banning whaling operations in
Australia. How can a Government vote in
favour of a moratorium proposal, claim it
was sincere In that vote, and still suffer
whaling in the country? This is the argu-
ment which conservationists, or preserva-
tionists, from the Eastern States are using
on the Federal Government at the present
time. if that pressure becomes sufficiently
intense it could well be that the Govern-
ment could feel it has no alternative but
to delicense the Albany station.

I suggest the argument Put forward by
conservationists is as plausible and as
emotional as the submissions which led to
the stirring up of public opinion a few
months ago which, in turn, led to the
Federal Government deciding to vote In
favour of the moratorium proposal.
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To give an example of the type of
emotionalism in which these people have
indulged I will quote from their submis-
sion. I will read from the introduction to
the objectives of the group which calls it-
self Project Jonah. It reads-

Whatever the fine and intricate force
that wove sea and cells together to
Produce the great whales of the deep;
whales that sing, that play, that court,
love and nurse each other-whatever
that ancient special chemistry of
gentle change that produced great
whales-will never be duplicated in the
lifetime of this planet. Once we allow
the extinction of whales, we, and they,
will never have another chance.

The Time magazine, which I always
thought to be reputable, has gone down
considerably in my estimation as a re-
sult of an article on page 32 of the issue
dated the 16th July this year. It is en-
titled "Help For Whales" and reads-

Once every 17 minutes, a great
whale Is killed, Its back blown open
by a grenade-tipped harpoon, Its
blood spewing Into the ocean. The
chief purpose: the manufacture of
cosmetics, margarine, transmission
oil and pet food.

It is this kind of almost irresponsible
statement which has stirred up the public
in the Eastern States to put pressure on
the Federal Government to force It to sup-
port the moratorium proposal.

The submission by the F.O.E. is grossly
misleading, and it is emotional, misleading,
inaccurate work of this kind which has
been stirring up the people. For instance, It
is claimed that the United Kingdom has
placed a ban on the importation of all
baleen whale products. The fact is that
the United Kingdom has placed a ban on
all baleen whale products from those
nations which are not signatories to the
international Whaling Commission. In
relation to the Cheynes Beach Whaling
Company, It is stated-

Whaling vessels are purchased from
South Africa, with whom we swap
observers in the International Observ-
ers Scheme.

In the first place, the Cheynes Beach
Whaling Company has purchased only one
vessel from South Africa, and that vessel
was purchased because it was available
for sale at a price the company was pre-
pared to pay. But the manner in which
that statement was written gives the Im-
pression that something sinister was going
on beween South Africa and the company
in Albany, especially in relation to the
operations of the International Observers
Scheme.

These minority groups of emotional
people, backed financially by such com-
panies as Standard Oil of California which
is involved in the synthetising of whale

Products and is trying to promote its pro-
duct around the world, have created
headaches for the people of Albany, who
were most concerned when they learnt
the Federal Government had decided to
support the moratorium proposal. It Im-
mediately caused most people to try to
determine what would be the Impact on
Albany If the station were closed. The
impact Is fairly well known to all, but I
think it bears repeating.

From early in 1971 until as late as the
middle of 1972, Albany went through a
very difficult period economically. Al-
though it is difficult to talk in terms of
the psychological effect on the community,
In fact a whole town lost faith in its
future. There was a serious rural reces-
sion which had Its effects on Albany.
Unemployment increased dramatically,
and industry was putting off workers.
Only since about August, 1972, with the
enormous help of the State Government,
has confidence been generated in the
community so that the people feel the
town is beginning to make real progress
and prosper once again; but then this an-
nouncement was made.

While the decision is not being put Into
effect now, responsible people in the com-
munity are fearful that it could be in the
near future. So the first and immediate
impact on the town is a psychological one,
which, from the point of view of the Gov-
ernment, is the hardest to combat. It
would mean, of course, the immediate loss
of employment of some 100 people, the
loss to the town of over $700,000 a year
in wages and over $380,000 a year which
is paid by the whaling company to ancil-
lary services in the town. A number of
firms-such as the engineering works
which does repairs to harpoons, and the
radio technicians who do repairs to the
complicated electronic equipment on the
whale chasers-would no longer secure
work from that area. The company which
supplies gas to the Cheynes Beach Whal-
Ing Company for its operations would be
severely hit.

Many of the workers are specialists in
their fields. The captains of chaser boats,
the spotter pilots, and so on, would find It
difficult if not impossible to get work of a
like nature in Western Australia or pos-
sibly in Australia. Closure of the station
would represent a serious loss to the farm-
ers of Australia. Last year some 4,200 tons
of high protein stockleed was available to
Australian Primary industry. If the station
is closed, this loss will occur at a time when
there is a world-wide shortage of high
prdtein material. Some branches of the
Farmers' Union have expressed concern
that this product will not be available to
them if the station is closed.

Another aspect of the psychological
Impact which the closure of the station
would have on Albany is the effect on the
developing tourist industry, the seriousness
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of which Is difficult to determine at the
moment. It surprises some people to know
that very large numbers of tourists visit the
Cheynes Beach Whaling Company. Un-
fortunately, accurate figures have not been
kept in previous years, but it Is estimated
that between 3,000 and 5.000 people visit
the station each year. The Legacy move-
ment in Western Australia benefits to the
extent of about $1,000 a year as a result of
the operations of the comnpany, As visit-
ors enter the station they see a large con-
tainer with a sperm whale painted on it
and the message, "We have opened our
gates to you. Will You open Yours to Leg-
acy?" People do so to the extent of about
$1,000 a year.

If anyone were to become emotional
about the slaughter of whales, one would
expect It to be the 3,000, 4,000, or 5,000
People who visit the station and see the
whales being cut up and experience the
smell. Surprisingly enough, a number of
people seem to like the smell. Although
they say it is almost overpowering, they
-are quite proud of the fact that they are
able to withstand it, If anyone became
emotional about it and called for the clos-
ure of the station, one would expect it to be
those people who have witnessed the oper-
ations, but to my knowledge the Govern-
ment has received no letters and none have
been written to the Press calling on the
Government to close down the station on
the ground that It is nothing more than
a slaughterhouse. It Is Ironical that the
people In the Eastern States who are
doing the screaming have probably never
seen a whaling station or even a whale.

The tourist industry in Albany-particu-
larly the Albany Tourist Bureau and the
Albany Promotion Committee-uses the
whale as a symbol in order to attract
people to the district. The whale is unique
to Albany. and no doubt all members have
seen the stickers reading. "Have a whale
of a time In Albany." The Albany Pro-
motion Committee is In the final stages of
constructing a concrete model of a whale
to be placed at Eucla, the message to
tourists being, "Follow Route No. 1 to
Albany and to the whales."

So although it is intangible, it is none-
theless a very important aspect of the
Albany tourist industry, and the town
would feel the closure of the station most
severely.

just to summarise the actual impact
on Albany of the station's closure, I would
like to quote from a letter written by the
Albany Chamber of Commerce to the
Friends of the Earth in Melbourne in
reply to a letter asking for information
on this point. I compliment the Albany
Chamber of Commerce on its excellent
submission, although the Friends of the
Earth wrote back and obviously regarded
the impact of the station's closure on
Albany and the chamber's submission as
being of little consequence. Nonetheless,

In my view the submission was an excellent
one and I would like to read a paragraph
to the House as follows-

An examination of Cheynes Beach
Whaling Company's published ac-
counts will show that last year an
amount approximating $750,000 was
paid in direct wages. In addition, the
Company employs the services of local
engineering workshops, electricians.
radio technicians, blacksmiths and
numerous other artisans, and makes
purchases from local business houses,
uses local transport, consumes fuel
and electric power, and the total in-
Jeetlon of money Into this town in
these ways is conservatively estimated
as approximately $380,000. This
should indicate to you the importance
of thc industry to Albany and Is ade-
quate Proof as to why the closure of
the industry would be, as we have
said, disastrous,

Another organisation which will be most
severely affected if the station is closed
is that of the Professional fishermen. This
organisation wrote to Senator Wreidt, the
Federal Minister for Primary Industry, as
his department controls whaling opera-
tions in Australia. The South Coast
Licensed Fishermen's Association, a very
active band of people, had this to say to
the Minister-

Although we are not concerned witn
whaling, we would stress the facilities3
which we would lose by the Company's
closure, and the loss to the whole fish-
ing industry of the south coast of
Western Australia.

The letter enumerates a number of ways
in which the fishing industry would be
affected by the closure of the whaling
station. For instance, Cheynes Beach
Whaling Company operates the only limited
coastal radio of Its type in Albany. Sight-
ings of tuna made by the whalers are re-
layed back to the professional fishermen
who can save a great deal of time by going
straight to a school of fish. The spotter
plane owned by the whaling company is
available for spotting in sea rescue opera-
tions, and has been used for such opera-
tions on more tha~n one occasion. Whale
chasers are the only vessels in Albany
suitable for sea rescue work in the exceed-
ingly bad weather conditions which are
common along this section of the south
coast of Western Australia. Without an-
cillary aids at the whaling station, the
professional fishermen would not have re-
course to a ship-to-shore radio in an
emergency.

The mnen on the whaling ships and thp
spotter plane continually supply data for
departmental fisheries development re-
search. Finally, and this is the most im -
portant point as far as the professiona!
fishermen are concerned, the chasers act
as training ships by providing men 'with
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the necessary sea time and qualifications
to enable them to take ships to sea. With-
out this training, not available elsewhere
on the south coast, our fishing industry
would be limited.

I believe I have indicated the profound
impact which the closure of the station
would have on Albany. If members bear
In Mind MY remarks about the Inter-
national Whaling Commission and its
effectiveness in controlling whaling to en-
sure a continuation of the species, and the
Impact of the station's closure on Albany,
they will appreciate the reason for my
motion.

I have attempted to draw the attention
of members to three main points. The
first Is the need for an Increased research
effort. Until comparatively recent times,
little research into whaling was conducted.
in recent years a great deal has been
done, but mostly on whales which have
been killed. There is a very real need
for an international marketing programme.
As I mentioned earlier, although the Com-
monwealth recently announced a $10,000-
plus grant, and the Cheynes Beach Whal-
Ing Company agreed to provide $10,000
towards this work, it Is Insufficient. A need
exists to Increase greatly the amount of
knowledge we have on numbers of whales
In the area and their movements.

Secondly, the 'Federal Government
should enter into the fullest possible con-
sultation and co-operation with the State
Government. It seems ludicrous that we,
as the only State with a whaling opera-
tion, were not consulted when the Aus-
tralian Government decided to change the
Australian brief to a d"Yes"l vote in favour
of a, moratorium proposed at the Inter-
national Whaling Commission meeting In
London in June.

Mr. Hutchinson: I agree that was a
most reprehensible action.

Mr. COOK: The third point is the need
for the Cheynes Beach Whaling Company
to continue its operations, while It Is pre-
pared to accept the management obliga-
tions laid down by the most effective in-
ternational conservation organisation yet
established to protect the whale species;
that Is, of course, the International Whal-
ig Commission. The company is already
doing this. It is abiding by the quotas laid
down by that commission, even though the
commission Is of the opinion that the
sperm whale Is not an endangered species.

The management of the company Is not
stupid. It points out that It has not In-
vested huge sums of money into an In-
dustry for the purpose of making a quick
dollar and going broke tomorrow. The
company wishes to keep operating In-
definitely, and the only way to do this
Is to observe conservation measures. It
seems somewhat Ironical that In the early
days of the colonisation of Western Aus-
tralia, the colonists lamented the fact that

foreign whaling vessels were exploiting a
rich resource on their coast and the West-
ern Australians were not participating in it
to any great degree at all. Now, for the
first time in the history of Western Aus-
tralia, we have a viable whaling Industry
and this Industry is being threatened by
emotional misguided people In the East-
ern States.

Mr. Hutchinson: Who do not know the
situation.

Mr. COOK: I agree. As I mentioned
earlier, these people have probably never
seen a whale, let alone a whaling opera-
tion.

Mr. Bickerton: A lot of them live at
Cottesloe, too!

Mr. COOK: This motion is of the
utmost importance to the people of my
electorate. I hope members will support
it and that It will be transmitted to the
Federal Government. I hope the Federal
Government will take note of it. I com-
mend the motion to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Bickerton (Minister for Fisheries and
Fauna) .

TRADE DESCRIPTIONS AND FALSE
ADVERTISEMENTS ACT AMENDMENT

DILL
Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr. Harman (Minister for Labour), and
transmitted to the Council.

MINING AND OIL EXPLORATION
Effect of Commonwealth Action:

Motion
Debate resumed, from the 9th May, on

the following motion by Mr. Grayden-
That in the opinion of this House-

(1) the Government's failure to
speak on the motion on off-
shore oil and the issue of
sovereignty over the territorial
seas moved by the Member for
South Perth 18th April, 1973,
is deplorable; and

(2) the adverse effect which re-
cent Commonwealth measures
have had on mining and oil
exploration In W.A. and also
the failure of the State Gov-
erment to effectively protest
against such action by the
Commonwealth Government
Is further deplored.

MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville--Premier)
[3.09 pim.]: In this motion the member
for South Perth has deplored a number
of things. Had he taken the trouble to
ascertain the reason that the Attorney-
General did not speak to the motion pre-
viously moved by the honourable mem-
ber, the motion now before the House
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would not have been put on the notice
paper. The Attorney-General told me he
had made It clear that he intended to
take part in the debate but he wanted to
hear the arguments put forward by the
Opposition before he participated himself
and explained the Government's view.

Naturally enough he was waiting to hear
what the Leader of the Opposition had to
say. It appears that the Leader of the
Opposition was waiting to hear what the
Attorney-General had to say, with the re-
sult that neither of them said anything
and the opportunity to speak was lost. So
If the first part of this motion Included
the word "unfortunate" in place of the
word "deplorable" the motion would be
understandable; but I am certainly not go-
ing to agree that this House should re-
cord as being deplorable the fact that the
Government did not have a speaker in
view of the actual circumstances which
existed. This is not the first time in this
Chamber that one side has waited for the
other side to speak which has resulted
in neither side having a speaker.

Mr. Hutchinson: The duty was elearcut
on this occasion.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: This will happen
again, of course. Surely it is reasonable
that the main speaker for the Govern-
ment side should wait until he hears the
argument from the Opposition before he
replies.

Mr. Hutchinson: But he had heard it.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN:. How much did he

hear? Surely to goodness the Opposition
is not going to say that what the member
for South Perth says from time to time
represents the views of the Opposition all
the time. That is something new and
I would like to be assured of it if it is
the situation.

Mr. 'Hutchinson: In this case he did
speak for the Opposition.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: How are we to know
wvhat the reservations are? We were en-
titled to hear the case of the Opposition
in this matter, and it was obviously a
case of one member waiting for the other
to speak.

With regard to the second part of the
motion, I cannot quite decide just what
is the intention of the member for South
Perth because it states-

That in the opinion of this House-
the adverse effect which recent
Commonwealth measures have
had on mining and oil explora-
tion in W.A. and also the fail-
ure of the State Government to
effectively protest against such
action by the Commonwealth
Government is further deplored.

It is many years since the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition aind I were teaching
children that two or more singular sub-
jects Joined by "and" take a plural verb.

Mr. Grayden: Part of the motion was
deleted; that should be fairly obvious.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I do not know whe-
ther it was intended by the member for
South Perth that that sentence should
have only one subject-

Mr. Grayden: That was not the original
motin.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -and that the
House should deplore the adverse effect of
Commonwealth measures, or whether we
should deplore the fact that the State
Government did not protest. As a matter
of fact, the State Government did protest.

Mr. Orayden: it sent a telegram 10
months ago, but it has not yet received a
reply.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN, Is not the member
for South Perth satisfied with making one
speech? He had ample opportunity to say
in an uninhibited and unrestrained
fashion everything about the matter that
he had In his head at the time.

Sir Charles Court: He was under soe
restriction imposed by Mr. Speaker.

Mr. 3. T, TONKIN: I fall to see why he
should have the opportunity to supple-
ment his remarks at will when another
speaker is on his feet.

Sir David Brand: It would not be the
first time that was done.

Mr. O'N'eil: Move an amendment to alter
the verb and he may speak again.

Mr. R,. L, Young: It was not a telegram;
it was a memo on civil defence notepaper.
How could the Prime Minister treat it as
anything but a joke?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: It looks as though
the member for South Perth should have
conferred with a number of his colleagues
before he spoke in the first place, because
apparently there is so much more for them
to say.

The supposed adverse effect 'which re-
cent Commonwealth measures have had
on mining and ol exploration in Western
Australia is apparently what the member
for South Perth deplored at the time, be-
cause certainly there Is no basis for him
to deplore the fact that the State Govern-
ment did not effectively protest againsttthe
action of the Commonwealth.

As a matter of fact, it is no secret that
I took advantage of the earliest oppor-
tunity to talk to the Prime Minister about
the situation and to request, In connection
with certain proposals before the State
Government, that the Federal Minister
for Minerals and Energy should afford an
opportunity for some of the companies
concerned to confer with him in connec-
tion with certain aspects of the Policy of
the Commonwealth Government. I do not
know what more a State Government can
do than repeatedly bring to the notice

2373



2374 [ASSEMBLY.]

of the Prime Minister, through the Prem-
ier of the State and the Minister for Mines,
that the current Federal policy was not In
the best interests of the State and that
special attention was required to be given
to certain proposals which had been
recommended by the State Government
and were currently under consideration by
the Commonwealth.

We are often in disagreement with Com-
monwealth policy; that is nothing new to
the Present Government. I can recall the
Leader of the Opposition from time to
time when we had a Liberal-Country Party
Government in this State deploring cer-
tain actions on the part of the then Com-
monwealth Government.

Sir Charles Court: The difference is that
we usually won.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Oh, is that so? On
what matter did the Leader of the Oppo-
sition win?

Sir Charles Court: We won on a whole
list of things including iron ore contracts,
the standard gauge railway, and the Ord
scheme.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Did the honourable
member win in his clash with Prime Min-
ister Gorton over the desire of the Prime
Minister to effect Commonwealth sover-
eignty over offshore minerals, and so on?

Sir Charles Court: Yes we did. He
ceased to be the Prime Minister.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I saw Mr. Gorton on
television the other evening-

Sir Charles Court: He Is not the Prime
Minister.

Mr. J1. T. TONKIN: -and he did not
show any evidence of having been con-
vinced by the Leader of the Opposition that
that Policy should be changed.

Sir Charles Court: He was convinced in
a slightly different way.

Sir David Brand: He got you on his side.
anyway.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Of course, a very
substantial inducement would be required
to get me on the side of the Liberals at
any time, because I definitely do not agree
with the philosophy of the Liberal Party.

Mr. Hutchinson: That is why you are
in trouble now.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am not in any
trouble; do not worry about that.

Mr. O'Connor: You are in a lot of
trouble.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Am I?
Sir David Brand: If you read the Paper

you will find that you are.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Of course. I would

not believe everything I read in the papers.
If we could believe what we see in the
media, then I am to be the Governor-Gen-
eral and also the Governor of this State.

Mr. Sibson: Is that an announcement?

Mr. O'Connor: Which one will you be?
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: What would the

honourable member think? However, if
one takes notice of the papers, that is
what will happen.

Sir Charles Court: We are on your side
there.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I would suggest that
one should try to ascertain the motives of
the media before one accepts the conclu-
sions reached by them. One should not
spend much time on this motion to the
detriment of more Important motions onl
the notice paper. Therefore I indicate that
we are opposed to it for the reasons I
have given.

SIR CHARLES COUR T (Nedlands-
Leader of the Opposition) [3.20 p.m.]: I
am amazed that the Premier saw fit to
reply in the way he did because it ill be-
comes him. This motion was submitted in
special circumstances which the Premier
thoroughly understood. When the member
for South Perth was putting it forward
he was under some restraint by the
Speaker, for good reason. He sought to get
this matter before the House so that we
could at least hear the Government de-
clare what action it had taken, what ac-
tion it proposed, and how seriously it re-
garded the problem concerning which the
Commonwealth had upset the State.

We know that the Government, holding
the same Political philosophy as the Fed-
eral Government and being part of an in-
divisible Party, has to acknowledge the
attitude of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment as wvell as follow its socialist Policies.

At the moment the Commonwealth
Government has declared itself in a very
categorical way; that is, that the first
thing it would like to achieve would be the
complete annihilation of the States and
then, of course, in the process it would
like to feel that if that were to take a
little longer by the implementation of its
present methods, it would want to have
complete control over all submerged lands.
This would involve not only the question
of oil and gas but also the question of all
minerals, The Commonwealth wants to
do this both offshore and onshore. Many
people are worried because, as I have said,
it is not just a question of oil and gas but
a question of other minerals as well. The
position has become a serious one today
because the matter is tied up irrevocably
between the Commonwealth and the
States.

Many people are worried because, I
repeat, it is not just a question of
oil and gas, but a question of other min-
erals as well. I say that because If the
Minister for Mines and the Minister for
Development and Decentralisation look
closely at what the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment proposes they will find that In
some eases-not In all--some of our Im-
portant keon ore agreements, which in-
clude harbour installations, will be
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affected. This is a vital question of ascer-
taining exactly where the Commonwealth
stands with the States.

What the Premier has said about one,
John Gorton, Is very true, but I remind
the Premier that he did not remain Prime
Minister for very long after he tried to
do something which we believed was not
In the best Interests of the Federal system.
He is, of course, still a senior member of
the Commonwealth Liberal Party, because
we do not take such a person out and
shoot him as they would In the Labor
Party.

Mr. Gorton has put forward his views
and, as the Premier has mentioned, he
spoke at the Liberal conference in Sydaney
and last night, on television, his speech was
replayed. But he did not succeed -with his
views at the meeting of the Federal
Council of the Liberal Party because It
Intended to proceed along the lines of
proper Commonwealth-State relations.

What grieves me Is that in a country
such as Australia, where the people believe
In a Federal system, the Commonwealth
and State Governments cannot get to-
gether-as they did over the petroleum
question-to work out a satisfactory basis
for this matter. Some people have said.
"There must be sovereignty declared for
the Commonwealth". Every time one hears
this word "sovereignty" mentioned by the
Commonwealth Government it would seem
It wants to take the offshore areas over
and own them. The Commonwealth wants
everything from the low-water mark out-
wards. Without question It will, in time,
challenge the legislation ratified by the
State Governments and the Common-
wealth which, at the moment, is working
satisfactorily.

What is the Problem? Probably the most
delicate undertaking In the world regard-
Ing offshore rights was Implemented und "er
the present complementary legislation
between the Commonwealth and the
States when the divisions of area between
Indonesia and Australia had to be deter-
mined. Other nations have been arguing
for years trying to get down to the ques-
tion of negotiation. Let me quote the
China Sea situation, for example. I also
iuote the problems in the South-East
Asian areas such as In the Malacca Straits.
In this ease the Australian Government,
with the complete support of the State
Government, got down to the job of solv-
fig the problem of dividing the area
between Indonesia and Australia. Further-
more I do not think more than six months
elapsed between the preliminary negotia-
tions and the official signing of the agree-
ment.

In a matter of this significance, where
two nations have continental shelves that
adjoin, and where the question of division
of areas is involved, it must be historical
that the matter was cleaned up so effec-
tively. According to the last check I made

both countries are satisfied with the ar-
rangement. Instead of haggling and argu-
Ing the two countries seemed to get down
to a common base in order to assess their
rights. I have not heard of the matter
being reopened by the Whitlamn Govern-
ment or by the Indonesian Government.

What we are trying to ascertain from
the Government-and I believe It is our
right-is what the attitude of the Gov-
ernment Is. What did the Attorney-Gen-
eral do? We understood that the Attorney-
General was going to tell us what he and
the Minister for Mines placed before the
Federal Government and the response
they got. However, there has been an
ominous quiet. To the Government's credit
it announced that It disagreed with It.%
counterpart In Canberra. At the recent
conference of the Australian Labor Party
held at Surfers Paradise the Premier
recorded his protest but he did not have
many friends because what those present
at the conference were voting for was the
basic policy of the Australian Labor Party.
It will do everything It can, little by little
-or by larger steps, if possible-to elimin-
ate the States, and one move is to chal-
lenge this type of sovereignty. The policy
is to put strings on the money granted to
the States.

I point out that the first part of the
motion is, quite serious in view of the
fact that this matter is of vital importance.
There is no doubt in our minds that the
Attorney -General had agreed to speak on
this matter. We understood from what
was said across the Chamber and from
what was discussed In other conversations,
that he was going to tell us the nature
of the representations made to Canberra
and the response that he received to them.
At least we could then understand the
Government's problem, but when the time
came there was no response, and the memn-
ber for South Perth was entitled to be
upset about the matter, just as we are.

The second part of the motion refers
to the adverse effect which recent Com-
monwealth measures have had on mining
and oil exploration in this State and this
part was inserted to give the Government
a chanc-e to say something about what It
had done to rectify the matter. The
second part of the motion reads as fol-
lows--

(2) the adverse effect which recent
Commonwealth measures have
had on mining and oil explora-
tion in W.A. and also the fail-
ure of the State Government to
effectively protest against such
action by the Commonwealth
Government is further deplored.

Dividing this again into two parts to look
at the adverse effect which the recent
Commonwealth measures have had on
mining and oil exploration In Western
Australia, the newspapers in the Eastern
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States during the last two or three days Sir CHARLES COURT: There has been
have been featuring a number of very
important articles in trying to assess the
decline in the annual exploration pro-
gramme which, in the final analysis, mainly
comes down to just plain drilling.

Mr. May: What did the local Press say
about the adverse effect? It said very
little. If you are going to take notice
of the Eastern States newspapers there
is something considerably wrong.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Has the Minis-
ter read the leading article in The West
Australian on the Point?

Mr. May: Of course he has.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Did not that

set out the position in strong terms?
Did It not sound a strong note of warning?

Mr. May: It merely stated it was a Pos-
sibility. Exploration activities in Western
Australia have increased.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We will be in-
terested to hear what the Minister for
Mines has to say, because presumably he
is going to tell us what we are seekina
to know. The simple fact is that In ex-
ploration circles there is a natural fear.

Mr. May: By whom?

Sir CHARLES COURT: BY the oil com-
panies; by the people who are risking
their capital; by the people who cannot
get a decision on farm-ins and farm-outs,
and the Minister knows that he is just
as worried as we are. And so he should
be. The fact is that because of Its philo-
sophy and policy the Federal Government
is determined to bust these things up, and
to get control of them. It wants to get
these projects out of the control of the
Minister for Mines. Even the Minister's
own leader had to battle to retain State
representation In the deliberations of the
Commonwealth Fuel and Energy Commis-
sion.

Mr. Bickerton: Do you think the member
for South Perth was upset because there
was no response from the Government.
or that there was no response from the
Opposition?

Sir CHARLES CO1URT: He' was upset
because there was no response from the
Government.

Mr. Bickerton: I gathered the impres-
sion that he was upset because there was
no response from the Opposition.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That was not
so. We got the message that the Attorney-
General wanted to express his point or
view, and he was given his chance. That
Is why we are supporting the motion in
an attempt to reactivate the matter and
to get Information from the Government.

Mr. Bickerton: You are rescuing some-
thing that has been sunk.

a lot of publicity on this so-called gas
pipeline grid system across Australia. If
one hesitates for 10 seconds to think about
the matter one will realise there is some
ulterior motive behind the Government
to get the gas from Western Australia to
the Eastern States; because the gas avail-
able in South Australia, In Central Aus-
tralia. and in the east is more than suffi-
cient to take care of the requirements of
the Eastern States to the turn of the cen-
tury. Why does the Federal Government
want to take control of gas from outside
this source? If it wants to use our gas
as fuel it Is a crazy idea; similarly If it
wants to use It for chemicals it is also
crazy'.

I was Present at a luncheon in Melbourne
when Mr. Connor, the Federal Minister
for Fuel and Energy, addressed the Ameri-
can chamber of Commerce, Australian
Division. He said categorically, "If you
want to talk about fuel you talk to me.",
He then went on to say that the gas will
be directed to the Government-owned and
the Government-operated pipeline, and if
there is any surplus to the requirements of
Australia it will be sold by Government
commissions.

Mr. May: Are you against that principle?
Sir CHARLES COURT: I am against the

principle which he enunciated. We are try-
ing to get the reaction of the Minister. We
thought he was of the Opposite view and
wanted to develop this resource in the
State itself.

Mr. May: You always think.
Mr. O'Neil: He tells us, but members

opposite do nothing.
Sir CHARLES COURT: We believe this

resource should be developed in the best
interests of the nation and of the State.

Mr. May: You have just Maid that you
did not believe that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: What does one
have to do to get the message across? I
am trying to put the message across in
words of one syllable. It is uneconomic
and stupid to pipe our gas to the Eastern
States when it Is not required there: there-
fore there must be some ulterior motive
behind the Federal Government's Proposal.
Why did the present State Government
agree to join in the feasibility study into
the pipeline from the north-west shell
through Palm Valley. That is what we
want to know, and we are entitled to that
information.

We now find ourselves in a dilemma in
that nobody seems to know. All one hears
is this talk of the grandiose scheme of con-
structing the pipeline. I have not struck
anyone with a knowledge of these matters
who thinks the scheme is a viable one. It
Is a political decision, and for some ideo-
logical reason the Federal Government
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wants to get control of this gas. Its atti-
tude seems to be this: To hell with those
who have risked their money to discover
the resource. The same sentiment is
present so far as the State is concerned,
because if there is to be a chemical devel-
opment of this gas such development
should be undertaken in this State. This
Is the most economic way to transport the
chemical-from the place where It is
processed.

If we want to use the gas as fuel it
should be used here. The talk of
the grandiose scheme of building a pipeline
across Australia has caused people to be
confounded and confused. This is not to
be done for economic reasons or in the
Interests of the State.

With regard to the proposition that if
there is any surplus gas from Palm Valley
it could be used in the Murchison and the
eastern goldfields, this matter was set out
in the policy speech of the previous leader
of my party. We had some words with the
present Government, after we became the
Opposition. It thought this was a foolish
idea, but It subsequently supported the
proposal. However, the State Executive of
the A.L.P. told the State Government to
stop looking into this suggestion, because
it thought It would have more control in-
dustrially over something that was develop-
ed In Western Australia than something
coming from another State. It was not a
good reason, but it was the one given.

We would like to get the information
from the Minister as to the position re-
garding the feasibility study which the
British, Australian, and Japanese com-
panies want to undertake in respect of a
sophisticated type of refinery in the Pilbara
where our natural gas would be used as one
of the components in a complex industry-
an industry we support as a sensible use
of some of our natural gas resources.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: This is hardly rele-
vant to the motion.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: In what way?
Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Press re-

ports are correct-they have not been
denied by the Government and are consis-
tent with the statements made by It-they
indicate the companies cannot proceed
with the feasibility study until they have
received approval from the Common-
wealth. They hope to soon. If that Is
not relevant, then I do not know what is.
This is not the building of a refinery or
being given access to the resource: it is a
feasibility study on how the resource can
be developed, if and when proved to be
economic. To the best of my knowledge,
and according to the most recent statement
by the Premier or one of his Ministers.
the feasibility study cannot proceed until
such time as the Federal Minister for
Fuel and Energy approves.

4SI)

I fail to understand why he wants to
hold up this desirable Project in the north-
ern part of the State for processing the
resource here and developing it on a highly
economic basis, so that we can export
something with a greater value and in the
process help industry in this State, bene-
fit the country through income tax, and
produce greater wealth. Furthermore we
will play a role in overcoming pollution
not only here but in other countries also.

Here we find a Government which is
desperate for a Project, and yet it ques-
tions our sincerity in bringing forward a
motion like this. The second part of the
motion deals with the question of whether
or not the State Government has effect-
ively protested. I admit the Government
has protested, but the wording in the mo-
tion is "effectively Protested".

Mr. Bickerton: What is the definition
of that?

Sir CHARLES COURT: To protest
effectively is to get a result which is some-
thing like the result which one wants.

Mr. Bickerton: What happens if there
is a protest in a race?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Whom do you blame
if you do not get a result?

Sir CHARLES COURT: In reply to the
Minister for Housing, if the horse he has
backed loses but a protest is lodged and
his horse is placed first, then the protest
has been effective. If the State Govern-
ment had protested to the Commonwealth
about the situation, and the Common-
wealth agreed with what the State Gov-
ernment said and allowed it to go on with
its scheme, then the Protest would be ef-
f ective.

Mr. Bickerton: Do You think it would
serve any Purpose to send the member for
South Perth to Canberra?

Sir CH4ARLES COURT: There is one
final comment I want to make; that re-
fers to minerals which the mover included
in his motion. I am sure the Minister for
Mines does not deny that the amount of
exploration and development work, which
is desirable and necessary to get these pro-
jects off the ground, has dropped to an
alarming degree in Australia generally,
and in Western Australia particularly.

The number of parties which have sus-
pended their projects because of the in-
security, the 25 per cent, non-earning de-
posit scheme, the foreign ownership re-
strictions, and the need to obtain approval
from the Commonwealth Government, is
alarming. In this regard let us refer to the
Alwest project. The final decision cannot
be made until the Commonwealth Govern-
ment gives the all-clear on the 25 per
cent. non-earning deposit scheme and
foreign ownership.

Mr. May: That is where You do not
know what You are talking about. Aiwest
has not yet made application to the Com-
monwealth Government.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: I do happen to
know, if the statements of the Minister for
Mines as reported in the Press are correct.

Mr. May: They are correct all right.'Sir CHARLES COURT: The delay has
occurred for two reasons, one being the 25
Per cent, deposit.

Mr. May: They have not made appli-
cation yet.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Wait a minute!
The second is the question of whether it is
Possible for the venture to have '70 per cent.
overseas ownership. The Minister knows
this is critical before a final decision can
be made on this project and I hope he
is not overlooking the comments made by
the former Deputy Premier when he in-
troduced the Alwest Bill.

The simple fact is that the whole of
the future of that project Is tied up be-
cause of Commonwealth Policy, or lack of
it; and that is not the only project affected.
Many other people cannot get exemption
from the 25 per cent. deposit scheme even
In respect of exploration. It is not as
though they want to go on and develop
the project with either a majority or a
minority of overseas ownership. They
merely want the right to get on with the
exploration just to find something for our
country, with the knowledge that at the
end of the time they will be able to do
something on a sensible basis Worked out
with the State Government. They all find
it easier to deal with the State Govern-
ments, and for good reason. In this
way they are closer to the exer-
cise. the people, and the local need for
development. They understand better the
type of development required. However.
these people cannot get a clearance on
that; and why?

We can only guess that Mr. Connor Is
fearful that if he makes It possible for
them to find something he will feel morally
committed to let them exploit it; and what
a disaster that would be-to generate ex-
Port Income, development, and extra
income tax for Australia! Anyone would
think it was a crime to have the Govern-
ment as a silent partner, the Government
obtaining for the nation 50 per cent. of
everything produced without risk of Gov-
ernment losses!

Sir David Brand: They call it pioneer-
Ing without profit.

Mr. Bickerton: You are trying to make
a Watergate affair out of this.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It has nothing
to do with that sort of thing. It is a
basic question of development policy.

My reason for rising is to ascertain
whether the Government will Instruct one
of its Ministers to tell us quite frankly
what approaches have been made, what
the response was by the Commonwealth
Government. what hold-up exists at pre-
sent, and what the impact has been of

the Commonwealth poicies, or lack of
them, in respect of petroleum exploration
both on and offshore, and mineral devel-
opment both on and offshore. I support
the motion.

MR. MAY (Clontari-Minister for
Mines) [3.43 p.m.]: I remember picking
up the newspaper one morning recently
and reading a headline indicating that
the Leader of the Opposition was deeply
shocked. Obviously I thought a prominent
member of the Liberal Party had passed
away, but when I read the article I ascer-
tained that the Leader of the Opposition
was deeply shocked about a lack of ex-
ploration and a lack of something else.
This seems to be the trend. I think it is
time the Leader of the Opposition got
down to the fine print and had a look at
what is actually going on.

Mr. O'Neil: I am glad you are telling
US.

Mr. MAY: It is very nice to hear the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition although
his comments are rather strange because
last Saturday he accompanied me on a
trip to Broome and then 170 miles out to
the continental shelf where we saw the
most sophisticated drilling programme
from a ship which is supposed to be the
one and only ship of its type in the world.
It is drilling in the deepest water that has
ever been tackled in Australian waters
and the project is costing the Shell Com-
pany $'70,000 a day.

Mr. O'Neil: Private enterprise.
Sir Charles Court: Yes, and Mr. Connor

is trying to stop that type of project.
Mr. MAY: Just a moment. Members

opposite cannot have it both ways. They
have just told me there has been a dim-
inution in such work.

Sir Charles Court: And so there has
been.

Mr. O'Neil: Of course!
Mr. MAY: Members opposite say one

thing one moment and another thing the
next moment.

Mr. O'Neil: We congratulate them on
their courage in the circumstances.

Mr. MAY: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition accompanied me on that trip
and he was very Impressed-

Mr. O'Neil: Yes.
Mr. MAY: -by what was going on.

This is Just one illustration of what is
occurring.

We did have grave concern about what
we thought would occur as a result of
Federal Policy. Whilst the Leader of the
Opposition indicates that that policy ,is
not in the best interests of Western Aus-
tralia I think we must consider the situa-
tion in the light of what is in the best
interests of Western Australia or Australia.
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Whilst we In Western Australia are con-
cerned at what may or may not be occur-
ring in Western Australia, we are still big
enough to realise that we are considering
Australia generally, and not a fragmented
situation.

Mr. O'Neil: We are not disputing that
at all.

Sir Charles Court: We say they are not
acting In the Interests of Australia.
Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.9T4 p.

Mr. MAY: Now that the preliminaries
are over I think we can get back to the
motion. I would like to say a few brief
words which I feel sure members will
be interested to hear, and I will refer
to the Fuel and Power Commission.

The first part of the motion moved by
the member for South Perth has been
fairly well discussed by the previous
speaker. I would mention that I went to
the Eastern States on several occasions
with the Attorney-General and discussed
this matter with the previous Federal
Government. I can assure members there
was no clear-cut policy. On several oc-
casions we met Mr. Bowen and Senator
Greenwood. We also met with representa-
tives from New South Wales, Victoria,
Queensland, South Australia, and Tas-
mania, and I repeat: There was no clear-
cut policy in terms of sovereignty.

I can recall that all the State representa-
tives got together at a preliminary meet-
ing-prior to the meeting with Mr. Bowen
and Senator Greenwood-in an attemont
to put forward suggestions to assist the
Commonwealth Government. At that time
the Commonwealth Government was in
trouble with regard to the legislation.

I think that aspect has been adequatsly,
covered by the previous speaker and 'i
would new like to touch briefly on mineral
and Petroleum development in Western
Australia. The Leader of the Opposition
mentioned the feasibility examination, a"-'
the approach made to the Commonwealth
by Burrnah-Kanematsu-Gossho to estab-
lish an oil refinery in the northern pprr.
of Western Australia. The Leader of th-
Opposition was concerned that those in-
terests had to go to the Commonwealth
Government before carrying out a feas; -
bility test.

Sir Charles Court: With Your concur-
rence.

Mr. MAY: No company would go to the
considerable expense involved in a fees,-
bility study if, In the final analysis, it
could not get an assurance that It woul '

be acceptable to the Commonwealth Gov-
erment. T think that Is the point which
the Leader of the Opposition failed to
mention.

Sir Charles Court: The Minister has
told us what we wanted to know.

Mr. MAY: No company would enter Into
a feasibility study without being assured
that it would be accepted.

Sir Charles Court: The Minister has told
us what we assumed; namely, that the
company could not get an assurance that
it would be accepted.

Mr. MAY: Mr. Connor has been in touch
with me, and Sir Lennox Hewitt has made
a visit to Japan with a view to looking
at the possibility of an oil refinery. The
Federal Minister for Minerals and Energy
is meeting other people tomorrow, Thurs-
day, and next -week he is to meet with
the Japanese ingredient so far as the oil
refinery is concerned. So there have been
close talks over the past few weeks in
connection with the establishment of a
refinery. We are hopeful that within a
few weeks a decision will be reached re-
garding a feasibility study. The repre-
sentatives of the companies concerned
went with me to Canberra where they
were well received. They were quite satis-
fied that they received a fair hearing.
The representatives were quite surprised
that they were able to discuss the matter
with Mr. Connor in such a short time.
There was no impediment whatsoever in
terms of getting together with the Corn-
monwealth Government.

I have been corresponding with Mr.
Connor and the Ministers in the other
States. Discussions reached the stage
where it was far better for me to go across
to the Eastern States, which I have been
doing every fortnight. I intend to con-
tinue going to the Eastern States whenever
Possible because I feel I have a better
chance Of Outlining the Position by talkinr
Personally. I endeavour to do that at all
times. .1 would like the member for South
Perth to explain exactly what he meant
when he said there was no co-operation
with the Commonwealth Government. I
can assure all members that we have had
the utmost co-operation.

Sir Charles Court: Did the Minister do
what he was told?

Mr. MAY: That is the usual comment
which comes from the Leader of the Qp-
Position every time one tries to make a
reasonable speech. He has to be criticrul
and knock everything on the head. One
of these days he will be caught knocking.

Sir Charles Court: These are our
resources, You know. You have to go on
Your hands and knees.

Mr. MAY: I come back to the question
of the Pipeline. Once again, I came out
some time ago and said that our Govern-
ment In Western Australia agreed In
principle to a national pipeline. We felt
that a national pipeline was needed and
that eventually there would be sufficient
natural gas available In Australia to pro-
vide natural gas for each State. it was
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wrong for one State to have a greater
demand for or a greater use of natural gas
than another State.

Mr. Parker, several officers of the
department, and I went across and dis-
cussed this matter with Mr. Connor. At
that stage he indicated he would have a
feasibility examination undertaken, If pos-
sible with the State. He felt the pipeline
should run through Dlampier to Palm
Valley. We convinced him that we would
need natural gas In the metropolitan area.
the south-west, and the eastern goldfields
much sooner than this because of the fuel
needs In Western Australia. He agreed
that a joint feasibility examination should
be undertaken of possible routes for a gas
pipeline. This feasibility study has only
just been granted to Bechtel Pacific.
Altogether 48 applications were received
to carry out the study. I point out to the
Leader of the Opposition that, had these
companies felt that it was a pie-in-the-
sky idea, they would not have applied.
Instead, 48 reputable companies put in
tenders for the feasibility study.

Sir Charles Court: The company would
be paid regardless of whether it goes on
or not.

Mr. MAY: I repeat: 48 companies ap-
plied. The number of the companies was
reduced to a short list and, of these,
seven were Western Australian companies.
Bechtel Pacific was chosen because of its
expertise, which has been proven. I think
the previous Government utilised Bechtel
Pacific for the iron ore projects in the
north. There is no need for me to amplify
the good work done by the company. Even
having regard for this fact, the State
Government is keen to award contracts to
local people and, consequently, the tender
was given close consideration Indeed.
Bechtel, however, was successful in ob-
taining the contract because of the money
Involved and the tender it submitted. The
feasibility study started yesterday.

Bechtel Pacific has moved into the
offices of the Fuel and Power Commission
in Western Australia and Is working in
close co-operation with the Western Aus-
tralian Government. Mr. Donald from the
Commonwealth Government office which
Is the Federal counterpart of the Fuel
and Power Commission Is in contact with
Bechtel Pacific as is a representative from
the Fuel and Power Commission. There
Is constant co-operation all the time
between the State and the Commonwealth
Government. It is useless for anyone to
say that we are having trouble with the
Commonwealth Government.

Although I consider that some of the
actions of that Government have had
an effect in Western Australia infor-
mation from my department discloses
that there Is no diminution whatso-
ever of exploration In Western Australia so
far as mining is concerned. As a matter of

fact, only in recent times was I able to
lift the ban on temporary reserves which
had the effect of increasing exploration In
Western Australia.

Sir Charles Court,. Geologists are out of
work!

Mr. MAY: Daily I am Inundated with
requests from exploration companies which
wish to establish In Western Australia to
-participate In mining. I assure the House
there is no great concern, as was ex-
pressed by the Leader of the Opposition,
or worry about what they will do In
Western Australia As a matter of fact, it
Is the opposite. They show complete con-
fidence In what Is occurring in Western
Australia.

I make that point quite clearly. All the
companies now operating in Western Aus-
tralia have complete confidence in what
Is happening, They firmly believe that
when they are ultimately able to explore
and exploit our minerals they will receive
very fair consideration from the Com-
monwealth in the same way as they
receive It from the State at the present
time.

Sir Charles Court: They are not getting
afai go from the Commonwealth now.

You must be completely deaf to the
entreaties.

Mr. MAY: The Leader of the Opposition
also mentioned the Aiwest agreement, We
have had extremely close association with
Mr. Kommer of Alwest. We have had talks
on many occasions and have even gone
down to the site where we hope this par-
ticular project will be established. We
asked him specifically-and the member
for Collie can bear this out-whether he
wanted us to make an application to the
Commonwealth Government on his behalf
to assist him in his negotiations with that
Government. He said quite categorleally,
"No, the time is not yet opportune, We
have a tremendous amount of work to be
done In terms of contracts and marketing."

As members know, the bauxite situation
is not all that good. In the main, there
must be a captive market and Reynolds,
which is the other part of the Alwest part-
ners, does have this market.

Sir Charles Court: The world is short
of alumina.

Mr. MAY: The world may be short of
alumina, but there are a number of pro-
jects other than those in Western Aus-
tralia which can provide the bauxite.

Sir Charles Court: We are not talking
about bauxite but about alumina.

Mr. MAY: We are talking about bauxite
because Alwest is primarily a bauxite oper-
ation. Mr. Kommer has indicated to us
that he will approach the State Govern-
ment if he needs any assistance after be
has gone as far as he can with his investi-
gations. If he needs any assistance we will
certainly be able to give It.
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I am quite sure the Commonwealth
Government will look at Aiwest as a
national project which will be extremely
beneficial to Western Australia and I am
sure there will be no need for the State
Government to participate in any discus-
sions with the Commonwealth Govern-
ment in terms of the 25 per cent. deposit,
or foreign Capital.

Sir Charles Court: You said that Aiwest
was basically concerned with bauxite.
When the Minister Introduced the Bill I
understood him to place the emphasis on
alumina.

Mr. MAY: Alumina comes about in the
final analysis. First we must get the baux-
ite industry off the ground.

Sir Charles Court: It is an alumina in-
dustry we have before Parliament.

Mr. MAY: As I have said, alumina
comes about in the final analysis. Bauxite
from the Darling Range will be responsible
for the alumina.

Sir Charles Court: There is plenty of
bauxite.

Mr. MAY: I do not think that is of any
consequence.

Sfr Charles Court: It is. You are saying
it is a bauxite Project but It Is an alumina
one.

Mr. MAY: The other Point I wish to
make is one I mentioned earlier; namely,
there has never been any cause for me. as
Minister for Mines, to be concerned that
I will not be able to have discussions with
my counterpart in Canberra. As I have
already said, I have had numerous discus-
sions with him and I go to the Eastern
States frequently. Unfortunately we have
not had a visit from Mr. Connor in his
capacity as minister for Minerals and
Energy but, prior to the elections, he was
in Western Australia and visited the PUl-
bara and other areas of interest so far as
minerals are concerned.

He is quite aware of the need for de-
velopment In Western Australia and has
indicated that he will assist wherever Pos-
sible. I have also had talks with the
Prime Minister. Both the Premier and I
have met the Prime Minister wit a view
to ensuring that Western Australia re-
ceives every consideration. The Prime
Minister has indicated that he will cer-
tainly assist Western Australia because of
our fuel and energy problems at the pres-
ent time.

On the question of the Pipeline, I wish
to indicate that at one stage it was my
personal feeling that natural gas should
be piped from Palm Valley into the Kal-
goorlie region to serve the nickel area and
then down to Perth. My reason was that
we then had an assurance that natural
gas would be In Perth by 1977 approxi-
mately. Subsequently, the Fuel and Power
Commission has looked into the possibility

of bringing natural gas from the north-
west shelf onshore and down to Perth
much sooner than would have been the
case had it come from Palm Valley.

In thg terms of reference given to
Bechtel Pacific in connection with the
feasibility study we have stressed the need
and the importance of bringing natural
gas into the Perth and Kalgoorlie regions
as soon as possible. The Angel field is
small at the moment but it appears it can
be developed much sooner which would.
in turn, bring natural gas to Perth much
more quickly. The link from Kalgoorlie to
Palm Valley can come later. There is no
necessity for the Palm Valley-Kalgoorlie
link to be one of the first. If we can get nat-
ural gas from Perth to Kalgoorlie and Into
the uranium-nickel areas then, provided
there are sufficient quantities of gas-and
I am sure there will be-natural gas will
be available in the pipeline throughout
Australia. it may appear to be a pipe-
dream but so was the Kalgoorie water
line and the standard gauge railway.

If we Plan for these things now, in the
ultimate they will be much cheaper than
they would be if we tried to do something
about them later on. I only hope there will
be sufficient quantites of natural gas to
enable some of the large companies to ex-
port L.J.G. Many people are not aware of
the capital cost involved in getting the
natural gas onshore In Western Australia.
Obviously, the price of the gas and var-
ious other aspects will be determined later
on. in terms of assisting the companies
which are doing a very good job of ex-
ploration.

I would lie to say here and now that
amongst the best companies are Woodside
Burmah and Wapet, which has been in
Western Australia for quite a long time
and which originally discovered oil and
natural gas. That company certainly de-
serves a better deal than it is now getting.

Mr. Orayden: The Commonwealth Gov-
ernment does not share your views.

Mr. MAY: I do not share some of the
views of the Commonwealth Government,
and this is one of the views of the Liberal
Party with which I do not agree. But I
have had no worry in terms of negotiation.
I have had worry in terns of what might
happen in Western Australia, but up to
the present time I have been able to talk
on a person-to-person basis. Earlier, the
contact was by correspondence, which took
too long. The way to get results is to go
to Canberra, which I have been doing
every fortnight and which I intend to con-
tinue to do as often as I can, provided the
Opposition will give me a pair.

I have no worries about the Common-
wealth Government. I am only concerned
as to why we protest to the Common-
wealth Government. I think we have made
effective protests through going to Can-
berra, through letters which the Premier
and I have written to the Prime Minister,
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and through the talks we have had. The
Commonwealth Government is very much
aware of the need to assist this State. Any
protests made. In this House will be very
small in comparison with the protests
which have already been made by the
Government.

Sir Charles Court: Answer one question:
Why does this pipeline tram Dampier to
Palm Valley hold so much fascination for
Mr. Connor?

Mr. MAY: When Mr. Parker and I orig-
inally went to Canberra, Mr. Connor had
a map on which lines had been drawn by
the experts in his department. One of the
lines was drawn between Dampier and
Palm Valley and we asked the reason for
it. Mr. Parker pointed out the need for
the pipeline to go through Kalgoorlie to
serve the nickel areas. When the feasibility
examination was considered, the Federal
Minister did not include some of the areas
we felt should be included. The submission
made by Mr. Parker and the Fuel and
Power Commission changed his mind.

Sir Charles Court: You did not get my
point. Why do we need this pipeline from
Dampier to Palm Valley? That is what is
worrying us.

Mr. MAY: Tbe Leader of the Opposition
falls to appreciate that a feasibility study
Is being undertaken to determine the best
routes for the pipeline, When a recom-
mendation is made by Bechtel-and it is
hoped it will be available by the end of
November-we will be able to find out
what are the best routes, and the Com-
monwealth Government has agreed to
abide by the results of the feasibility
study.

Sir Charles Court: You still do not get
my point. If you have a pipeline from
Dampier to Palm Valley-

Mr. MAY: We do not have a pipeline
from Dampier to Palm Valley.

Sir Charles Court: You have included
it in your study and the Minister is de-
termined about it. You have no need for
it. The gas will be taken to the Eastern
States. For what purpose?

Mr. MAY: The Leader of the Opposition
said he agreed that natural gas should
come from Palm Valley to Western Aus-
tralia. He felt gas should come from the
Eastern States to Perth but that we
should not send gas from Perth to the
Eastern States. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion made that statement when he rose; it
is quite all right to bring gas from the
Eastern States to Western Australia-

Sir Charles Court: It is not the Eastern
States.

Mr. MAY: It is certainly not Western
Australia. I oppose the motion.

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

.(Con tinued on page 2393)

1.

2-

QUESTIONS (31): ON NOTICE
EGGS

Increased Quotas

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) In view of the massive imports

of eggs from the Eastern States
to meet Western Australia's de-
mands, has any consideration been
given to allowing the small egg
producer to increase his quota. of
eggs produced?

(2) If "Yes" to (1) what action is
proposed?

(3) If "No" to (1) what are the
reasons?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:

(1) and (2) It has been necessary for
the Western Australan Egg Mar-
ketirng Board to import small
quantities of eggs to meet local
demand. A total of 159,740 dozen
has been Imported since 19th May.
1973 and no further orders have
been placed. This represents
1.43% of the annual recorded shell
egg sales for Western Australia.
Consideration is currently being
given to Increasing the licensed
number of fowls to producers on
the basis of a uniform percentage
increase In the same manner as
the original 23% reduction In
license numbers was implemented.

(3) No answer required.

HIGH ROAD
UPgrading at Lynwood

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Works:-

(1) In view of the deplorable condi-
tion of High Road between Nich-
olson and Riley Roads, Lynwood,
can he advise whose responsibi-
lity it Is to upgrade it?

(2) If the responsibility is that of the
Main Roads Department, would
he treat the matter as one of
urgency?

(3) If the responsibility is that of the
Town of Canning, could his de-
partment assist in some way to
bring about the upgrading of the
road?

Mr. JAMIESON repli ed:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Canning Town Council.
Answered by (1).
The Canning Town Council will
receive a statutory grant of
$301,385 this financial year under
the provisions of the Main Roads
Act, and could finance this work
from this grant.
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3. TRAFFPIC LIGHTS
Leach Hlghway-benttinofleld Road

Intersection
Mr. EATEMAN, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) In view of the increased traffic

hazard causing long delays to
motorists endeavouring to enter
Leach Highway from Benningfield
Road, Batemnan, are traffic lights
to be installed at this intersec-
tion?

(2) If so, could this work be given top
priority?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Traffic control signals are installed

on Priorities based on traffic vol-
umes and accident hazards. There
are many Intersections in the met-
ropolitan area with higher priority
for traffic signals than at Benning-
field Road which Is programmed
for some widening at the junction
this financial year.

(2) Answered by (1).

4. SCHOOL AT MADDINOTON
Location

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) Is a second primary school to be

built in Maddington?
(2) If so, in what year, and in what

location?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1973-74 financial year.

Location: Corner of Pitchford
Avenue and Westfield Street,
Maddington.

5. ALBANY HIGHWAY
Realignment at Beckcenham

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) When will work begin in Wimble-

don Street, Beckenham, to realign
Albany Highway?

(2) If not immediately, what Is the
programming for this particular
realignment?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(I) No commencing date has been

fixed as this is a long range pro-
ject and the existing highway is
considered adequate for traffic for
some years.

(2) Answered by (1).

6. LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Rates: Small Urban Farmers

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) In view of the proposed Increase

in local goverrnent rates, will
consideration be given by his de-
partment for relief to small urban
farmers who derive their sole in-
come from their properties?

(2) If "Yes" what form will this re-
lief take?

(3) If "No" what rights of appeal will
these small urban farmers h1aye?

Mr. H ARMAN replied:
(1i) to (3) The problem of urban farm-

land rating Is being examined with
a view to finding a satisfactory
solution.

7. VERMIN
Indigenous9 Birds

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

What are his Intentions regarding
the four birds Indigenous to West-
ern Australia which are on the
vermin list and declared to be
vermin?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
There are nine indigenous birds
declared to be vermin In a few
local authority districts. The
intention Is to maintain such
declarations in order to enable
landholders to deal with birds
causing damage on their pro-
perties.
However research is being under-
taken on f our of these species to
ascertain whether the vermin
declarations should be main-
tained.

8. GOVERNMENT PRINTING
OFFICE

Land for Expansion
Mr. MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has land been acquired or are

negotiations in process to acquire
land to expand the Government
Printer's premises In Subiaco?

(2) If so, could be give details of the
land to be acquired, the owner(s)
of It, the conditions of purchase
or resumption and the exact pur-
pose for which land is to be
acquired?

Mr. J. T. TONIN replied:
(1) and (2) Preliminary discussions

have been held with the owners of
the Marist primary school, Sub-
laco, on a Possible land exchange
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9.

10. EDUCATIONarrangement to enable the Gov-
ernment Printing Office site to be
enlarged. However, no decision
has, as yet, been made by the
Government on this matter.

EDUCATION
Classes in Excess ot 40 Children

Mr. A. RL. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) How many classes contained more

than 40 children in-
(a) classes of more than one
grade;
(b) classes of only one grade,
in each of the following primary
school grades-
I;

In;
IV;

VI;
VII,
for each of the years 1989. 1970,
1971, 1972, 1973?

(2) How many classes categorised as
above contained less than 40
children In each of the above-
mentioned years?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) (a) Classes of more than one

grade in excess of 40 as at
1st August-

1989 .... 207
1970 .. L. 118
1971 .... 104
1972 .... 57
1973 .... Not yet available.

(b) Classes of only one grade in
excess of 40 as at 1st August-

1969 .... 717
1970 ... 607
191.. 585
1972 ... 305
1973 .... Not yet available.

Statistics for class size at each
grade level are not compled
by the Education Department.

(2) Classes of more than one grade
containing 40 or less pupils as at
1st August-

1969 ... 939
1970 ... 1,041
1971 ... 1,056
1972 ... 1,144
1973 .- Not yet available.

Classes of only one grade con-
taining 40 or less pupils as at 1st
August-

1969 .... 1,263
1970 ... 1,517
1971 ... 1.673
1972 ... 1,910
1973 ... Not yet available.

Teacher-studient Ratio: .1970 to 1973
Mr. A. RL. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) How many teachers were em-

ployed in-
(a) primary schools;
(b) secondary schools;
(c) technical schools;
(d) special services,
for each of the years 1970, 1971,
1972 and 1913 (as at the same
month in each year)?

(2) How many students were enrolled
In each of those categories for
each of the said years?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(D)-

Numbe of- As at Is$ August each year

(full-time) 1070 1071 1072 1073

(a) Primary teachers .. ,706 3,0120 4,052 Returns
(b) Secondary teachers 2,575 2.787 3,338 now
1c) Teebical teachers .. 644 688 701 being
(d) Special school teachers 105 121 woI received

(2)-

Number of As at let August each year
pupls/studcnts

1070 1071 1072 1073

(a) Primary grades 122,178 125,418 126.358 Rieturrns
(b) Secondary years 56I,76q0 52214 .55,541 nlow
(c) Technical education 693.900 (i9.000 73.900 belng
(d1) Special schools. 1.077 1,257 1,340 received

11. TRAFWC ACCIDENTS
Mirrabooka Intersections

Mr. A. RL. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police:
(1) How many accidents have occur-

red at the confluence of-
Camboo~n and Gordon Roads;
Beechboro and Benara. Roads;
Grand Promenade and Beaufort
Street;
Coode Street and Walter Road,
in the past three years?

(2) How many of these are classified
as serious?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) and (2) -

Camboon and Gordon Roads-
1071-

5 accidents.
2 serious.

1972-
3 accidents.
1 serious.

1973-
2 accidents.
None serious.
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Benara and Beechboro Roads-
1971-

2 accidents.
1 fatal.

1972-
4 accidents.
None serious.

1973-
2 accidents.
1 serious.

Grand Promenade and Beaufort
Street-

1971-
25 accidents.
5 serious.

1972-
23 accidents.
5 serious.

1973-
24 accidents.
3 serious.

Coode Street and Walter Road-
1971-

19 accidents.
6 serious.

19 72-
10 accidents.
1 serious.

1973-
11 accidents.
1 serious.

12. POPULATION FOR PERTH
Investigating Committee

Mr. A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Environmental Protection:
(1) What Government departments

are represented on the commit-
tee(s) appointed to investigate
the optimum Population for Perth?

(2) Who are the members?

(3) Are there any representatives
from bodies outside the Govern-
ment sphere?

(4) When will the committees report
and to whom?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) None. For Members' information

the committee entitled "Demo-
graphic and Environmental Re-
sources Committee" has terms of
reference beyond the immediate
matter of the optimum Population
for Perth. I will be making a full
statement in the very near future.

(2) Mr. Frank Broad. Chairman; Pro-
fessor R. T. Appleyard, Convenor:
Mr. D. W. G. Treloar and Dr. R.
Gabbay.

(3) Members are not representative of
bodies but are chosen for their
personal expertise.

(4) The committee will report to the
Environmental Protection Author-
ity from time to time.

13. HAMPTON SCHOOL

Enrolments and Classrooms

Mr. A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) What is the present enrolment

of the Hampton primary school?
(2) What Is its anticipated enrolment

in-
(a) December 1973;
(b) February 1974?

(3) How long is it anticipated that
the two demountables at present
in use will be needed?

(4) When is it intended to build the
additional half cluster that Will
be required as the next develop-
ment at the school?

(5) What is the size of each class
together with its grade-structure?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) 614 as at the 1st August, 1973.
(2) (a) Estimates for the end of a

school Year are not made.
(b) 635.

(3) and (4) An additional half cluster
Is intended to be built for the
opening of the 1975 school year
and the demountables are antici-
pated to be in use until then.

(5) Class and
'7
'7

6/7
6
6
5
5

4/5
4

3/4
3

2/3
2

1/2
1
1

14.

grade. Size of class.
.... .... 37
- ., 38
.... .... 36

38
36

.... .... 39
... 40

38
.... .... 40

41

38

36
39

* 38

EDUCATION
Special Commonwealth Grants

and Loans
Mr. MENSAROS. to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) Could he please advise how much

of the education vote In the
1972-73-
(a) revenue; and
(b) loan
estimates has been proposed and
financed as a result of special
Commonwealth grants or loans?
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(2) Have there been votes for other
than the State Education Depart-
ment In the 1972-73-
(a) revenue; and
(b) loan ,
estimates which were proposed
and financed as a result of special
Commonwealth grants or loans
under the auspices of the Com-
monwealth Department of Educa-
tion?

(3) Could he list all the Items,
amounts, Commonwealth Act or
agreement, etc., upon which they
were based and the brief condi-
tions or descriptions of special
Commonwealth grants or loans,
whether for recurrent or capital
expenditure, received-
(a) by the State; or
(b) directly by institutions in the
State In connection with educa-
tion to be expended during the
1972-73 financial year?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) (a) and (b) Nil.
(2) (a) and (b) No.
(3) (a) and (b) Not applicable.

15. WEST COAST HIGHWAY
Swanbourne: Route

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Town Planning:
(1) Could he say whether a decision

has been made regarding the route
of the proposed new West Coast
Highway south of City Beach?

(2) If not, when Is the decision
expected to be made?

(3) If (1) is "Yes" which is the route
decided upon?

(4) When can it be expected to start
the building of the new route?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1)

(2)

(3)
(4)

No decision has been made.
I understand there Is still one
local group which wants to make
a submission. There cannot be
many more.
When detailed studies of the
alternative routes are completed.
Answered by (1).
No consideration has yet been
given to construction dates. This
would depend upon the route
chosen, available funds and other
such factors.

(2) If not, when will such regulations
be gazetted?

(3) Will the regulations provide for
the permissible degree of noise
levels?

(4) Will they prescribe the authorities
where the public can submit com-
plaints?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) No.
(2) Draft regulations are being con-

sidered by the Noise and Vibra-
tion Council. Preparation of regu-
lations proved more difficult than
anticipated as there is no prece-
dent In Australia.

(3) and (4) Yes.

17. URBAN CROWN LAND
Subdivisions

Mr. MOILER, to the Minister for
Lands:

With regard to the subdivision of
certain urban Crown land cardied
out by the Lands Department at
the areas listed below, would he
Indicate the amounts expended on
the various subdivisions and the
amounts recouped to date for-
Roebourne, Rockingham, Kalgoor-
lie, Kalbarri, Jurien Bay, Guilder-
ton, Gracetown, Badgingarra?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
Details requested are as fol-
lows-

Amount Amount Amiount B-ulai fe
District ad~~fvance recouped rerm, I'ed outstanad.

by by from Iog al 31 st
tremsIurv bue rs reveilue* July, 1973

a a 8 S
])oebonoe 84,414.71 55,442.25 ... Cr.1,027. r4
Rtockingham.I 111588. 00 5,016. 00 . . 1573 410
K(algoorlie..20,1950. 00 20.10. 00 ... Nil
Relbarri 7. (1,407,. 27 6l2,085. 10 .. 14,322.11
Jurlen Hay 40,201.50 14.598.88 7,'32.13 23,770.40
Oulldertoo 49,000.00 44,305.00 ... 4.05.00
Craeetown..33,500.00 20,474.25 .. 13,025.7,5
%adgingarra 8,1900.00 1,048S.00 85652.0 OD il

18.

18. NOISE ABATEMENT ACT
Regulations

Mr. MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has he gazetted regulations based

on the Noise Abatement Act?

*These transfers resulted fromh alow sales of blocks.

FAUNA POISONS
Use in Kimberleii

Mr. BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has any poison been used against

fauna. In the Kimberleys In the
past two years?

(2) if so, where, what type of poison
and against which type of fauna?

(3) If poison has been used, what were
the results?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Strychnine has been used against

dingoes in those portions of the
KImberleys where dingoes are
prevalent.
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(3) A total of 2,272 dingo scalps was
presented in the past two years,
but an additional unknown num-
ber of dingoes would also have
been destroyed by this means.

19. RUBBISH DISPOSAL
Minister for Works: Attitude

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Did he read a letter to the editor

of Thre West Australian newspaper,
7th August, 1973, in which Mr.
Peter Ravine called for a revised
method of the disposal of rubbish?

(2) Will he state his attitude to such
a suggestion?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) This matter is within the Province

of the portfolio of the Minister
for Health.

20. RUBBISH DISPOSAL
Minister for Environmental

Protection: Attitude
Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Environmental Protection:
(1) Did he read a letter to the editor

of The West Australian newspaper,
7th August, 1973. In which Mr.
Peter Ravine called for a revised
method of the disposal of rubbish?

(2) Will he state his attitude to such
a suggestion?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) Yes. Although I say "Yes", that

might not be strictly true. I think
I read it because Mr. Peter Ravine
sent me a copy of his corres-
pondence, just as he sends me a
copy of most of the letters he
writes to the paper.

(2) I have asked the Director of En-
vironmental Protection to Investi-
gate this suggestion with appro-
priate responsible bodies.

21. RUBBISH DISPOSAL
Minister for Local Government:

Attitude
Mr. THOMPSON. to the Minister
representing the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Did he read a letter to the editor

of The West Australian newspaper,
7th August, 1973, In which Mr.
Peter Ravine called for a revised
method of the disposal of rubbish?

(2) Will he state his attitude to such
a suggestion?

Mr. HARMAN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) This Is a subject which comes

within the province of the Min-
ister for Health.

22. KALAMUNDA HcIH SCHOOL

P. & C. De put ation

Mr. THOMPSON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) Has he or officers of his depart-

ment replied to submissions made
by representatives of the Kala-
munda high school parents and
citizens' association at a deputa-
tion received by the former Min-
ister f or Education?

(2) if "Yes" to ( 1), will he supply a
copy of the reply to the Members
of Parliament who were Involved?

(3) If "No" to (1), when will the
reply be made?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1-) A reply referring to matters raised

by the deputation and correspond-
ence from the parents and citi-
zens' association was sent by the
Minister for Education to the Sec-
retary of the parents and citi-
zens' association on 25th June,
1973.

(2) Yes.
(3) Answered by (1).

23. APLE EXPORTS
Quantity and Costs

Mr. McPHARIJIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What was the total quantity of

export apples shipped from West-
ern Australia this year in-
(a) Clemar bins;
(b) container bins;
(c) conventional cartons;
(d) other packs?

(2) What is the average cost per
bushel for consignment fruit In
Clemar and container bins to
fob. this Year. Including the 30c
shipper commnission compared
with the total approximate cost of
82c and 76c per bushel respec-
tively last year?

(3) Have the f.o.b. costs for conven-
tional cartons Increased on last
year's rates and, if so, by what
amount? '

(4) What effect does he envisage the
new Australian Apple and Pear
Corporation will have on the
industry in Western Australia?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) Preliminary figures of the quan-

tity of export apples shipped from
Western Australia for this season
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to Whe end of July are given in
bushel equivalents in the follow-
ing categories:
(a) Clemar bins
(b) Container bins
(c) Conventional

cartons ..
(d) Other packs

... 254,760

... 103.850

.. 1,068,420
... 875

(2) and (3) This Information is Un-
available. Should the Member
desire I will seek Whe information
from the W.A. Apple and Pear
Export Steering Committee.

(4) It is premature to prognosticate
on future effects of proposed Com-
monwealth legislation which has
not as yet been presented to Par-
liament. However, the proposals
are supported in principle parti-
cularly with respect to the com-
position of Whe corporation as well
as Whe promotion and develop-
ment of new markets as alterna-
tives to traditional ones.

PORNOGRAPHIC
LITERATURE

Controlling Legislation

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Pre-
mier:
(1) Is the Government contemplating

legislation this session to deal with
Whe subject of pornography In view
of the difficulties apparently being
experienced by the police in suc-
cessfully prosecuting and the flood
of fithy and disgusting publica-
tions that are reported to be
available to all age groups in in-
creasing numbers?

(2) Would he agree to convening a
Conference of Government and
Opposition representatives with
community leaders, including
representatives of Church and edu-
cational] bodies to review the situ-
ation and determine ways and
means of improving the present
highly unsatisfactory situation?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN1 replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes, but as meetings are to be

held between State and Common-
wealth Ministers and officials dur-
ing the second half of Whis month
to endeavour to overcome prob-
lems in Whe areas of both film and
literary censorship, it is felt that
such a meeting should be defer-
red until such time as the out-
come of these conferences is
avail able.

25. BEACH EROSION
Busselton

Mr. BLAIKI, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Is the Government aware that the

Shire Council of Busselton is most
concerned about beach erosion in
Its shire?

(2) Has he received an urgent request
from the shire council for the
Government to make additional
moneys available to overcome an
emergency situation and, if so,
what decisions have been made?

(3) Is the Government aware that
many organisations such as scouts,
guides, legacy and church groups
in the Vasse area are in danger of
losing hard won Improvements un-
less Government financial and
technical assistance Is forthcoming
and, if so, what does the Govern-
ment Intend to do to alleviate
this situation?

Mr. JAMIESON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) A letter was received on SWh

August, 1973, and will receive
urgent consideration.

(3) Immediate inspection will be made
by departmental engineers. On
receipt of their report a decision
on what action is necessary by the
Government will When be made-

26. M
Licensed and Unlicensed Producers
Mr . BLAIIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Would he give details per shire

Of-
(a) licensed milk producers;
(b) dairy farmers without license
In recognised dairying areas of this
State?

(2) What is the total amount of but-
terfat produced in manufacturing
milk In each shire, excluding
licensed milk production?

(3) Would he please give detail of the
total loss to Western Australian
dairy farmers when Whe Common-
wealth Government withdraws
subsidy payment by-
(a) total amount paid;
(b) amount per shire area;
(c) amount paid per pound of but-

terfat equivalent,
based on the Most recently avail-
able yearly production figures?

(4) Was the Government aware of the
decision of the Commonwealth
Government to withdraw dairy
subsidy and, If so, what repre-
sentations were made?

24.
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(5) If "No" to (4), have any repre-
sentations been made to the Com-
monwealth regarding the perilous
situation that the dairy industry
in Western Australia is now facing
and would he give detail as to the
extent and nature?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:

(1) (a) The number of licensed milk
producers an a shire basis is
unavailable because many
licensed dairymen have alter-
nate dairies in two or mare
shires, all of which are
licensed by the Milk Board.
The number of licensed dairy-
men in the respective dairy
areas is as follows:
Metropolitan dairy area

comprising the Perth
statistical division ... 87

South West coastal dairy
area comprising the
Shires of Mandurab,
Murray, Waroona. Har-
Vey, Dardanup, Collie .. 375

South coastal dairy area
comprising the Shires
of Sunbury, Capel,
Husselton, Manjimup,
Denmark, Plantagenet,
Albany ...115

Total .. 577

(b) The numbers of non-licensed
dairy farmers in each shire
are as follows:
Perth statistical division 4
Augusta, Margaret River 155
Boddington ..
Boyup Brook ..

Bridgetown/Oreenbushes 36
Bunbury .... .. -. 2
Busselton .... .... 66
Capel .... . . 30
Collie .... ... 4
Dardanup ...

Donnyrook .... ....60
Harvey ... ... 5
Mandurah ....-
Manjimup ...... 118
Nannup .... 29
Waroona ..... 6
Denmark .... 65

Albany20
Plantgenet17

Total .... 630

(2) Not available as production sta-
tistics are not collected in this
form.

(3) (a) It is estimated that the sub-
sidy payment for 1972-73 will
be $752,000 for Production of
butter and cheese in Western
Australia.

27.

(b) Not available (see 2).
(c) For 1972-73 the subsidy Pay-

ment is estimated to be about
6.70c per lb. of butterfat.

(4) No.
(5) At the recent Australian Agricul-

tural Council meeting in Darwin
I requested that consideration be
given to increasing the Percent-
age returned from the amount
paid as levy on butter by West
Australian consumers into the
Commonwealth equalisation fund,
The Chairman of the Agricultural
Council, Senator K. Wriedt, agreed
to a committee of Department of
Primary Industryj and Bureau of
Agricultural Economics officers
preparing a report on the disti-
bution of equalisation payments
and the effects of one or two
States withdrawing from the
equalisation scheme,
The report of the committee is
expected to reveal the precise
position of each State In the event
of a withdrawal from the scheme.
it will endeavour to deliver its re-
port to a special meeting of Agri-
cultural Council to be called at
the end of October.

MILK
Licenses: Trans/era

Mr. BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Would he advise the number of

transfers of wholemilk licenses ap-
proved by the Milk Board In each
month since JTanuary 1972?

(2) What Is the Milk Board's per gal-
lon cost of a license?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) 1972:

,January-2
February-i
March-None
April-i
May-S
June-3
.luly-4
August-None
September-S
October-S
November-i
December-None

1973:
January-i
February-i
March-S
April-None
May-i
June-i

(2) $1.69 per gallon on the average
daily quantity of milk sold for the
year ended 31st March preceding
the date of commencement of the
license applied for.
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28. This Question was postponed.

29. TEACHING HOSPITALS
Government Subsidy

Dr. DADOUR, to the Minister for
Health:

What was the total amount of State
Government subsidy far the teach-
ing hospitals for the years--1965-
66, 1966-67. 1967-68, 1968-69, 1969-
70, 1970-71, 1971-72, 1972-73?

Mr. DAVIES replied:

1965-66
1966-07
1967-68
1968-69
1969-70
1970-71
1971-72
1972-73

7,718,471
8,383,926
9,665,855

11,010,138
14,447,484
19,060,955
23,440,564
28,894,889.

30. HOSPITALS
Central Laundry: Completion and Cost

Mr. RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) How far has the construction of

the centralised Ellis Hospital
laundry progressed?

(2) When Is this laundry expected to
he completed?

(3) What was the estimated cost, and
the present expected total price,
for the laundry expressed separ-
ately for-
(a) land;
(b) building;
(c) equipment?

(4) Why is there such an urgency for
delivery of the 600 trolleys (speci-
fIcations. schedule No. 539A 1973)
by 20th December. 1973?

(5) What will be the extra cost due to
this early supply date?

(6) What percentage of material in
the content of 600 trolleys is to be
procured-
(a) in Western Australia;
(b) in Australia;
(c) overseas?

(7) Is It known the trolleys could be
purchased, If greater time was
allowed for supply, using West-
ern Australian and Australian
materials?

Mr. DAVIES replied:
(1) 50% completed.
(2) Late January, 1974.
(3) (a) The land Is Crown land fonn-

ing part of the site of the pro-
posed Lakes Hospital complex
to be built In conjunction with
t',e Murdoch University. Same

sections of the total site had
to be acquired by the Govern-
ment but this was done by
exchange of other Crown land
to equivalent valuation.

(b) Building (including earth-
works and mechanical ser-
vices).
Cost estimated be-*

fore tenders called 3,638,164
Expected total cost 3,281,004

(b) Equipment (laundry proces-
sing only).
Cost estimated be- $

fore tenders called 1,716,473
Expected total cost 1,707,403

(4) The trolleys will form a mobile
shelving system. Production is
Planned to start during the com-
missioning period, i.e. before the
building and equipping is com-
pleted In all sections. In fact
20th December is later than desir-
able, many of the trolleys will be
needed before then.

(5) None,
(6) Castors representing 8.8% of the

total price will be imported from
the United Kingdom. Aside from
those the trolleys will be manu-
factured fully in Western Aus-
tralia.

(7) Greater time is not available, but
even if it were it could affect only
the castors which it may be pos-
sible to produce In an Eastern
States factory after considerable
experimentation.

31. SERPENTINE AND
MURRAY RIVERS

Island Banks and Verges
Mr. COOK, to the Minister for Lands:
(1) Is he aware that the Peel Inlet

Conservation Advisory Committee
has expressed grave concern at
the despoliation of the river and
island banks and verges in the
Serpentine and Murray Rivers ad-
jacent to private jetties and resi-
dences?

(2) How many lots have been alien-
ated on each or any islands in this
locality?

(3) Would he supply an area map
showing these privately owned lots
together with a list of current
owners?

(4) Has the Government, in the inter-
est of conservation, plans for re-
suming privately owned lots on
these islands?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
(1) I have not received any official

communication from the com-
mittee concerning river and Island
banks and verges In the Serpentine
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and Murray Rivers although it is
known that the committee is in-
vestigating the area concerned.

(2) There are 48 alienated lots on
Culeenup Island, 19 on Vundurup
Island and 6 on Eallee Island. The
major Portion of the land on these
islands is reserved as national park
(class A reserve 20215) and vested
in the Shire of Murray.

(3) A schedule of current owners,
together with an area map, is sub-
mitted for tabling.

(4) No.
The list and map were tabled (see
paper No. 252).

QUESTIONS (7): WITHOUT NOTICE
DEVELOPMENT

Steel Mil in Pilbara

Sir CHARLES COURT, to the Minister
for Mines:

Yesterday I asked the Minister a
question regarding the proposed
or suggested electric furnace steel
mill In the Pilbara. Hie said he
had not been able to obtain the
answer, but I understand from in-
quiries this morning that he now
has the answer to the question.
The question I asked was as fol-
lows-
(1) (a) What is the suggested

annual tonnage for the
steel mill If it is con-
structed?

(b) Which are the 15 addi-
tional iron ore areas re-
quested by the com-
panies?

(c) In whose name are these
areas currently held and
on what conditions?

Q2) Why is it necessary for addi-
tional areas to be allocated
for this proposal having re-
gard for the substantial areas
already held under agree-
ments and through other
forms of title by the two com-
panies concerned?

(3) If the decision by the Gov-
ernment Is to allocate these
additional areas to the two
companies, will a formal
agreement be submitted to thc
Parliament for ratification or
will the additional areas be
allocated by the Government
under the variation clause of
one or more of the existtrr
agreements?

(4) Is the electric furnace steel
mill proposal for greater or
lesser annual tonnage than

2.

the steel making commit-
ments of the Companies con-
cerned under existing agree-
menits?

Mr. MAY replied:

(1) (a) Initially 1,000,000 tons
per annum.

(b) Temporary Reserves
4322H., 4326H, 4514H.
4886H*, 4982H, 4984H*,
5072H,. 5073H* and 5074H*,
Plus six areas of Crown
land.

(c) The rights of occupancy
of Temporary Reserves
4322H* and 4982H are cur-
rently in the process of
being granted to Cleve-
land Cliffs Inc.
4325H*, 4514H., 4886H* and
4984H* are min'sterlaly
held temporary reserves,
whilst 5072H*, 50731* and
5074H* were held by
Patminex under the usual
conditions. The company
has made application for
renewal of its recently ex-
pired rights of occupancy.

(2) No decision has yet been made
to allocate additional areas
for this proposal. However,
the Government has been ad-
vised that there is a need to
obtain areas wherein it 1i
anticipated ore of low phos-
phorus content could be avail-
able to blend with presently
held ore of high phosphorus
content.

(3) Current thinking, in the event
that the Government allo-
cates additional areas to the
two companies, Is that a for-
mal agreement, or agreements,
will be submitted to Parlia-
ment for ratification.

(4) The proposal- before the
Government envisages that
any annual steel tonnage pro-
duced through this current
proposal will be deducted
from Harnersley's commit-
ments under its existing agree-
mients.

APPLE EXPORTS
Quantity and Costs

Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

In answer to question 23 on to-
day's notice paper the Minister In-
dicated be would obtain further
information. If possible, to the
second part of that question. I
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appreciate his offer, and I would question on notice. I refer to a
ask him to obtain this informa-
tion.

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
I am quite happy to do that.

3. NAVAL BASE AT COCKBURN
BOUND

Dfleerment and averaward Payments

Sir CHARLES COURT. to the
Premier:

Yesterday I asked the Premier a
question regarding the Naval Base
at Cockburn Sound, and he
answered it on the basis that with
the time available he had not been
able to obtain any detailed infor-
mation. I forget the exact words
he used. I sent a message to his
office today in the hope he could
answer the question this after-
noon. I would now like to know
whether he can do so.

Mr. J. T'. Tonkin: I did not answer
in the manner mentioned by the
Leader of the Opposition but the
question is out of order. I supplied
an answer and the same question
cannot be asked again.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Could I ascer-
tain from you, Mr. Speaker, why
the question is out of order? The
answer was not complete and I de-
sired a complementary reply.

The SPEAKER: Yes, it is out of
order under inadmissible questions.
A question which is answered at
all cannot be asked again during
the same session; that is, the same
question or one which is substan-
tially the same. The same applies
when any answer is given, and
also when the Minister refuses to
reply. I think that information Is
set out in the list of inadmissible
questions which has been dis-
tributed to members. No. 9, deal-
ing with repetition, refers to any
question already answered, or to
which an answer has been refused.
Under that category the question
now asked would be inadmissible.

Sir CHARLES COURT: On another
point of explanation may I ask
whether this means that the prac-
tice of asking a question without
notice to obtain further elucida-
tion of a reply is not to be per-
mitted in future?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The Leader of the
Opposition is asking the same
question.

The SPEAKER: I would rule that
the elucidation Is further clari-
fication of a reply received to a

4.

5.

further Question asked on the
same day.
If a further question is asked,
which is substantially the same as
the original question, it can be
ruled out of order under No. 9
on the example sheet supplied to
members.

GOVERNOR
Future Appointment

Mr. RUTSHTON, to the Premier:
(1) Would he advise the House whe-

ther we are to have a Governor
or a ieutenant-Governor after
the retirement of Sir Douglas
Kendrew?

(2) When does he intend to make the
appointment known?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) I ask the member for Dale

to Put the question on the notice
paper.

NATURAL GAS
Losses through Leakage

Mr. O'NEIL, to the Minister for Mines:
I aPologise to the Minister for the
very limited indication I have
given him of my question. How-
ever, he should have no dlffculty
in replying. My question is,-

In view of the Government's
attitude when In Opposition
and its strenuous efforts to have
the cost of oil to the S.E.C. made
public-
(1) Does he concur with the

refusal of the S.E.C. as re-
Ported in the Daily News of
today's date to disclose de-
tails of gas loss because
such information would
disclose the cost of that
fuel to the S.E.C.?

(2) Was the statement made
with or without his approv-
at?

(3) Can he reconcile this atti-
tude with that so violently
expressed on so many oc-
casions when the Labor
Party was in Opposition?

Mr. MAY replied:
In reply to the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition I might mention
that I have not seen the Daily
News today. However, I was pro-
vided with a cutting by the hon-
ourable member. in reply to the
question-

(1) Yes, because of the confi-
dential agreement with the
supplier. However, details
will be made available to
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the Leader of the OPPosi-
tion on a confidential basis
if be desires to contact the
General Manager of the
State Electricity Comnils-

(2) With any approval.
(3) My attitude is not at vai-

ance with that, Previously
adopted inasmuch as I will
make the information avail-
able on a confidential bass
an entirely different atti-
tude from that adopted by
the present Opposition
when In Government.

WEEDICIDE
Shortage

Mr. McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Can he advise why there Is such

a shortage of weedicide In Western
Australia and why there Is such a
price rise In 2,4-Dl ester? Last
year, when purchased in 45-gallon
drums. it cost $5.88 per gallon and
this year It casts $S.84.

(2) Have, Investigations been made as
to supplies for this season and far
future seasons?

Mr. H. D. EVANS replied:
I thank the Leader of the Country
Party far the notice he gave me
regarding this matter. I can In-
form him-
(1) There Is a world-wide short-

age and the European manu-
facturers of the base material
from which 2,4-fl is produced
failed to supply the quantity
ordered by Australian Proces-
sore in time for the usual
winter demand for 2.4-D of
all types.
The price for 2,4-fl ester in
five-gallon lots is currently
$8.55 per gallon. The price
increase Is due mainly to the
increased costs of Imported
raw materials resulting In part
from Japanese factories going
out of Production.

(2) Vigorous attempts are being
made to obtain all Possible
supplies for this season and in
future so as to prevent a re-
currence of the problem.

MILK
Licensed and Unlicensed Producers
Mr. BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Flurther to the question I asked
today regarding licensed milk
producers, does the reply indicate
that some licensed milk producers

have multiple licenses covering
more than one dairy in more than
one shire area?
If the reply Is not readily avail-
able, would the Minister make it
available to the House and to me
as soon as possible?

Mr. H. Di. EVANS replied;
Yes, it is my understanding that
such a situation does occur. How-
ever. to what degree I am unable
to say.
I will certainly ascertain the In-
formation for the member for
Vasse and make It available to
him.

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT
AMENDMENT BIELL

Returned
Bill returned from the Council without

amendment.

MINING AND OIL EXPLORATION
Effect of Commonwealth Action: Motion

Debate resumed. from an earlier stage
of the sitting, on the following motion
by Mr. Grayden-

That in the opinion of this House-
(1) the Government's failure to

speak on the motion on off -
shore oil and the issue of sov-
ereignty over the territorial
seas moved by the Member
for South Perth 18th April.
1973, is deplorable;, and

(2) the adverse effect which re-
cent Commonwealth measures
have had on mining and a:
exploration in W.A. and also
the failure of the State Gov-
ernment to effectively protest
against such action by thr'
Commonwealth Government
is further deplored.

MR. GRAYDEN (South Perth) (4.58
p.m.]: Contrary to the statement made
by the Premier I consider that the motion
we are now debating is extremely appro-
priate. I am shocked and horrified at
what the Commonwealth Government is
doing to mining and oil exploration in
Western Australia at the present time.
It appears to me that the Common-
wealth Government is hell-bent on plun-
dering and pillaging our oil and minerals
and grabbing the money derived from the
development of those resources.

The Federal Government Is not content
merely to plunder and to pillage; it is
going much further. it is virtually sacking
Western Australia by plundering, pillaging.
and despoiling everything it cannot take.

6.

7.
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It is almost as though a group of armed Mr. Hartrey: Is Australian ownership
men were roaming through recently con-
quered territory in search of money and
goods. ft is. rather significant that while
this attitude is followed by the Federal
Government our State Labor Government
seemingly cowers behind locked doors.

Mr. May: What rot! No wonder they
put the zoo in South Perth.

Mr. GRAYDEN: That is the situation
which exists in Western Australia, and the
situation which has obtained since the
Present Federal Government went into
office.

Mr. Cook: The member for South Perth
will get headlines out of this.

Mr. GRAYDEN: We ought to get more
than headlines. This matter should be
brought to the attention of all Western
Australians. and It should be drummed into
the mind of every Person until he under-
stands what Is happening as a consequence
of the Labor Government in this State
and as a consequence of the Labor Govern-
ment in the Federal sphere.

I have made the statement that the
Federal Government is plundering and pil-
laging Western Australia. Let us have a
look at the way in which It Is doing so.
First of all, let us talk in terms of the
taxation it Is reaping from the mining and
oil exploration companies in this State.
The Federal Government takes in com-
pany tax 471 per cent. of anything those
companies make.

Mr. May: Which Government started
that?

Mr. GRAYDEN: Previous Governments
have been sympathetic to mining and ex-
ploration companies. The Government of
this State and the Federal Government
pillage and kick the companies in the
teeth at the same time. To continue, if
there Is any dividend to distribute to the
overseas shareholders the Federal Govern-
ment takes between 15 and 30 Per cent. in
withholding tax. The State Government
then takes payroll tax, and recently, at
the instigation of the Federal Government.
the States have agreed to increase payroll
tax from 31 per cent, to 4J per cent, as
from the beginning of September.

We can go further in the matter of tax-
ation. When the dividends are ultimately
distributed-if there are any dividends--
on the first $20,000 the Federal Govern-
ment takes $8,800-odd; then on every $1
above $20,000 it takes 66.7c. Yet members
on the other side of this House and mem-
bers of the Federal Government talk of
foreign ownership as though it Is objec-
tionable. I repeat that they are plunder-
Ing and pillaging our mineral and oil re-
sources, and the money derived from those
resources, in the manner I have described.
While they are plundering and pillaging,
they are doing everything possible to make
it diffcult for the companies which are
subscribing that revenue.

worse than foreign ownership?
Mr. GRAYDEN: I have mentioned only

one aspect of the way in which the Fed-
eral Government is plundering and pillag-
ing. Let us now look at the question of
royalties. Apart from the taxation to
which I have Just referred, any oil com-
pany which strikes oil on the north-west
shelf or anywhere else in Western Aus-
tralia must pay 10 per cent. gross on any-
thing it produces at the wellhead, which
virtually works out at 30 per cent. net.
That is additional; the Federal Govern-
ment will rake that off.

Again I say the Federal Government is
plundering and pillaging the resources of
Western Australia-money which right-
fully belongs to this State-but It goes
much further than that. The Minister for
mines has spoken today about a national
grid pipeline to convey natural gas.
Here the Federal Government steps in and
says. "Western Australia has a vast natu-
ral gasfield in the north-west and we in
the Eastern States want that natural gas."

Several months ago, the Federal Minis-
ter for Minerals and Energy (Mr. Connor),
without consulting the Government of this
State, announced his grandiose plan to tap
the natural gas resources. The plan was
to take a pipeline from Dampier across to
Palm Valley in the Northern Territory,
then to another point on the boundary of
Queensland and New South Wales. and
then to the capital cities of the Eastern
States. The pipeline was intended for one
purpose-to Supply industries in those
States with natural gas and give them
what the Federal Minister thought was
a cheap source of power. Western Aus-
tralia was completely bypassed. There we
have another graphic illustration of the
Federal Government's plundering and Pil-
laging in Western Australia.

We have the example I mentioned at the
outset-taking those huge sums in taxa-
tion, 47J per cent. in company tax, the
withholding tax, the extortionate income
tax, and instructing the States to increase
payroll tax.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I beg your pardon?
Be truthful.

Mr. GRAYDEN: What about?
Mr. J. T'. Tonkin: You said the Federal

Government instructed the States to in-
crease payroll tax. It did nothing of the
sort.

Mr. GRAYDEN: It made a suggestion or
a recommendation to which all the States
agreed, with the iron fist of the Federal
Goverrnent right behind them.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What you Maid was
completely untrue.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Has not the
agreed to increase payroll tax
per cent. to 41 per cent. as from
ber next?

Premier
from 3j
Septem-
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Yes, but not because
the Commonwealth Governutnet told us
to do so.

Mr. ORAYDEN: Who suggested It?
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It was a matter of

complete agreement on behalf of all the
States.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I have statements In
front of me which indicate quite clearly
that It was the Prime Minister who made
that suggestion. I hope the Premier will
not continue to deny it. If he does. I will
ask him to look it up.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It will not worry me
if you stick to the truth.

Mr. GRAYDEN: If the premier wants to
make an issue of it, I will do that. Let us
see what happened in respect of payroll
tax.

mr. J. T. Tonkin: There is no need to
look it up I will tell you what happened.
All the Premiers got together and it was
suggested by a Premier of one of the
larger States that we agree to it immedi-
ately because It was necessary. We agreed
upon the date on which It would come into
operation and the amount by which we
would Increase It. There was not a dis-
sentient voice.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I do not now have the
opportunity to go through the files to find
the Press cutting to which I am ref erring-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I was there. I am
telling you.

Mr. GRAYDEN: -and in which it was
reported that the Prime minister made
this suggestion and virtually told the
States they would have to increase their
own revenue-

Mr. J. T. Tonkcin: Yes. That is a differ-
ent matter.

Mr. GRAYDEN: -and the only way
open to them was by means of payroll tax.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: That Is not so at all.

Mr. GRAYDEN: That was the situation
but unfortunateiy I am not in a position
to look through the files at the present
time.

Mr, J. T. Tonkin: You can look until
You are blue in the lace but you will not
find anything which is different from
what I have told you.

.Mr. GRAYDEN: The Premier has
changed his tune already. Hie has indi-
cated that the Prime Minister suggested
the State Premiers would have to look at
means of increasing their own revenue.

Mr. J. T, Tonkin: That Is right.

Mr. GRAYDEN: What means were
available to the State Governments? Was
this not one of the means? Was not pay-
roll tax one of the means? When he
made the statement, was the Prime Minis-
ter not thinking of payroll tax?

Mr. J. T. Tonkin:, That is not what you
said.

Mr. GIRAYDEN: The Premier is trying
to draw a red herring across this ques-
tion because it is embarrassing to him.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I am trying to keep
the record straight.

Mr. GE.AYDEN: We have proof of the
way the Federal Government Is plundering
and pillaging Western Australia. This is
embarrassing to the Premier because he is
bound to the decisions made by the
Federal Government, When I commenced
speaking I said it was not simply a ques-
tion of plundering and pillaging the oil
and minerals of Western Australia and
the money derived from them. The
Federal Government went much further.
It was actually sacking Western Australia.
It plundered and pillaged, and despoiled
what was left. I will produce evidence of
that.

Having taken such a large amount In
taxation and royalties, and having an-
nounced Its Plan in relation to natural gas,
the Federal Government. through a numn-
ber of measures and omissions, sacks and
despoils what is left. We had the revalu-
ation of the Australian dollar-an act of
the Federal Government which grievously
affected oil and mining Interests In this
State. That was followed shortly after-
wards by a devaluation of the United
States dollar, and the Federal Government
failed to take any action to counteract It.
Then we had the Commonwealth move In
respect of offshore oil and the withdrawal
of Income tax concessions for capital sub-
scribed to oil and mining companies. We
had the Commonwealth Government with-
drawing subsidies, and there have been
many later developments.

Only this morning we read in The West
Australian that Mr. Heath. the Prime
Minister of Great Britain, has told the
Prime Minister of Australia to make up
his mind whether or not he wants overseas
investment. 'The Press report reads--

"Ijf they don't want our money all
they have to do is say so, and I will
go back to London and tell the boys
to invest elsewhere." Mr. Heath said.

Asked if he planned to take part in
the next Sydney-Hobart yacht race,
Mr. Heath, a previous winner, said: "I
don't know If I'd be welcome-after
all, It would be a British yacht, and
overseas money."

How extraordinary that a Prime Minister
of Great Britain has to say that to a
Prime Minister of Australia! Mr. Heath'
pointed out that Germany took a very
different attitude from Great Britain to-
wards overseas Investment. Germany
would not permit It: it wanted Its money
back In Germany, to develop Germany.
But Great Britain was not in that cate-
gory: It permitted its capital to go out of
the country to develop. Australia. Yet we'
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find the Prime Minister of Great Britain
has to rebuke the Prime Minister of this
country in that fashion.

We know what the situation is in respect
of foreign ownership. As has been pointed
out on many occasions, it Is a fairy story
of the greatest magnitude. There is no
such thing for the simple reason that any
mining company coming into Western
Australia Is bound by the laws of the State
as far as its leases are concerned. The
leases can be taken from the company at
any time and the company can be told
what to do at any time. That Is the
situation.

So there Is no security of tenure, and It
does not mean anything at all when we
talk in terms of foreign ownership. When
we get to the Federal level we find that no
overseas company operating In Australia
can send any minerals out of this country
without a, shipping permrit granted by the
Federal Government. So again, where
does the question of foreign ownership
come In?

Mr. R. L. Young: And taxation at 60
per cent, goes back to the country, any-
way.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Is It not simply a
question of money being made available
for us to use In the development of our,
mineral resources? That is all there is to
it! This talk of foreign ownership Is a
fairy story when we take those two points
into consideration. No overseas company
can engage In oil or mining exploration in
Australia with any security of tenure at all
without the blessing of either the State
or Federal Government-actually, it must
have the blessing of both. That is the
situation.

Mr. Hartrey: What Is better-Australian
ownership or foreign ownership?

Mr. GRAYDEN: All I am doing is to
recount examples to show that not only Is
the Federal Government plundering and
pillaging Western Australia, but actually it
Is sacking Western Australia inasmuch as
It is despoiling what It cannot have. It is
ruining our mining industry.

Mr. May: You ought to look at the files
in our office!

Mr. ORAYDEN: The Minister for Mines
Is Interjecting now. This is rather ludi-
crous In view of the statements he made
earlier. I am digressing now and getting
right away from the main point, but I feel
It is worth while.

The Minister made a statement that
exploration had not diminished In West-
ern Australia of late. That statement will
be recorded In Mansard If any member
wishes to check It.

Mr. May: It Is correct, too.
Mr. GRAYDEN: The Minister said that

mining in Western Australia has not di-
minished. I would like to read an article
published in The West Australian of the

6th June-relatively recently. This will
give members a fairly good idea of the
accuracy or otherwise of the statement
made by the Minister for Mines. He made
a clear-cut, unequivocal statement, and
every member in the House should have
heard it. His statement was to the effect
that mining exploration in this State has
not diminished of late, or words to this
effect. He then went on to say that as a
matter of fact the State Government had
granted quite a number of temporary
reserves.

Mr. May: No I did not. I said we lifted
the ban on temporary reserves-the ban
put on by your Government.

Mr. GRAYD'EN: The article to which I
referred is headed, '7,000 minerals claims
at risk", and it reads-

Mining wardens throughout W.A.
have listed about 7,000 mineral claims
for cancellation within the next few
weeks.

Most of the claims have been listed
because of non-payment of rent or for
lack of a miner's right.

The article states that 7,000 mineral
claims were to be relinquished within the
next few weeks.

Mr. May: That does not prove your
point.

Mr. ORAYDEN: The Minister says that
does not mean very much.

Mr. May: I did not say it does not
mean very much.

Sir Charles Court: It does not make
your case too good either.

Mr. May: Yes it does. He has not quoted
what we increased.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I do not know what the
Minister thinks he is doing; he Is carry-
ing on his own little conversation. How-
ever, I would like him to listen to this
comment. Virtually every one of the
claims to be relinquished would be about
300 acres in area. The annual rental pay-
able on each of those claims Is $150, and
7,000 claims were to be relinquished.

Mr. May: Just a moment-what did I
say? I said there had been no diminution
of exploration.

Mr. Hartrey: That IS right.
Mr. May: That Is what I said. You are

inaccurate in what You are saying.
Mr. GRAYDEN: Wait a minute-
Sir Charles Court: You would not tell

us that there had been no diminution of
exploration in Western Australia in the
last few months?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GRAYDEN: Seven thousand claims

have been surrendered, and each claim
would have been for 300 acres.
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Sir Charles Court: Putting geologists out
of the picture.

Mr. GRAYDEN:, Perhaps the Minister
would like to work that out to ascertain
how many thousand acres were sur-
rendered. Let me say that this represents
a loss of over $1,000,000 to the Treasury
of Western Australia, and all in the last
few weeks. I remind members that the
Press article commences--

Mining wardens throughout W-A.
have listed about 7,000 mineral claims
f or cancellation within the next few
weeks.

However, the Minister for Mines now says
that does not represent any diminution of
exploration.

Mr. may: That is quite right.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Minister counters
this claim by saying that he has granted
some temporary reserves. We all know
what the situation is in regard to tem-
porary reserves. All the Minister has to
do is to accept an application made by an
individual who simply says, "I want a
temporary reserve of 300 square miles,
500 square miles, 1,000 square miles, or
whatever the case may be. The applicant
pays a microscopic amount tar his tem-
porary reserve.

Let me add quickly that the Minister for
Mines lifted the ban on temporary re-
serves because of the downturn in normal
exploration. Because he has lifted the ban,
he now turns around and tells the H-ouse
that there has been no diminution of min-
ing exploration in Western Australia. Of
course, his statement is absolute nonsense.

Mr. May: It is not nonsense at all.
Mr. GRAYDEN: It annot be sustained.
Mr. May: It can be.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I have figures here

which show how many mineral claims have
been relinquished in Western Australia
since this Government increased mineral
claim fees by 100 per cent.-from 25c to
5oc per acre. Prospectors in Western Aus-
tralia have shed mineral claims for thou-
sands of acres. The loss to the Treasury
has run Into millions of dollars.

Let me get back to the question I 'was
originally talking about. I said that the
Federal Government has not only pillaged
and plundered Western Australia, but it
has also laid waste to our State. It is des-
poiling Western Australia, and I have told
members some of the ways this has been
carried out.

The Federal Government has done every-
thing possible to kill the mining inidustry.
It has taken out excessive amounts In tana-
tion and supports extremely harsh con-
ditions in respect of royalties. The Fed-
eral Government devised a way to take our
natural gas to the Eastern States so that

manufacturers there could reap the bene-
fits rather than allow it to be used In
Western Australia. It Is doing all these
things, and in addition, it is laying waste
to our mineral and oil industries. That is
a clear-cut picture of the situation.

Mr. Coyne: We are getting a raw deal
anyway.

Mr. GRAYDEN: We are getting more
than a raw deal. The mining industry in
Western Australia is In chaos--absolute
chaos.

Mr. May: That is wrong; that is an in-
correct statement.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It is only one of many.
Mr. ORAYDEN: Explorers have no

security of tenure.
Mr. May: Oh, what rot!
Mr. GRAYDEN: We can talk about this

later during the Supply Bill debate. Let us
talk about the mining industry in Western
Australia during that debate.

Mr. Hartrey: That will be unnecessary.
Mr. May: I hope you are here.
Mr. ORAYDEN: It will be interesting

tram the point of view of some of the alma
of the Labor Party. Members on the
Government benches should not criticise
their Premier-I am sorry, that may be an
unfair statement. Usually members on the
other side do not fall to go to the
Premier's defence; however I have seen him
criticised very vigorously In the Press and
elsewhere In the last few days, and I have
not seen anyone on the Labor side going
to the rescue of the Premier.

Mr. Jamieson: He does not need it.
Mr. ORAYDEN: I find it rather strange

that no-one Is going to his rescue.
Mr. Jamieson: We have every confidence

in him.
Mr. Brown; Why don't you talk about

the motion.

Point of Order
Mr. H. D. EVANS: On a point of order,

Mr. Speaker, does this have anything to
do with the subject matter of the motion?

The SPEAKER: 'No, I was just going
to pull the honourable member up. A
little earlier he digressed from the motion,
but he swung back before I could draw
this matter to his attention. I1 now inform
him that his motion deals with Common-
wealth measures and not State measures.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr. GRAYDEN: Thank you, Mr.

Speaker. I may have an Opportunity to
pursue this matter during the Supply Bill
debate.

Could I say this: Whilst the Common-
wealth is plundering and pillaging in
Western Australia, and laying waste to
the countryide-as I have demonstrated
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-the Labor Government of Western Aus-
tralia Is cowering behind locked doors.
That is what it is doing.

At a recent Federal Australian Labor
Party conference, it was resolved that
future Labor policy would be that a State
Labor Government would have to auto-
matically accede to a request from the
Federal Government, and hand over to
that Government any requested powers.
That resolution was carried by 14 to seven
members of the Australian Labor Party.
The significant point is that every mem-
ber in this House is bound by that reso-
lution.

Mr. May: You too?

Mr. GRAYDEN: I am sorry, every mem-
ber on the Government side, every Labor
member in this House, is bound by that
resolution.

I have been speaking about Federal
policies In respect of oil and minerals, but
all members on the Government side of
the House are bound by those policies in
every way. They can put up some sort
of token resistance to impress the Public.

The SPEAKER: I point out to the mem-
ber for South Perth that be is dealing
with Commonwealth measures.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Yes, Sir, but may I
just say this: In moving this motion, one
of the things I am criticising is the failure
of the State Government to protest effec-
tively against these actions on the part of
the Commonwealth Government. This is
wvhat I am now criticising.

The State Government cannot effectively
protest about the actions of the Com-
monwealth Government because it is
bound by the A.LP, policy. Let us see the
extent to which members are bound. I have
here a copy of the pledge which must be
signed by all people joining the Australian
Labor Party. It is contained in the booklet,
"Constitution Rules Standing Orders and
Platform", and reads as follows-

The following Pledge shall be signed
by all members of the Australian Labor
Party before admission to the Party
Is effective. it shall also be signed by
any member of an affiliated industrial
union before such member is eligible
to serve in any position open to him
under the rules of the A.L.P.

I hereby pledge myself to ad-
here to and uphold and support
the principles of the A.L.P. I ac-
cept without reservation to be
bound by the Constitution, Rules,
Platform and Policies of the A.LP.
and will take no action to repu-
diate them.

I pledge myself that while a
member and/or a delegate to or
officer of any section-

The SPEAKER: Order!I The honour-
able member should get back to his mo-
tion.

Mr, Hutchinson: He is onl the motion.
Mr. GRAYDEN: I am saying that the

Government of this State cannot effec-
tively Protest because each of its mem-
bers has signed a pledge of this kind.

Mr. Bryce: We do not try to hide It.
Mr. ORAYDEN: The pledge continues-

Mr. Bryce: You are bound too, but it
is hidden.

Mr. GRAYDEN: I will just read the last
paragraph as follows-

If elected I will vote on any ques-
tion before the House as decided by
a majority of the Parliamentary Labor
Party in a properly constituted Caucus
meeting.

Every member on the Government side
must sign this pledge before he can be-
come a member of the A.L.P. In these
circumstances. Government members are
bound by anything that the Federal Gov-
ernment does. They cannot differ from
the view expressed by their party. As I
mentioned earlier, the best Government
members can do is to offer token resistance
to any Proposal Put forward by the Fed-
eral Government.

When the Federal Government puts the
"acid" on the State Government, It must
jump. It has no alternative. So I repeat:
Whlst the Federal Government Is plunder-
ing, pillaging, and laying waste the mining
and oil exploration industries in Western
Australia, the State Labor Government Is
virtually cowering behind closed doors.

Mr. Jones: What do you sign to join
the Liberal Party?

Mr. Hutchinson: Nothing like that.

Mr. Jones: We cannot find out; It is
not public.

Mr. O'Neil: We will give you an applica-
tion form if you like.

Mr. GRAYDEN: Let us look at the way
In which the State Government has pro-
tested to the Federal Government. At the
time of the currency revaluation which
grievously affected primary production In
this State, the State Government felt
obliged to protest. Subsequently we were
told of the way In which this protest was
cardied out. The Premier sent a telegram to
the Prime Minister (Mr. Whitlam). It was
later disclosed that at the time the Premier
sent the telegram Mr. Whitlam just hap-
pened to be in Sydney. However, the tele-
gram was sent to him In Canberra. Mr.
Whitlam, therefore, did not receive the
telegram.

His departmental officers made it quite
clear that he would not be able to do any-
thing anyway even if he had received it,
because the following day he was departing
for Papua and from there was going on to
Indonesia. The Prime Minister left on that
trip and when he returned he did not even

2398



[Wednesday, 8 August, 19731 2399

bother to reply to the telegram sent to
him by the Premier of Western Australia.
Some months later a member asked a
question in this House and the reply given
was that the Premier had not yet received
an answer to the telegram. Some further
weeks passed and again a question was
asked in this House and the reply was that
no answer had been received to the tele-
gram. As far as I am aware the Premier
has still not received an answer to that
telegram despite the fact that 10 months
or so have elapsed.

Yet the Premier would have us believe
that he has effectively protested against
the Commonwealth Government's Intrusion
into the activities of this State and the
way that Government has been plundering,
pillaging, and despoiling the oil and min-
Ing industries. However no such protest
has been made and any kind of protest
that the Premiler put forward would have
to be for public consumption only in the
light of the pledge I have already read to
the House: that is, that members of the
Labor Party will agree to anything that is
decided at the Federal level.

The policies that have been laid down in
regard to oil and mining exploration are
Federal policies. Therefore It is rubbish
for members of the Government to try to
create the Impression that they are effec-
tively protesting, because they cannot do so
In any circumstances.

I do not know what sort of situation we
are reaching in Western Australia, but it
seems to be a rather extraordinary one as
a consequence of the pledge which has to
be signed by all members on the Govern-
ment side of the House. Apart from the
statement that was made by Mr. Heath,
the Prime Minister of Great Britain, which
was published in this morning's Issue of
The West Australian, there have been
other recent developments relating Ito the
question under discussion.

For instance, in tonight's Daily News
there is an article headed, "Mineral Coun-
cil warns on government attitude", and
the article goes on to stat-

Government indecision could be
imperilling minerals exploration in
Australia, a leading minerals industry
spokesman warned yesterday.

The Australian Mining Industry
Council's executive director Mr. . P.
Phillips said mineral exploration
activity had fallen sharply in the latest
year.

Spending in 1972-73 could have
dropped by as much as 15 per cent.
to $100 million-a matter of deep con-
cern to the industry, Mr. Phillips said.

Despite that article we have heard the
statement to which I refered previously,
and which was made by the Minister for
Mines: namely, that exploration in West-
ern Australia has not decreased of late.

Mr. May: For once you have made a
correct statement, that. Is, exploration has
not decreased.

Mr. GRAYDEN: The Minister made an-
other statement unequivocally which was
equally incorrect. Possibly it was phrased
in a different way but the implication be-
hind the statement was that oil explor-
ation in Western Australia was continuing
quite normally and it was nonsense to
suggest that there had been a cutback
in exploration activities. The Minister may
care to say that he did not imply that,
but I know that every member in this
House would reach the same conclusion
that I did. I have here a newspaper item
published in The West Australian on the
'7th August and it is headed, "Sharp cut-
back in oil drilling". I ask members to
listen to an extract from this article and
contrast it with the statement the Min-
ister for Mines made to the House less
than an hour ago. The article reads-

Oil drilling activity in Australia for
the 1973 calendar year will be about
half that of last year.

This has serious implications when
viewed in context with activity over
the last six years, since Australia's
present Position of '70 per cent self-
sufficiency from known oil reserves is
expected to slump to about 20 per cent
by the beginning of the 1980s.

So we can see from that article that oil
drilling in Australia for the 1973 calendar
year will be about half of that carried out
last year. No-one would dispute that. Yet,
when one was listening to the Minister for
Mines less than an hour ago one would
have gathered the impression that this had
not taken place at all, The Minister made
his statement unequivocally and yet it can
be refuted with an article of the kind I
have just quoted to the House.

All this adds up to the fact that the
Federal Government is plundering, pillag-
ing, and laying Western Australia to
waste and whilst it is doing that, seem-
ingly the members of the State Govern-
ment are cowering behind locked doors.
Ministers are making protests with their
tongues in their cheeks, but those protests
do not mean anything, because every mem-
ber on the Government side of the House
has signed a pledge which binds him to
agree with what the Federal Government
is doing.

Western Australia should be grateful for
the fact that at least we have a Legisla-
tive Council which can review any legisla-
tion brought forward by the Government.
I therefore hope that members of another
place will take into consideration what is
happening in this State at present; that
it will view this matter with extreme con-
cern and take whatever action it considers
Is appropriate in the circumstances.
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Question put and a division taken with made. Either you have a poor memory or
the following result-

'Ayea-21
lMr. Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr. Coyne
Dr. fladour
Mr. Graydon
Mr. Hlutchinsonl
Mr. A. A. Lewis
Mr. E. H. M. Lewis
Mr. W. A. Manning
Mr. McPharlln
Mr. Menoaros

Mr. Bateman
Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brady
Mr. Brown
Mr. Bryce
Mr. B. T. Burke
Mr. T. J. Burke
Mr. Cook
Mr. Davies
Mr. H. D. Evans
Mr. Fletoher

Ayes
Mr. Stephens
Mr. Grayfor
Mr. Nalder
Sir David Brand

Mr. O'Connor
Mr. O'Neil
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runotman
Mr. Rushton
Mr. Sibson
Mr. Thompson
Mr. R. L. Young
Mr. W. 0. Young
Mr. 1. W. Manning

(Teller)
roee-2

Mr. Harmsan
Mr. Nannry
Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Jones
Mr. Lapham
Mr. May
Mr. Mclver
Mr. SeweUl
Mr. J. T. Tonkin
Mr. Moller

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
Mr. Bertram
Mr. Taylor
Mr. T. D. Evans
Mr. A. Rt. Tonkin

The SPEAKER: The voting being equal,
I give my casting vote with the Noes.

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

TOWN PLANNING
Government Policies: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 9th May, on
the following motion by Mr. Rushton-

That it is the opinion of this House:
To restore public confidence the Gov-
ernment should Immediately make a
clear statement as to Its town plan-
ning policies and Including Its atti-
tude to the Corridor Plan or its pro-
posals for variations and/or alterna-
tives.

MR. MENSAROS (Floreat) (5.42 p.m.]:
It has been nearly half a year since this
motion was moved, the date being the
11th April, 1973. and one would have
thought that during this period the Gov-
ernment could have sorted things out and
Instead of arguing the matter It could
have simply made the statement the mem-
ber for Dale required In accordance with
the terms of his motion. However, as we
know, during all this time nothing hap-
pened along those lines. To the best of
my recollection the last time the Minister
for Town Planning was challenged on this
matter he replied he would not be pre-
pared to do anything until the report of
bhe Select Committee had been published.
This stage has also been passed but still
nothing has happened.

Mr. Davies: You want to read what I
said, because you are denying something
that has happened. You read what I said
In reply and the statements that were

you do not want to acknowledge what bas
been said.

Mr. MENSAROS: About what?
Mr. Davies: You deny that the Gov-

erment has made known Its attitude In
regard to the Corridor Plan, yet even the
member for Dale said that he did not
think there would be any need to move
the motion.

Mr. MENSAROS: I said nothing about
the Corridor Plan.

Mr. Davies: You want to face the
truth! Even the member for Mt. Lawley
when he spoke to the motion acknowledged
that the statement had been made.

Mr. MENSAROS: The Government made
a statement on the Corridor Plan.

Mr. Davies: Your mind is addled because
we have had a statement made In regard
to It and the particulars have been tabled
in this House. Now stick to the truth!

Mr. IvENSAROS: I wonder whether the
statement to which the Minister refers--

Mr. Davies; I certainly wonder!
Mr. MENSAROS: -does include all

aspects of town Planning Policies. I can
recall one matter closely related to town
planning, the proposed West Coast High-
way, upon which many questions have
been Put to the Minister.

Mr. Davies: You had better tell the
people in that area, to forward their sub-
missions to me and I will give them a
decision, but I will not insult them by not
waiting until they have put forward their
submissions. Be fair and deal with facts!

Mr. MENSAROS: The Minister gets
emotional about things. I am talking of
town planning matters about which no
decision has been made.

Mr. Davies: That one has been going
on for 10 years, too.

Mr. MENSAROS: This is the question
of the West Coast Highway.

Mr. Davies: Your people would not face
up to it.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. MENSAROS: Previously the Minis-

ter said that it was a complicated matter
and therefore time was necessary in order
to deal with it. I am not canvassing one
aspect or another of the possible solutions
at this moment.

Mr. Davies: You are not game to. You
are not game to come out and tell us
what you think of it.

Mr. O'Connor: Goodness gracious me!
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister

will keep order!.
Mr. MEN SAROS: I am not canvassing

how this question should be resolved.
Mr. Davies: You are not game to.
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Mr. MENSAROS: However, I do ques-
tion why the matter has not been resolved.
I represent the greatest part of the area
involved. Lately, of course, since all the
publicity. I have received many more
representations and have been asked why
a decision has not been made.

Mr. Davies: Let us have the value of
your opinion.

Mr. MENSAROS: It is understood that
the Commonwealth Government, through
the Army, would be quite co-operative and
it Is only a matter of deciding the route.

Mr. Davies: I know where I want It
to go.

Mr. MENSAROS: We have asked the
Minister to tell us his policy.

Mr. Davies: I am trying to judge the
matter fairly and not just on what I con-
sider the route should be.

Mr. MENSAROS: My contention is that
there has been plenty of time In which a
decision could have been made. I have
been in Parliament for 51 years, and this
question has been with us all this time.

Mr. Bickerton: Too long!
Mr. Davies: Did you p3ress your Govern-

ment to do anything about it?
Mr. O'Connor: Have you?
Mr. MENSAROS: Whenever the Gov-

ernment has no answer it simply states
that the previous Government took no
action either. This means that if the pre-
vious Government has not done something,
It is quite all right and this Government
does not feel-

Mr. Davies: We are doing something.
Mr. MENSAROS: -that it ought to do

it.
Mr. Davies: It is being considered today.
The SPEAKER: Order!I

Mr. MENSAROS: This Is one of the
matters within the ambit of town plan-
ning which has not been resolved and in
regard to which the member for Dale seeks
an announcement. Even today the Minis-
ter was asked a question in this respect
and again the answer was that no decision
has been made.

Mr. Davies: And it is not likely to be
made either until we -get all the opinions.
You will be welcome to give us yours if
you are game.

Mr. MENSAROS: I will be very pleased
to do so.

Mr.. Davies: Right.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'Neil: if you get a chance.
Mr. MENSAROS: On this question I

spent some time with the Nedlands City
Council. My appreciation of the situation

is that two of the three alternative plans
are quite acceptable as they are more
economical and logical than the third route
which has been canvassed lately. That is
my opinion of the situation.

Mr. Davies: Tell us which one you
favour-Servetus Street, Mannion Street,
or the highway.

Mr. MENSAROS: I am against the Ser-
vetus Street route as It is hilly and It
would not allow for the proposed higher
speed limits. It would be much more costly
because of the required resumptions. I do
not know the exact number, but I think
it Is 34 or .37-. eeIn a process of
elimination, wlicb Is a negative way -to
make a selection, ,that Is the route which
sghould be rejected ftrtt. Tha Is my
oPinion.

Mr. Davies- T 'will put 'you down as a
vote against Servetus 'Street.

Mr. MENSAROS: I have not tried to
hide my views.

I do not -think r can be accused of
going too -far wbcen I say I suspect Owat
perhaps the policy of the Federal overn-
ment Is a laetor which might he activating
the G3overnment in its refispi to make a
statement on tbis sub~ject. I sin referring
to the statement of the Federal Ministicr
who said that 1he prefers. no private motor-
cars In town centres and that he will do
everything to stop the establishment of
freeways around cities. How would this
policy influence the present and future
development of the Mitchell Freeway,
which was approved and developed by
both Governments, when the term of the
present agreement expires and the fur-
ther development requires finance?

Mr. Davies: officially it has not altered
the plan -one Iota.

Mr. MENSAROS: I am very pleased to
hear that.

Mr. Davies: I would have told you that
at any time had you asked me.

Mr. MENSAROS: One has doubts when
one reads such announcements.

I believe the motion Is restrained.
Neither the motion nor any remarks con-
cerning it give the Minister any cause for
emotion because it does not condemn the
Government but merely asks it to make a
statement.

Mir. Davies: But it has already done
that.

Mr. MENSAROS: I think the motion is
reasonable and therefore should be ac-
cepted. 'Reading the motion I consider that
if the Government rejects It, It will admit
its indecisiveness and incompetence. I
support the motion.
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MIL THOMPSON (Darling Range)
[5.52 p.m.l: I wonder whether the reason
for the minister being a little tender on
this point-

Mr. Davies: I am not tender. I am fed
up with you blokes not lacing the truth.

Mr. O'Connor: Come on. Coal down or
you'll have a seizure.

Mr. Davies: That is exactly what You
are not doing.

M4r, THOMPSON* I will adhere as
closely as I possibly can to the truth.

Mr. Davies: I will wait to hear you,
Mr. THOMPSON: In town planning, as

Indeed In many other fields, experts differ.
Some months ago when the Corridor Plan
was announced some town planners dis-
agreed among themselves with what was
proposed. I Imagine that if half a dozen
town planners were asked to submit a plan
we would have half a dozen different
plans under which they believed the
metropolitan region should be developed.

We had the spectacle of the Corridor
Plan being announced and then its being
questioned by some people, including one
prominent Minister. Subsequently an in-
quir was established to examine the pro-
posals and It Is no wonder that uncer-
tainty exists even today in the minds of
some people concerning the attitude of the
Government towards town planning,

Mr. Bickerton: There will always be un-
certainty.

Mr. Davies : There is no need for it. The
Government's opinion on the Corridor
Plan was announced on the 3rd April last
as reported in The West Australian after
the matter had been fully considered, then
delayed by the tactics of the opposition.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. THOMPSON: I am entitled to say

that, in the minds of some developers,
doubt still exists as to what will occur.

Mr. Bickerton: Is there uncertainty In
your mind on this?

Mr. THOMPSON: Yes.
Mr. Bickerton: I gathered that from

your conversation.
Mr, THOMPSON: And also in the minds

of developers.
Mr. Davies: Tell us why.
Mr. THOMPSON: We have before us

plans concerning the development of Sal-
vado. and the land Bills which are-

Mr, Davies: That Is outside the corridor.
Mr. THOMPSON: Yes, It is outside, but

it must have some impact on town plan-
ning.

Mr. Davies: The impact has been an-
nounced.

Mr. O'Neil: It is having some impact on
the Minister.

Mr. THOMPSON: Getting back to~ the
Corridor Plan and Its acceptability or
otherwise by various people, the member
for Toodysy was extremely interested in it
because of Its impact on an area Involv-
Ing the Swan council. Several months ago
prior to the redistribution the member for
Toodyay obviously was extremely inter-
ested in trying to get some of the areas of
the Swan declared urban so that some de-
velopment might take place there and
thus Improve his electoral chances.

Mr. Moiler: His Interest is still extremely
strong.

Mr. THOMPSON: I imagine It is because
he was quite vehement in his prosecution
of the ease for the Swan council.

Mr. Davies: That was a fifth corridor.
Mr. THOMPSON: That is right. This

empbasises the point that a Corridor Plan
was announced and Immediately planners
and others were indicating that they be-
lieved a fifth corridor should be estab-
lished. People from my neck of the woods
stated that the foothills adjacent to the
Darling Range ought not to be Ignored be-
cause they comprise prime land which
could be developed for building purposes.

This Is the sort of thing which happens
when any Plan is developed; someone al-
ways has an axe to grind because his area
has missed out. One organisatlon which
has been vitally interested Is the Bond
Corporation, particularly In the Santa
Maria land. Until recently a large sign
was to be seen on the Santa Maria land
pointing out that urban blocks could be
developed there for less than $4,000 a block
and that If anyone was Interested In living
In that desirable location he should contact
the Premier and suggest that his Govern-
ment do something so the land could be
developed to enable people to live there.

That again emphasises the unrest preva-
lent among the developers because they
still feel-

Mr. Davies: No It does not.
Mr. THOMPSON: -there must be a

hope of getting something done or they
would not have been asking people to press
the Premier Into action.

Mr. Davies: They know, and have been
told by many, and through lengthy letters
from myself and the Premier, that the land
is not open to subdivision. They were also
told by the previous Government. As a
matter of fact I think I owe the former
Premier a bottle of beer because one night
during a debate I bet him a bottle of beer
that it would be subdivided~ because his
Government Would succumb;, but it did
not. I was wrong. If Bond Is still trying to
tell people they can build on It or that It
can be subdivided, there Is no basis what-
ever for his doing so and someone ought
to sule him if they feel he has upset them
or that he has got money under false pre-
tences.
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Mr. THOMPSON: The sign was not ad-
vertising land for, sale, it was stating a
fact. it was stating that the desirable land
could be developed for less than $4.000 per
building block-

Mr. Davies: So could King's Park, I
Suppose.,

Mr. THOMPSON: -and that if people
wanted to live there they ought to get in
touch with the Premier, and I think the
Minister was mentioned too. Unfortunately
before I was able to take a photograph of
the sign, the Bond Corporation and a sub-
sidiary company made a deal, the land
changed hands, and the sign was painted
out.

Mr. Davies: W.A. Land Holdings.
Mr. THOMPSON: I had intended asking

the Premier how many approached him in
an effort to have the land made available
for subdivision. Anyway, that appears to
be water under the bridge now.

Mr. Davies. One man rang mae from Tas-
mania. That is all.

Mr. THOMPSON: It attracted Australia-
wide interest,

Mr. Bickerton: You must be joking.
Mr. Davies: They were flogging it over

there.
Mr. THOMPSON: I now refer to a piece

of real estate which is closer to my sphere
of interest, and I refer to the land owned
by the Kalainunda, Golf Club. This land is
situated squarely in a water eatchment
area for the lower Helena pipehead dam.
Very early in my life as a member of this
Parliament I was asked by people in the
orchard areas of Pickering Brook and
Carilla to seek subdivision of land owned
by the orchardists to enable their sons to
raise a loan for the purpose of building
houses on portions of their parents' prop-
erties.

The former Minister for Town Planning
was extremely sympathetic towards this
approach and several appications were
approved. Subsequently the area was
gazetted "water catchment" and the Min-
ister would not then approve applications
because there would be a detrimental effect
on water harvested from the catchment
area.

I was prepared to accept that explana-
tion because I did not want to be a party
to polluting water to be used for human
consumption. However, to my amazement
I found that an application by the Kala-
munda Golf Club to rezone 80 acres of
land in the water catchmnent area was not
opposed by the Public Works Department.

Mr. Jamieson: It was approved in 1970.
Go back a it!

Mr. THOMPSON: There was no formal
approval whatsoever. I tell the Minister
that this was not the case.

Mr. Jamieson: It was approved in 1970.

Mr. THOMPSON: The Minister's col-
league asked me to adhere to the truth and
I hope the Minister will, too.

Mr. Jamieson: I supplied you with all
the information on this matter and you
know full well what the position Is. Now
tell what you know.

Mr. THOMPSON: There was no formal
approval whatsoever.

Mr. Jamieson: There was formal ap-
proval.

Mr. THOMPSON: How could there be
formal approval when an application had
not been made? Discussion took place be-
tween the golf club people, the local
authority, and the water supply depart-
went, but no formal approval wats given
because no application was made.

Mr. Jamieson: Have a leak at what town
planning says.

Mr. THOMPSON: Discussions took place
and some Indication may have been given
that an application would have been suc-
cessful, but that does not mean to say the
Government had the right to allow the
land to be subdivided when it knew the
land was on the water catchment area and
at the same time it was knocking back
applicatio>ns for much smaller areas.

Mr. Jamieson: Had I been Minister at
the time It would not have been agreed to.

Mr. THOMPSON: The present Minister
was Minister at the time.

Mr. Jamieson: I have tried to get them
out of It In every way I know. However,
there are many problems because of the
letters of Intent.

Mr. THOMPSON: Letters of intent are
not binding.

Mr. .Jamieson: Oh, no!
Mr. THOMPSON: What would be the

point of making a formal application If
a letter of Intent had been issued earlier?
The Minister has the right, under the
Act, to refuse permission and that appli-
cation ought to have been refused. That
is the situation.

I believe there was some suggestion that
a sewerage system be installed as a means
of allowing development to proceed. How-
ever, I have been informed by people who
are watching the development closely that
a sewerage system will no longer be a
requirement and perhaps development will
still take place on the basis that waste
waters will be discharged Into the water
catchment area. 11 can see no justification
for this happening.

Let us look at the water catchment area
and the development which has Already
taken place. The valley which supplies
the Lower Helena pipehead dam has in
it a substantial part of the townsltes of
Mundaring, Glen Forrest, some of DarI-
Ington, a high percentage of Gooseberry
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Hill, Kalamunda, Pickering Brook, Wallis-
ton, and other areas. The authority
harvesting the water is Prepared to treat
It and then pump It back Into the Mun-
daring weir for distribution throughout
the system.

I submit that the few People who have
made application for subdivision of their
land for the Purpose of building homes In
the area are certainly not going to In-
crease to any substantial extent the risk
of pollution of the water harvested there-
from.

I believe that some of the cases I have
represented to the Minister In the past
are genuine and, if the applications were
successful, there would not be greater pol-
lution resulting than is already likely to
result from the existing urban develop-
ment on that water catchment area.

Mr. Davies: We try to help when there
Is genuine hardship. We have bad the
wool pulled over our eyes on more than
one occasion by people putting up bard-
luck stories which are not true. Once a
subdivision is started generally the neigh-
hours want it, too. We try to be sympa-
thetic and we do not have hearts of stone.

Mr. THOMPSON: I fully appreciate the
point the Minister Is making. I was fairlyN
gullible when I first came Into Parliament
and I tended to believe everything people
told me.

Mr. Davies: You were no exception.
Mr. THOMPSON: I found myself going

to Ministers and to departments to repre-
sent cases and I discovered, to my amaze-
ment, I had been given only half the
truth. I have become wary as time has
gone on.

Mr. Davies: It has happened to all of
us.

Mr. THOMPSON: Let us consider the
situation at Pickering Brook. No urban
land is adjacent to the Pickering Brook
orchard areas. The Carfia townslte was
established a few years ago, certainly after
the time It was thought that water could
be harvested from that valley. The town-
site of Carilla was created and it was
obviously Intended to provide homes for
people employed In the Pickering Brook
area.

The situation now Is that all the land in
that subdivision has been taken up and
no more building blocks are available.
People who are employed in the packing
sheds, the cool sheds, and on the orchards
need to live In the area. I refer particu-
larly to the cool storage people because
they must have access to their equipment
to ensure the plant Is kept running. How-
ever, they cannot buy land In the town-
site because the small amount of land
available has been taken up, built on, and
is occupied. Very few blocks In the
Carilla townaite are coming onto the
market.

Mr, Davies: The first thing to do Is to
attend to sewerage. What Is happening
in that regard?

Mr. TH1OMPSON: I do not know what
is happening about sewerage in that area.
I have given notice of my intention to
ask the Minister for Works a question
tomorrow. I want to know whether any
Investigation has been made into a vacuum
sewerage system. I believe such systems
are operating In other countries of the
world and perhaps this would be a way of
sewering the hilly areas adjacent to the
city. Quite clearly the cost of deep
sewerage in hilly, rocky ground Is pro-
hibitive. It is not likely that a sewerage
system will be installed in parts of nmy
electorate where there are hills and rocks.
This is the situation in Carilla. It is
a fairly hilly area and It would cost a
great deal of money to sewer under the
conventional system.

I hope the Minister for Town Planning
will give serious consideration to the
situation which has developed in the
Carilla area. I have represented a case
to the Minister for Lands asking him to
release half an acre oif land which is now
an unsightly ravel pit and has not been
used for some years. I hope the Minister
will consider releasing that land to one of
the orchardists to enable him to build a
home. There are three sons and a father
engaged in the orchards. They have pack-
ing sheds and also a large cool store com-
plex. It is necessary for all of the men
to live close to the cool store complex be-
cause they share the load of keeping the
plant going. They can build only two
houses on each of their orchard properties.
They have two orchards and could build
two houses on each one. However, if they
built a second house they would be over-
capitalising the orchard. Consequently the
family is seeking a half-acre block in the
general area to enable them to build. They
would not have to do this if sufficient land
were available In the Carilla townslte.
However, these are some of the problems
confronting developers and people who
wish to subdivide land In my electorate.

I come back to my original point. I
believe the Minister is doing his best to
clarify the situation as far as town plan-
ning is concerned. However, there is
definitely some uncertainty in the minds
of many people on the question of town
planning. I hope the Minister will make
every endeavour to ensure that no con-
fusion occurs in the minds of people who
are interested in developing land.

Mr. Davies: We will be delighted to re-
ceive any suggestions.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
A. A. Lewis.

Sitting suspended from 6.12 to 7.30 p.m.
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SUPPLY BILL
Message: Appropriations

Message from the Governor received and
read reconmnendinig appropriations for the
purposes of the Bill.

introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr. J.

T. Tonkin (Treasurer), and read a first
time.

Second Reading
MR. J. T. TONK!IN (Melville-Treasurer)

[7.33 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second

time,
The purpose of this measure Is to seek a
grant of supply to Her Majesty of
$265,000,000 for the services of the State
in the year ending the 30th June, 1974.

The Revenue Budget and the Loan
Estimates for 1973-74 are now in the
course of preparation and will be presented
to the House, with the respective Approp-
riation Bills, later In the session.

in the meantime, funds must be pro-
vided to carry on the services of the State
and to meet our continuing obligations,
and the Bill now before the House author-
Ises the provision of funds for these pur-
poses.

An Issue of $230,000,000 Is sought from
the Consolidated Revenue F'und and
$30,000,000 from moneys to the credit of
the General Loan Fund. Provision Is also
made In the Bill for an issue of $5,000,000
from the Public Account to enable the
Treasurer to make such temporary ad-
vances as may be necessary.

The proposed Issue from the Consolidated
Revenue Fund is greater by $30,000,000
than the corresponding provision in the
Supply Act of 1972. The amounts to be
drawn from the General Loan Fund and
the Public Account are the same as were
provided last year. The Increased Issue
from the Consolidated Revenue Fund is
required to finance the higher level of
expenditure on Government services
resulting principally from the continued
rise In the Government's wages bill.

The rapid increase in wage levels ex-
perienced in recent years Is presenting a
problem of very considerable magnitude
to all State Governments. Although the
Financial Assistance Grants formula,
under which the Australian Government
provides general revenue grants to the
States, takes into account the movement
in the general level of wages in the comn-
munity, these grants constitute only about
half of the State's revenue.

The balance of our revenue Is derived
from State taxes and charges and the
earnings of business undertakings. Of
these, only payroll tax Increases in any
direct relationship with the rise In average

wage levels, with the result that the
States are faced with a progressively widen-
Ing revenue gap.

This worrying trend in State finances
was apparent In the year just concluded
and It was only by careful husbanding of
our resources that we were able to contain
the deficit last year to the figure of
$3,490,000 which was eventually realied.
It is gratifying to note that, through a
combination of circumstances, the actual
deficit was $1,587,000 less than the Budget
estimate of $5,077,000. Expenditure for
the year exceeded the estimate by
$2,809,000 mainly as a result of a higher
Increase in the wages bill than had been
anticipated.

Departmental expenditures were gener-
ally close to estimates but a number of
departments exceeded their votes, for the
most part because of wage and salary in-
creases for which Budget provision bad
not been made. The largest excess was
In the Education vote which was overspent
by $2.584,000 as a result of dating a re-
classification of teachers from the let
January, 1973. in lieu of the 1st July.
1973, as had been anticipated at the time
the Budget was framed.

As a consequence of the return to more
buoyant economic conditions In Western
Australia, revenue from State sources sub-
stantially exceeded the estimates. Al-
though Commonwealth payments to West-
ern Australia were $2,931,000 less than the
amiount originally forecast by the Ails-
tralian Government, this reduction was
more than offset by increases in other re-
ceipts, particularly from stamp duties and
mining.

Stamp duty collections exceeded the
estimate by $3,096,000 and mining receipts
benefited from an upturn in shipments of
iron ore to Japan to the extent that we
received $2,860,000 more from this source
than had been anticipated.

Overall, revenue collections were
$4,396,000 higher than Budget which was
sufficient to offset the excess expenditure
and bring about the Improved result I re-
marked on earlier.

Pleasing as the final result was, no Gov-
ernment can be content with a deficit on
its current account transactions for the
year, We move forward Into 1973-74 with
current expenditure running ahead of
revenue to that extent. Any increase in
revenue this year will first be required to
close that gap before being applied to
finance the expected Increase in expendi-
ture.

The cost of providing Government ser-
vices continues to increase at an alarming
rate and the problem of how to balance
the Budget is a constant source of worr
to all State Treasurers.
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At the recent Premiers' Conference. all
Premiers pressed for additional financial
assistance from the Australian Govern-
ment to assist them with their budgetary
problems in 1973-74. It must be said that
the Australian Government Is also facing
a difficult financial situation and the
Prime Minister was understandably reluc-
tant to increase his own problems by pro-
viding further grants to the States.

In the event the Australian Government
agreed to provide special additional rev-
enue assistance of $25,000,000 to be dis-
tributed between the States In proportion
to their existing Financial Assistance
Grants. Western Australia's share of this
extra sum amounts to $2,800,000 which
will not in itself go far towards meeting
our requirements.

However, I am also pleased to report
that following representations I had made
to the Prime Minister prior to the con-
ference, it was agreed that this State
would again receive special supplementary
assistance of $3,500,000 which was pro-
vided last year. The conference also
agreed that the arrangement that had
been in force since 1970, whereby the
State's revenue grants were being reduced
by $3,000,000 a year with a corresponding
increase to our semi-governmental borrow-
ing allocation, would be ended and that
no further reductions would be made to
our revenue grants.

Consequently the total effect as far as
Western Australia was concerned of
changes agreed to at the Premiers' Con-
ference was that we will receive $9,300,000
more in Commonwealth revenue grants In
1973-74 than we would have obtained
under the arrangements existing prior to
the conference.

I will comment in more detail on de-
velopments arising from decisions taken
at the Premiers' Conference and on our
Prospects for the current financial year
when the Budget is introduced later this
session.

At that time I will table the Estimates
of Revenue and Expenditure for this finan-
cial year with details of proposed outlays
and the means by which those outlays are
to be financed.

I commend the Bill to members.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Leader of the Opposition) [7.44 p.mi.]: We
meet to consider this measure under
rather unusual circumstances, not just in
Western Australia but throughout the
whole of Australia. We have a situation
in Western Australia, and for that matter,
in other parts of Australia, where the
people of this State and of this country
are very uneasy. They expected changes
to take place when the new Government
was elected in December, 1972, but they
never expected the type of changes they
arc experiencing.

The people of our country are very wor-
ried. They are very concerned and in
many ways quite bewildered. They know
that changes have taken place, but they
are not quite sure what those changes are
and what the impact will be in the long
term. They do not like what they have
seen and what they have felt. but what is
more important, they fear there will be
worse to tome.

Mr. Bickcerton: I-low can you be as
authoritative as this?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Minister
will just be patient, I will explain it to
him.

Mr. Bickerton: But how can you be so
authoritative?

Mr. O'Neil: We don't walk around with
our eyes closed!

Sir CHARLES COURT: Just be patient.
We are not deaf, we are not dumb, and
we arc not blind.

The Commonwealth Government is em-
ploying three techniques. I want to deal
with this at the start of ray comments
because it has great relevance to what I
wish to say later. The first technique is
a rather smooth soft sell in its approach
to such matters as health, education, land,
cities, and local government. This ap-
proach is to beguile the public. Another
technique is a false claim for nationalism.
In my opinion this claim is being used to
hide socialist objectives. This applies par-
ticularly in the field of development.

Mr. Jones: You are starting early in
this speech about socialism.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I cannot help it
if the cap fits and it hurts. I am going to
have my say hecause it happens to be my
right and nothing will stop me, including
anything the Government may do.

Mr. Bickerton: You must admit it is an
improvement on the inconsistency in Can-
berra before the December election.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The third tech-
nique is government by abuse. This tech-
nique is used in many fields, and
particularly in those relating to mineral
cnntracts, building societies, multi-nation-
als, and, of course, industrial affairs.

Let us look at these techniques which
have a very direct impact on Western
Australia. The smooth soft sell in respect
of matters such as health,' education, land,
cities, and local government is being Im-
plemented day after day. The 'ederal
Gnlvernment is dangling before us what
appears to be money for education. How-
ever, when we read behind the reports and
the conditions which will apply, we canl
see the screw commencing to be turned.

We see a scheme for what is intended
to be complete nationalisation of medicine.
It suits the Commonwealth Government
to hide this fact behind an argument over
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doctors' fees. However, that is not the real
issue. The real issue is in connection with
the nationalisation of our health service
and removal of the freedom of choice,

Mr. Bickerton: The member for Subiaco
is not even worried.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We see this
technique being used in relation to land.
Suggestions have been put forward that
the Commonwealth Government will be a
fairy godmother handing out sums of
money for land, employment, city develop-
ment, and urban development called by
various names. But always when we read
the small type, the same intention is
apparent.

We see it with local government. Tra-
dionally in this State local government has
been under the Jurisdiction of State Par-
liaments. We see the first pincer move-
ment being applied-a bait of money Is
held out to the local authorities to become
puppets in a regional organisation. That
is money directly from the Commonwealth
under a grants system. This is very at-
tractive when we hear about it at first
hand, but when we go behind the scenes
and read the small type, it Is Just another
move to squeeze the States and push them
right out.

Mr. Bickerton: You are opposed to re-
gional development?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not. I have
sponsored regional development in this
Parliament long before many over there
were in Parliament. The Federal Govern-
ment is not talking about regional devel-
opment In that concept: it is talking about
grouping local authorities together with a
view to squeezing them into accepting con-
ditions. imposed by the Federal Govern-
ment. This is an attempt to alienate them
from the traditional attachment to the
State Government, and therefore to the
State Parliament.

Mr. Harman: That Is merely your
opinion.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It Is not merely
my opinion at all; it happens to be a state-
ment of fact and members of the Labor
Party In State fields do not like it any
more than we do, because they know it is
the first move to get rid of the States.
What protest have we heard from the
State Government? We have heard some
objections by the Premier to some of the
things that have been done by the Fed-
eral Government on a centralist basis, but
the Premier knows that his words fall on
barren ground because these moves are
inherent in the basic Labor philosophy and
policy.

The false claims made by the Govern-
ment about nationalism are, of course,
juist a Plain facade. The Federal Govern-
ment talks about buying back Australia.
This sounds good and many people fall for
it until they realise what It is all about.
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Mr. Davies: It is better than the
McMahon jingoism, anyway.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The actions of
the Government will bring this country to
a complete halt. I believe It wants to do
that so that It can take aver with social-
istic development. Mr. Connor is probably
a blessing for us because he Is saying out
loud In abrasive terms what the smooth
bays are telling him behind closed doors;
anid Mr. Connor's objectives are those of
the Government; they are not merely his
own objectives. The same applies to Mr.
Cameron, who Is making abrasive state-
ments. These statements are actually the
policy of the Government. In some res-
pects I have more admiration for people
who say these things out loud so that at
least everyone knows about them, than I
have for some of the smooth talk we hear
from their colleagues.

So far as Government by abuse is con-
cerned, let me say here and now state-
ments have been made by Mr. Connor, Mr.
Cameron, and others, that have done us
no good at all. Such statements are not
necessary. If one wants to achieve one's
purpose, and If one has a policy, one goes
about it in a way different from the man-
ner in which those persons have gone
about it, because the people they are abus-
ing have in most instances served this
country well. If the Federal Government
wants to change its direction and its policy.
that Is all right with us; it Is democratic.
The Government was elected by the people,
and we acknowledge that. However we do
not acknowledge that it has a mandate to
do everything it wants to do simply be-
cause It appears to be aL good thing to do
and a good time to achieve quickly its
sociahast objectives. Nor do we agree that
the Government should do these things In
the way It is doing them.

Mr. Bickerton: You are jealous because
you are not there. That is precisely what
you would do.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I happen to be
opnosed to the socialist philosophy. The
Minister should know that.

Mr. Bickerton: You have only one phil-
osophy, and that Is Charlie Court.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Minister
wants to continue like that he may do so.
He gives us good reason for doing what we
will do tonight-that is, oppose this Bill.

The end result of these techniques,
whichever case one takes-and I could go
on end talk for hours about some of the
things that have been done which I be-
lieve are damaging to our country-is the
same. The objective is to get rid of the
States and to finish up with a Socialist
Republic of Australia. Do not let us get that
out of our minds. Some members on the
other side of the House probably support
that theory. Okay; that Is their business.
But we on this side do not support it and
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we want to make clear the reason that we
are opposed to it. However, the objective is
to get rid of the States, and this is the
situation In which we find ourselves today.
We have a State Government which be-
lieves in this, even if its members do not
believe in it Individually. Even if they bate
the thought of it, they are still pledged to
support it.

That is the point, and we cannot divorce
the actions and the philosophies of the
A.L.P. In the Federal sphere from the
A.L.P. in the State sphere because it is
a party which claims to be indivisible. It
claims to be tied to the Federal doctrines
and decisions, as was evidenced by the
decisions made at Surfers Paradise. So we
in this State are not f acing a separate
party in the sense that Its members could
have differences of opinion and differences
of policy with their Federal colleagues; in
the final analysis those in the State sphere
know they are pledged to the policies, de-
cisions, and directions of their Federal
party.

The public understand this, but I do
not think they ever expected to see In their
lifetime that such actions would be taken
by a newly-elected Federal Government, or
that the Government would rush headlong
into the decisions it has made. There Is
a reason for the Federal Government hav-
ing done this. It knows that the average
Australian would want to prevent it from
taking such actions, so the idea is to pre-
sent the people with a fait acampli. The
decisions have been made with amazing
speed, not because the Government Is
efficient but because it wants to present the
people with a fitU accompli.

Mr. Bickerton: No-one could tell us more
about the evils of dictatorship than another
dictator.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I will ignore the
Minister because I want to press on with
my story which I believe is of importance
to this State. I hope the Minister will sit
quietly and listen for a while.

It is no good denying that the stocks of
this country have nosedived abroad. I
have been overseas recently, and one has
only to go to Japan, Hong Kong-two
places very important In the total structure
as far as we are concerned in the South-
East Asian and Asian areas, and also in the
European and American scene-to find that
is so; or one has only to read the papers
from overseas to see what has happened In
Malaysia, Singapore, Thailand, and the
Philippines.

Mr. Bickerton: In the circles you mix in,
yes.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I Presume the
Minister reads the same papers as I read.

Mr. Bickerton: I read the papers, but
this Is Just your opinion.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am quoting
the facts. We have seen the situation In
which our Prime Minister has found him-
self and the criticism he has received from
his colleagues at the Commonwealth Prime
Ministers' Conference at Ottawa.

Mr. Hartrey: Are you suggesting that
we should run Australia like a communist
country?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am suggesting
that we should run our country the way
the Australian people want It to be run.
We are a free people and we want to stay
that way. People cannot be free in a
socialist republic;, In that situation they
must be controlled by a junta. This is
what we must alert the people of Australia
to. It is no good members opposite laugh-
Ing this off or denying It; it Is the objec-
tive of their party. The people of Austra-
Ila are mighty upset with the Government
at the Moment, and I will deal with that
In a minute.

We have a situation at the moment in
which the economy of Australia is sur-
viving on the residual benefits built into
It by the previous Government.

Mr. Bickerton: Oh!
Sir CHARLES COURT: At the moment

there is not a single bit of export income,
income tax, or other revenue generated
as a result of the Initiatives of a Labor
Government-State or Federal.

Mr. Bickerton: Put It down to the fact
that the rains came in time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I make the
point that we have no export or other
income being generated today as a result
of the initiatives of Labor Governments.

Mr. Bickerton: Your egotism absolutely
astounds me.

Sir CHARLES COURT: it Is not a ques-
tion of egotism; it is a matter of fact. The
Minister may continue to say that l
night if be wishes to.

Mr. Bickerton: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition regrets the fact-

Mr. O'Connor:, How about letting him
make his speech. Quieten down, will you.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I knows this

hurts some members on the other side,
but it must be said. There must be a
day of reckoning.

Mr. Bickerton: Could you pass a mes-
sage. on to him?

Mr. O'Connor: Oh, quieten down. You
have had too much to say already.

The SPEAKER: Order! Members will
stop cross chatting across the Chamber.
The member on his feet Is entitled to be
heard.
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Mr. O'Connor; Hear, heart

Mr. Bickerton: Hear, hear!

Sir CHARLES COURT: Thank you. Mr.
Speaker. I was making the point that
no export or revenue Income had been
generated in Australia as a result of the
initiatives taken by Labor Governments,
and I said the economy was surviving on
the residual benefits that had been built
into It by the previous Government. If
members on the other side study the mat-
ter closely they will realise the truth in
what I have said. However, on the other
side of the coin we have had a very Irre-
sponsible approach by Labor to the ex-
penditure side of the economy, and we
now have rampant inflation which is, the
direct result of Irresponsibility at the
Federal level.

We expected that the new Federal Gov-
ernment would be a little over-enthusias-
tic with its new-found power after 23
years in isolation. I think most people
were prepared to sit back and to be
a little tolerant, appreciating that
after its first Budget the new Gov-
ernment would be brought back to earth.
But not this Government in Canberra.
It merely set out on this spending spree
to try to impress the people and we f in-
ished up with rampant inflation. Now It
is obliged to do something about It be-
cause inflation is probably running at a
level which is unhealthy, even gauged on
the standards of some of the less stable
countries.

Mr. Bickerton: Since 1945.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We did not
have a 13 per cent. rate of Inflation rise
during the Liberal-Country Party Govern-
ment in Canberra and if the Minister looks
back at the record of the Liberal-Country
Party Governments over 23 years in office
he will find the rate would average about
21 or 3 per cent. It did Increase on oc-
casions, but action was taken to stem It,
and I am assuming that the Flederal Gov-
ernment will have to face up to the
present situation sooner or later because
it does not have a bottomless pit, and
when it faces up to the people this will be
the moment of truth, It will have to face
tip to the electors and say. "We cannot do
all that we promised to do." The people
will then see matters in their true perspec-
tive and will regret the decision they made,
but this, of course, Is the price of demo-
cracy. The people elect the Government
and give It a trial and then they find
that it has failed. They are then happy
to do something about It at the next elec-
tion; that Is, of course, If we have a
next election.

Mr. T. D2. Evans: What do you mean by
that statement? That is a scurrilous
statement! You do not even justify that.

(82)

Sir CHARLES COURT : At the moment,
in spite of the statements made before
the last election-and I did some very in-
teresting reading on this-

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are not even go-
Ing to justify the statement you have just
made.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -relations
between the unions and the Government
would be better under a iberal-
Country Party Government. We are now
experiencing record industrial strife-and
very ugly Industrial strife.

Mr. T. D2. Evans: The Leader of the
Opposition did not justify that wild state-
menit he made.

Sir CHARLES COURT:, I said, "If we
have a next election.'

Mr. T. 10. Evans: The Constitution
guarantees that and you know it!

Sir CHARLES COURT: A Constitution
In the hands of a Government that re-
spects the morals code as well as the Con-
sdtitution legalities is one thing, but a
Constitution in the hands of a Govern-
menit that does not respect the morals code
and is prepared to use the Treasury purse
strings to achieve its ends is another thing.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Words, words, words!
Get off the grandstand.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir C1HARLES COURT: With that type
of Government in office we have another
reason for uneasiness and the people with-
in our State are greatly concerned about
a matter that we held dear for a long
time; that is, the question of negotiating
a major naval installation in Western
Australia. Although there has been reluct-
ance to call it a naval base we now see
H.M.A.S. Stirling in construction, but
what do we read about It now? Its con-
struction is to be extended over a longer
period than that previously planned. I
have been waiting for the State Govern-
ment to protest about this. I have tried
to obtain an answer from the Premier re-
garding this move to ascertain whether
he has approached the Commonwealth
Government and if he has not done so I
am amazed, because this State of ours is
extremely conscious of what Is happening
In the Indian Ocean. We are aware that
In recent times Russian ships have been
seen in big numbers on the Indian Ocean,
and I understand that other nations have
also been showing their flags on that
ocean.

Once those nations get on top of the
oceanography in the area I am sure this
matter will be seen in a different light.
Even now we have the Minister for
Fisheries and Fauna screaming for pro-
tection for his fishing boats and fishing
rounds.
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Mr. Bickerton: One would not think
it would take some 20 years to see some
action in the Liberal Party.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Having got
some attention focused on the Indian
Ocean through the construction of a naval
facility, through the expansion of Lear-
month as an Air Force installation, to-
gether with the expansion that has taken
place at Pearce, and having got greater
Army interest in the area, we now find
that the rumblings are very clear; that
this naval installation is to be slowed
down. I believe we cannot afford to slow
it down. The best way to be safe and
avoid conflict is to be prepared. I there-
fore hope the State Government will pro-
test to the Commonwealth Government
with a view to ensuring that the naval
facility is finished on time. It is rather
amazing that all of a sudden a Labor Gov-
ernment comes into office and wants to
string this facility on. It is an expensive
way of constructing it and, what is more,
It is an inefficient and dangerous way.

Once that naval base is established It
will expand and it will assist in the tech-
nical and industrial development in this
State, because it will bring a demand for
a special kind of expertise. I therefore
hope the Government will protest about
this matter.

Mr. Bickerton: I do not remember you
speaking this way when you were on this
side of the House. We have been with-
out a naval base for a long time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: A naval base
is something I pressed hard for a long
time ago. I also advocated the constru-
tion of a commercial dock.

Mr. Bickerton: But nobody took any
notice of you.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We should have
a naval facility here and nobody pressed
f or it harder than I did.

Mr. Bickerton: it took 20 years.
Sir CHARLES COURT: it goes back

longer than that. It goes back to Hender-
son's day, but at least we got it. However,
now its construction is to be deferred, un-
less the Premier has information to the
contrary. In view of the information that
has been published in this State and in
the Eastern States I will be amazed if the
Premier does not contact the Prine Mini-
ster with a view to ensuring that some-
thing is done about the matter, because
we cannot afford to have this naval
facility deferred.

Somebody may ask: What has this to
do with Western Australia? I say it has
everything to do with Western Australia.
This is the "great" Australian Labor Party
that claims to be indivisible and it can-
not deny the things that are being done
here by the A.L.P. any more than it can
whether they are being done in Canberra

or any other part of Australia. The Gov-
ernment should be telling us about these
matters because the people are entitled to
be worried.

Could I now return to answer a question
that was fired at me by the 'Minister for
Fisheries and Fauna who seems to be in
a rather belligerent mood this evening.
Perhaps his transfer from the back bench
to the front bench has upset his balance
for a while.

Mr. Bickcerton: I am quite at home in
any position.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would remind
those opposite that the people in Victoria
on the 1th May this year, and the people
in Balcatta on the 28th July this year,
expressed themselves in strong terms
about the Australian Labor Party.

Mr. May: Did you not miss out South
Australia?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I do not know
whether that has anything to do with it.

Mr. may: Of course it does not, If it
suits you.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We will bring
that up if the Minister so desires. We
are in a most favourable position. Mr.
Dunstan did not do as well as he thought
he would.

Mr. May: Why did you miss out South
Australia?

Sir CHARLES COURT: We did all right
in South Australia, but the Minister's
party did not do as well at it was ex-
pected to do due to divisions in the Oppo-
sition there.

Mr. May: There Is a commendable head
-Steel Hall.

Sir CHARLES COURT: in December,
1972, the people of Western Australia voted
very strongly against the Australian Labor
Party.

Mr. T. D. Evans: How do you Justify
that statement? That was after the elec-
tion. That is another Courtism-a state-
ment without justification! We have had
two such statements tonight at least.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I have all night
to make my speech and the Attorney-
General can continue to interject as long
as he likes.

Mr. T. D. Evans: So have we.

Sir CHARLES COURT: After 20 months
the people of Western Australia did not
like what they had and they obviously
said to themselves, "Fancy multiplying this
at the national level." The fact is that
the Australian Labor Party lost two seats.
Forrest and Stirling, and what did we cam-
paign on?

Mr. T. D. Evans: What about when the
Brand Government was in power; we won
two seats then.
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Mr. O'Connor: Go to the people now and
see how many you will win.

Mr. May: on the basis of first-past-the-
post?

Sir CHARLES COURT: We campaigned
for the December election on the basis
that the State Labor Government had
failed lamentably. We posed the question,
"Why let this happen on a greater scale
in Canberra?"

We know the result. It must have been
a shattering experience for members op-
posite that while people in other parts
of Australia were voting for Labor, the
People of Western Australia voted very
strongly for Liberal and gave us the seat
of Forrest as well as what was regarded
as the safe Labor seat of Stirling, The
simple fact is that in December last the
people voted against the State Labor Party.
It happened to be a Federal election, but
these were the Issues and we made sure
the people Understood them.

Quite recently, on the 28th July, in an
area which was regarded as a safe Labor
seat-so safe that the Liberal Party did
not field a candidate In 1971-the People
of Balcatta expressed themselves In very
strong terms. As a matter of fact at that
timie there were some very worried peopFr.
in the Labor Party; and If 16 people.,
voted the other way the Government would
not now be in office.

Mr. Jones: What about the Bunbury by-
election?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members op-
posite were not very comfortable during
the Bunbury by-election when everything
was running in their favour; yet we held
the seat.

Mr. T. D. Evans:* Will you comment on
the Blackwood by-election?

Sir CHARLES COURT: We won that
seat also.

Mr. O'Connor: We increased our majo. -
lIp.

The SPEAKER: Order! I will not perm~t
members to be orossfiring while another
member Is on his feet. I am prepared to
allow a certain amount of interjection.
but I will not Permit erosafiring.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would remlnA
the Attorney-General that the Liberal
Party won the Blackwood seat, and we,
increased our vote very considerably.

Mr. TF. D. Evans: YOU lost ground in the
Blackwood. by-election.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We did not; we
won the seat. We did not hold it before.
At the time the Minister for Agriculture
thought he had us on our toes with the
issues relating to apples and pears current
at the time; however, we still won the
seat.

Mr. H. D. Evans: The Labor Party In-
creased its vote.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: I know it is very
uncomfortable for the Government.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Not at all.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Look at the

situation of the Labor Party. Its members
allowed the Deputy Premier to retire. No
Government in its right mind would al-
low a. senior Minister to retire unless he
held a very safe seat.

Mr. T. D, Evans: You are shifting your
ground.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am talking
about the Balcatta, Bunbury, and Black-
wood by-elections. I could go on talking
about them if members opposite want me
to. However, I want to mention the two
key seats where big issues were involved.
in Balcatta, which Labor regarded as a
safe seat, one member opposite laughed
his head off when we decided to field a
candidate and said we would win the
seat.

Mr. May: You did not say that you
would win it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I said at a
public meeting that the Liberal Party
would win it.

Mr. May: That was on the Saturday
night after the count.

Sir CHARLES COURTI: The Minister is
not telling the truth. I said at a public
meeting that we would win it.

Mr. May: You were not confident.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I advocated
that we field a candidate, and I said we
would win it. How close we went to win-
ning!

Mr. May: So did East Perth at one
time!

Sir CHARLES COURT: We should bear
in mind that on the Saturday night after
the election when everyone went home
there were some very worried Labor mem-
bers.

Mr. May: You knew what the result was,
otherwise You would have said "We have
won it" but you were not game to say
that-

Sir CHARLES COURT: We went into
the election on the basis that the seat was
winnable, even though one of the Labor
members did Jeer when that was said. One
of the senior Ministers said that we could
not be within 1,500 votes of the Labor
candidate, and that was a week be-
fore the election. Balcatta was regarded
as a safe blue or red ribbon Labor seat,
yet the Labor Party finished up by hav-
ing to rely on a handful of votes and won
by a margin of only 30. If that was not a
declaration by the people against the State
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Labor Government and the Federal Labor
Government,..both of which were paraded
at the election- I do not know what is,

The Government claims to have a
mandate from the people, but I believe ithas flothing of the sort. Another point I
wish to make is that when we went Into
the Balcatta and Bunbury by-elections
great Play was made Of the Legislative
Council and its role, and of the industrial
legislation; but look what happened.

Mr. Bickerton: Why waste time? Why
not tell us you will knock back supply in
the Upper House?

Sir CHARLES COURT: A few constitu-tional processes have to be observed andwe happen to be democratic, so we will
observe them.

Mr. T. 'D. Evans: Whom are You trying
to kid?

Mr. Bickerton: Why don't you tell usYou winl knock back supply?
Mr. T. D). Evans: This is Comic Court,and it won a Melbourne Cup!
Sir CHARLES COURT: That horse hap-pened to be a good horse, and we happento have the same initials. It does notbecome the AttorneyaGcnergj to speak ashe does. We know him for what he is.
Mr. T. D2. Evans: I know You for what

You are.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARES1 COURT: The Attorney-

General is such a childish person. I wantto make another point which is vital toour consideration of the situation and isvital to the People of Western Australia.At the Labor conference held in SurfersParadise a decision was taken and this isbinding on all members opposite, about
the ceding of powers from the States tothe Commonwealth.

Mr. Bickerton: I have not Yet got my
COPY Of it!

Sir CHARLES COURT:. It was veryinteresting. The Premier Of WesternAustralia Put up a bit of a sham fightand said it was no good to him and hedid not like it much. He said that, but
the decision was based on the policy ofthe Labor Party. The vote was taken and
It resulted in 40 to seven in favour.

One of the interesting aspects of theaftermath-i..f the conference was reportedcorrectly...w~t what the Premier said tohis colleagues. He said that the decision
would not mean anything, because thelegislation would not get through the
Legislative Council of Western Australia.
I could almost hear him saying a Prayer,
"Thank goodness we have the Legislative
Council."

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are not being
original.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I think this will
be quoted against the Premier for a long
time to come. From the way he made his
statement one could almost hear him say-
ing with relief, "You will not get these
Powers from me unless the Legislative
Council wants to give them." That is
very true, and I hope it will always be
true. The socialist objective cannot be
achieved, unless the Labor Party is able to
break the States. I believe it is our duty
to fight and fight hard against that.

I am prepared to test this out with the
people. I believe the people of this State
will not have a bar of the socialistic
philosophy in this country. The Premier
knows that, and he does not like what he
sees at the Canberra level but he has to
tag along. He cannot claim that he has
no connection with the firm on the other
side of the road!

Mr. Bickerton: Now It is socialism. Once
you talked about the communists.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Minister
wants us to talk about the communists we
are prepared to bring them into the debate.
In recent days some Labor members of
Parliament have appeared on the same
platform with the communists in the stop-
work meetings of the hospital employees.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: President Nixon has
been to Peking, and he shook hands with
Chou En Lat.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I hope the lion-
ourable member has seen the literature
which was issued in connection with those
stop-work meetings.

Mr. Bickerton: Tell us what will happen
to the Bill in the Upper House?

Sir CHARLES COURT: What we want
to do is to get the Government to test out
the feelings of the people. That is the
only way in which these issues can be
decided. The Government does not appear
to be enthusiastic about testing out some
of these issues with the people. First of
all, there Is the performance of the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. O'Connor: What a wonderful Per-
formance!I

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members op-
posite should bear in mind that had 16
of the voters voted the other way at
the Balcatta by-election the Government
members would now be sitting on this
side of the House.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: There would be

same very worried People in the Liberal
Party if we had finished up like the Labor
Party in Balcatta by winning by Only 30
votes in Nedlands.

Mr. T. D2. Evans: Wait until we have a
go at Nedlands. You will get a shock. We
will go in and explain our policies with
time and deliberation.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: The Labor
Party has had enthusiastic candidates and
also some less enthusiastic ones. One went
to Scotland the day he put in his nonmin-
ation. Some did at least wait for the
results.

Mr. Bickerton: Perhaps he thought he
would find you up there.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You Just wait. You
might get a shock.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: We want the

Government to test out with the People
certain Items such as these. We want the
Government to test with the people its
Performance In both the development and
economic fields.

Mr. Hartrey: Is not a blue ribbon seat
a good test?

Sir CHARLES COURT: We want the
Government to test out the Legislative
Council's role and actions. Test it out
with the electorate, We know what the
result would be. We are asking the Gov-
ernment to test It out. If the Government
complains about these things, let It test
them out with the people, the final arbi-
trators. Members opposite must not forget
that the Legislative Council now has adult
franchise, thanks to a Liberal-Country
Party Government.

Several members Interjected.
Mr. O'Neil: Fully supported by the

Labor Opposition.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Several members Interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Govern-

ment feels so confident, let it test Its Indus-
trial legislation which has been forced on
it my a minority of the T.L.C. It Is legis-
lation which the left-wing militant minor-
ity forced on the Government.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Relying on parlia-
mentary privilege again.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Parliamentary
privilege!I I have mentioned this in my
column,

Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I have men-

tioned It In a dozen places.
Mr. T. D. Evans: Relying on parlia-

mentary privilege.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister

Is not right In saying that because I have
mentioned It a dozen times publicly and
also In my column-

Mr. Bickerton: Mentioned what?
Sir CHARLES COURT: -because it

happens to be true. The legislation was
forced on the Government by the militant
left-wing minority of the T.L.C.

Mr. Bickerton: Do you realise that you
originally got into Nedlands. on socialistic
preferences?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Obviously the
Minister for Housing has not studied the
vote very closely.

Mr. Bickerton: Oh yes I1 have. I studied
it very closely.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I heard a former
Labor Premier say that, too, but he was
convinced otherwise when he studied the
figures,

I also want the Government to test out
with the public the development impasse
In which It finds itself today because of the
policies, actions, and lack of decisions of
the Government's Federal colleagues in
Canberra as a result of A.L.P. policies f rom
which it cannot divorce itself. We want
these tested out with the public. Let us
test all these issues with the public. It
would make a first-class election to test
them. We want the land Bills tested
out with the public.

Mr. Hartrey: Next year,
Sir CHARLES COURT: We want the

test flow.
Mr. Bickerton: Why?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Because the
Labor Party can no longer claim to have
the confidence of the people of this State-

Mr. May: Who do you think you are?
Mr. Bickerton: It is in your hands.
Sir CHARLES COURT: -after its per-

formance in December and at Balcatta.
Mr. Bickerton: You control the Legisla-

tive Council.
Sir CHARLES COURT: We want the

Government to test its handling of town
planning.

Mr. Bickerton: That is up to you. You
control the Council. Why not tell them to
refuse supply?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I do not con-

trol the Council.
Mr. May: Of course you do.
Mr. T. D. Evans: You think you do.
Dr. Dadour: You have to be kidding.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: We are making

an impact on members opposite or they
would not be so concerned. Every one of
these is a telling point and the Govern-
ment would not like to go to the people on
this list of items, but any one would suit
US.

Mr. Bickerton: We want to oblige you.
You control the Council. You make the
first move.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: Another Item to Sir CHARLES COURT: I have advanced
be included is the Government's labour
Policies and its failure to ensure adequate
labour of the right type which, in itself,
has been largely instrumental in bringing
about the situation in which we find our-
selves in many industries.

Mr. May: What do you call "labour of
the right type?"

Sir CHARLES COURT: We want the
Government to go to the public on its fin-
ancing of Trades Hall.

Mr. Bickerton: What Is wrong with
that? It is no different from Coral Bay.
Why not go to the electors on Coral Bay?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Rushton: Yunderup, too!

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: We would like

the Government to go to the people on
its stand in respect of the Statehood of
Western Australia. All of these issues are
available to the Government if It feels so
strongly about them and so right about
them. We know what the result would be
if the Government did go to the People
because all these issues were raised during
the Ealcatta by-election, which was one
of the best testing grounds imaginable.

Mr. May: I would like you to put up for
a marginal seat.

Mr. O'Neil: Don't tell mne Ealcatta was.

Mr. May: No, but I would like Your
leader to put up for a marginal seat.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: Some of us,
other than the Minister for Mines, have a
few ideas about campaigning so he may
get a shock.

Mr. T. D. Evans: So might the Leader
of the Opposition.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I have had a
fair amount of success in campaigning for
other people in marginal seats.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What about yourself?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I have had my
experiences there.

Mr. Bickerton: You go and publicly ex-
Pose Yourself.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would have
thought you, Mr. Speaker, would have
taken exception to what the Minister said
because of the decorum of this place, but
if you do not propose to do so, I intend to
leave the Minister in his own gutter.

Mr. Bickerton: There was nothing wrong
with that statement.

Mr. O'Connor: For goodness sake let us
get on with the debate instead of messing
around.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

a number of reasons for our believing that
the people of Western Australia should
have a chance to decide who should govern
the State. They have had experience of a
Labor Government and they do not like
it-as they demonstrated when they voted
in December and when they voted on the
28th July.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: They have
allowed to have the experience
Government because of the
Council.

never been
of a Labor
Legislative

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Half our policy has

been emasculated down there.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: At the moment

the people of this State are breathing a
sigh of relief that we have a Legislative
Council.

Mr. May: They would not know what
It was.

Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: They know

what it would be like to let this Govern-
ment loose with directions from the T.L.C.
and the Executive of the A.L.P. without
any restraint at all from the Legislative
Council.

Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to refer
to the justification of the Legislative
Council if In Its wisdom it decides to ask
the Government or insists that the Gov-
ernment holds an election. In the final
analysis the financial reins of the State
are In the hands of the Parliament. It Is
a very important hold that the Parliament
has on Governments, and a House of
review, as in our case, has the right-

Mr. May: House of monopoly!
Mr. A. R. Tonkin: How many times

did you have to worry about supply
when you were in power for 12 years?
Not once.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Labor Party
tried-

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Not once. That is a
dirty joke.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. A. R. Tonkin: That Is an

joke.
obscene

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Has not the

member for Mirrabooka read of the ad-
journments moved-

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Yes.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -and the moves
adopted by some of the Labor leaders to
reduce supply?
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Mr. May: And who had the numbers In
both Houses?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am answering
his point.

Mr. O'Connor: The Opposition then
was as weak as the Government Is now.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Legislative
Council has a right, If It wants to exercise
it, to reject the Bill, and It Is Its decision.

Mr. May: If It Is directed by you.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Govern-

ment, through the Premier1 has said he
challenges the constitutional right of
the Council to do so. There is a differ-
ence between disallowing a Bill and
amending It. I would not question the lack
of constitutional right of the Council ac-tually to amend the Bill by. say, reducing
the amount in it, or something of that
kind; but I say quite categorically that
the Council has the right to reject the
Bill as did the Victorians in 1947.

Mr. Bickcerton: You are recommending
It now?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes. I have ad-
vocated it.

Mr. Bickerton: Does the party go along
with you?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would have to
advocate it if I am advocating It here
today. I am submitting this earnestly.

Mr. T. D. Evans: And If the Council
does not go ahead It will be rejecting
your advice.

Mr. Bickerton: You would not have a
mandate then and you would have to
resign as leader.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The trouble is
that members on the other side do not
understand the freedom of my party. They
just do not understand.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The trap was set and
the bird got caught.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Do not be stu-

pid. A TV interviewer received such a
shock when I gave exactly the same ans-
wer recently. He nearly fell off the chair!

Mr. T. D. Evans: The trap was set and
the bird was caught.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I refer again to
the rights of the Legislative Council. I
have a publication here by Professor
Crisp. It is entitled, Parliameniary Gov-
ernment of Australia and because I have
quoted it on a Previous occasion I do not
propose to quote it at length now. He
says--

Power of the purse is the final hold
of the Parliament and, through It, off
the people over their Government be-
tween elections.

In this matter the Opposition In
particular has a vital role which it
must be allowed full opportunity to
perform.

The next short quote reads-
Supply is a grant of both Houses

of Parliament.
Not of one House, but of both Houses of
Parliament and It follows that if both
Houses do not Pass the Bill then, of
course, there is no supply. The quote
continues-

There can, at all events, be no dis-
puting the basic responsibility of Par-
liament rather than the Executive for
financial control, and any departure
from that position has traditionally
been regarded-with good cause-as
of the utmost gravity.

I can add to that. I believe we do not
give enough attention to the Estimates
when they come to the Parliament. The
Opposition, as well as the Government, Is
failing in Its duty if the Estimates are
not adequately studied, and I do not think
they were adequately studied last time
they were presented.

I do not think there is any doubt at all
that if the Legislative Council desired,
and if It had good reason, It would be
entitled to take the decision.

Let me answer some questions which
have been raised and about which the
Premier made some play. I beard the
Premier speaking on the radio and talking
about the police not being paid. Idideed,
he appeared to be saying that parliamen-
tarians would be paid but public servants
would not be.

Mr. Hartrey: That is right.
Mr. O'Neil: Rubbish.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: It is not rubbish; It

is fact.
Sir CHARLES COURT: In the final

analysis all these things are debated by
Parliament, but If Parliamentarians would
be paid it is all the more important at
this particular moment that we under-
stand that if other people were not paid
it would be the result of a decision of the
Government.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Because of a decision
of the Opposition in the Legislative Coun-
cil, and the public would know that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Then we hear
the story, repeated by that it will cause a
backlash. In point of fact what would
happen is very simple. If members oppo-
site read the 1947 debates of the Victorian
Parliament they will have a clear indica-
tion of what can occur.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I have read those
debates.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is not an
easy or pleasant procedure which any
Government would cheerfully accept, but
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the fact is the Provision is there. The Sir CHARLES COURT: I will tell the
Government of the day, not the Upper
House, has to decide whether to take the
blame for people not being Paid. I will
not make the point again.

Mr. Bickerton: You are not your usual
serious self.

Mr. T. D. Evans: No. he is not.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Members oppo-

site had a Premier who used that phrase
quite often. He would say, "I have never
heard you worse" or "You are not up to
your usual good form," etc. The sayings
are not new, and the tactic is not new.

Mr. Bickerton: A few years ago we had
a Leader of the Opposition who was ever
so much better than the present Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr. O'Connor: Another tactic.
Sir CHARLES COURT: It would be as

well If members on the other side took
some time to look at the situation which
developed In Victoria In 1947 when, on
the 8th October. the memorable decision
was taken in that State. As a result, of
course, the Labor Government had to re-
sign and go to the people. It was not
returned and finished up with the least
number of seats it ever had. The People
decided its fate, not the Legislative Coun-
cil.

On the occasion in Victoria the great
Issue was not so much a State issue, but
a national issue and It concerned the ques-
tion of bank nationalisation. However, the
fact is that the people of Victoria ex-
pressed themselves in definite terms. On
that occasion there was great conjecture
that the Legislative Council of Victoria
was taking a tremendous risk, and that
there would be a great backlash. How-
ever, the Legislative Council was prepared
to face up to the situation, which It did,
and there was an election.

Mr. Bickerton: Does the Leader of the
Opposition agree with bank nationalisa-
tion?

Sir CHARLES COURT: No. As soon as
the date for an election was fixed the Sup-
ply Bill was passed. In fact, it was the
most memorable recording in Australian
history of a Supply Bill being passed.
Again, I say it Is worth looking at.

Mr. Bickerton: Is the Leader of the Op-
position trying to convince us or his col-
leagues.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I mentioned
that the performance of the Government
could be under challenge. I consider the
Government is, inclined to preen itself and
relax, and say, "We have unemployment
licked". However, I want to tell the Gov-
ernment that it does not have unemploy-
ment licked: it only thinks so.

Mr. May: How do You know?

Minister.

Mr. May: You always say that; you say
it every week.

Sir CHARLES COURT: And I tell you.
but you do not understand.

Mr. May: I am sorry about that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: A few days ago
the Premier announced that there would
be some Job relief In the form of jobs
for 1,140 People. That relief money was
prodided by the Commonwealth: it was
not industrial work resulting from devel-
opment. The money was made available by
the Commonwealth Government and to
that extent the unemployment figures for
this State are much lower than would
otherwise be the case. The more important
aspect, which has escaped members oppo-
site-and this will answer the question
raised by the Minister for Mines--

Mr. May: That will be a change.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -is the fact
that there Is considerable job dissatisfac-
tion. In the course of canvassing in the
Balcatta electorate employment was a very
big issue, believe it or not. We know, be-
cause we did canvass the area. It was not
a case of people being out of work so
much, but the extraordinary number of
people who were in work which they did
not like.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: You are waking UP
to job dissatisfaction a bit late.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for
Mirrabooka is so far behind.

Mr. A. Rt. Tonkin: For 12 years you did
not worry about job dissatisfaction.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The score Is
building up for us all the time! A terrible
unemployment situation existed in 1959-
60 and "Jobs" was the cry. It did not mat-
ter what kind of jobs, just jobs. By 1965
we had left that situation behind and were
talking about "careers"

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Ah! Careers.
Mr. Bickerton: The people had waken up.
Sir CHARLES COURT: During the life

of the Brand Government, because of our
success, there developed a need for a second
University in Western Australia and the
need for the Western Australian Institute
of Technology. So do not say that we did
not know; we did know. What Job satis-
faction is there for a geologist who Is doing
a storernan's job, or a graduate civil en-
gineer filling in time as a draughtsman?
Those men were working but they did not
have any job satisfaction.

I would like to congratulate the new
member for Balcatta, on his election. He
will find it a bit tough starting halfway
through a session, which is not easy.
However, as the new member for Balcatta
moves around his electorate and comes
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to grips with the people he will find that
this is an important issue which one does
not dismiss lightly.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Who is dismissing it?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Another point

concerns the question of the work force
drifting away from the State. Tt has
been claimed by some unions and em-
ployers that one of the reasons for thle
shortage of skilled labour is the fact that
some of the men who previously came to
this State have, in fact, drifted away din-
ing the depression which occurred in the
early part of this Government's history.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin: The Australian
population has drifted away, for the first
time in 50 years.

Mr. O'Neil: It must have heard about
your Government.

Mr. A. R. Tonkin; The drift has occur-
red throughout Australia.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to make
the point again that we have been trying
to assess the reason for people drifting
away from this State; not the population
figure but the work-force figure. We have
projects screaming out for skilled labour
and if we are short of skilled labour we
cannot adequately employ semi-skilled
and unskilled men. We have seen what has
happened in the building industry. Despite
the cry in this State about the shortage
of bricklayers, the situation has continued
to exist. A private sector bricklayers'
school was ridiculed. Look at its per-
formance, however, compared with the
lamentably slow attempt of the Govern-
ment to solve the problem. We cannot
expect these people to be of the same
quality as a fully-fledged tradesman but it
has certainly helped to solve the problem.
Something practical was done but it was
pooh-poohed by the Government and re-
sisted very strongly by the unions.

I want to move on to the question of
outside direction of the Government. It
is undeniable that the elected members
of Parliament in the Labor Party are sub-
ject to direction outside of their own
ranks. They do not deny it.

Mr. Batem an: Rubbish!
Sir CHARLES COURT: We see instance

after instance of this and I think the most
pathetic one was the experience of the
Premier and the Attorney-General over
the Privy Council matter. To think that
our Premier arrived in England and al-
most on the day he arrived he received
"a message from Garcia" In Perth saying,
in effect, 'Do not be rude to the Common-
wealth Government"!

Mr. Bickerton: How did you know about
it?

Sir CHARLES COURT: It was in the
paper.

Mr. Bickerton:
it would not have
it come from the

Of course it was.
been in the paper
Liberal Party.

But
had

8kr CHARLES COURT: Not much!
Mr. Bickerton: At least our meetings,

are open to the Press.
Mr. Hutchinson: The Minister has

strange ideas.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I have a dis-

turbing list of cuttings In this Mie. One of
the headlines reads, "Evans explains-
behind shut doors".

Mr. O'Neil: That is right.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The headlines
continue-

Premiers put case to Heath.
Whitlam changes tune, says N.S.W.
P.M. shifts ground on appeals.
Askin says States saved federation.
U.K. wants a united plea, says Earner.
Tonkin claim denied by P.M.
P.M. rejects W.A. charges.

Mr. Bickerton: "Anthony says 'No' to
Liberal Party".

Sir CHARLES COURT: Another is,
"P.M.: Premiers' trip a charade".

Mr. Bickerton: "Billy and Sonia in the
news again!"

Sir CHARLES COURT: Others are-
Tonkin says ALP move is too late.
Lab. Premiers 'hurt ALP over sea-bed'.

Mr. May: No wonder you applied for an
extra typist!

Mr. Bickerton: "Court wants to be
Governor".

Sir CHARLES COURT: I can tell the
Minister quite categorically I will not be
the new Governor.

Mr. May: I think we can tell you that.
too.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I thought I
would kill that suggestion on the spot in
case the Minister for Fisheries and Fauna
starts a rumour!

Mr. Bickerton: We would consider You.
I think You would do a better job there
than here.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The headlines
continue and, time after time, the State
Government tries to establish that it wants
to be a federalist Government but Is shot
down in flames by its own State Executive
of the AL.P, and now, of course, its fate
is sealed for all time by the Surfers Para-
dise conference recently held when the
famous "40 to '7 vote" was taken.

We must say, quite categorically, that
the Government is subject to direction
from outside. This applies, even more so,
with the Federal Government,
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Mr. Hartrey:* What about the Legislative
Council? That Is subject to dictation.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Not at all.
Mr. Hartrey: We are, apparently, be-

cause you say we are going to be.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Legislative

Council is inside the Parliament.
Mr. May: They have all gone home.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I am referring

to nonelected people outside the Parlia-
ment. Once again, we cannot get away from
the impact which the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment has had on us in connection with
its officious attitude to people, its officious
attitude to the States, and its quarrelsome
attitude towards other countries. We have
now seen the Commonwealth Government's
techniques, its committees, inquiries, and
authority set-up. I invite members op-
posite to look at the terms of reference
of some of the inquiries. These do not ask
for a report on how something should be
done but on how something will be done.
We all know the kerfuffle over the land in-
quiry and the pressures which had to be
brought to bear even to allow an inquiry
into other than leasehold land because the
brief was how to implement a leasehold
system; it was not a brief to determine what
land system should prevail. it was only
through intense pressure and with great
reluctance on the part of the Common-
wealth Government that the terms of the
inquiry were changed.

Mr. Bickerton: Do you think we should
socialise the Musicians' Union?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I must admit
that my musician colleagues are a more
militant union than they were in the days
when they made me a life member. I do
not think I would qualify today for
executive status.

Mr. Hartrey: Yes, you would, because
you blow your own trumpet so well.

Sir CHARLES COURT: One could go
on and on and on-

Mr- Hartrey: I bet you could.
Mr. Bickerton: We do not underestimate

you.
Sir CHARLES COURT: -in talking

about the lack of performance on the part
of the present Government and the dis-
array in which it finds itself. I would be
remiss if I did not refer to the fact that
the Parliament, during the life of this
Government, has never been conducted
worse in this Chamber. On the Opposition
side-and I am sure MY Country Party
colleagues would agree with me-it has
been a nightmare. How can we get on
with our task when we have a situation
of things being changed left, right, and
centre overnight. One minute Ministers
and members are prepared to go on and
the next minute a change occurs- Bills
have been brought down with a great hue

and cry about their urgency. We were told
by no less than the Premier that the land
Bills had to be dealt with before Parlia-
ment adjourned in May.

Mr. Davies: We always intended to let
them lie over.

Mr. O'Nell: Why did you not tell the
Premier?

Sir CHARLES COURT; Yet, the Minis-
ter for Town Planning introduced them
and said that Parliament would leave
them until the next part of the session.

Mr. Davies: Exactly.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister

for Town Planning does not happen to be
the Government.

Mr. Davies: I happen to be the Minister
handling the Ells.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The industrial
legislation is another example, There was
a great ballyhoo over those Bills, Money
was allocated by the T.L.C. in an attempt
to intimidate members of Parliament.
When this was exposed, somebody must
have thought it would not be a bad Idea to
play it in a lower key and leave the Bills
on the notice paper. This did not stop
members of the Government, the T.L.C., or
the Labor candidate for Balcatta. going out
and saying that the Legislative Council had
rejected the Workers' Compensation Act
Amendment Bill when, in fact, the measure
was still in this Chamber.

Mr. B. T. B~urke: You came out once to
Balcatta.

Sir CHARLES COURT:. The honourable
member has made his maiden speech!

Mr. B. T. Burke: I wish the Leader of the
Opposition had come out a dozen times
because I would have won by 60 votes,
instead of 30.

Mr. O'Neil: The member for Balcatta
will be fair game on his maiden speech
now.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I suggest to my
colleagues that they do not embarrass the
new member for Balcatta,

Mr. Bickerton: Here comes the control
from the front bench!

Mr. O'Connor: Some know how to hunt
publicity.

Mr. Bickerton: Down under the thumb!
Mr. Harman: Down Fldo I
Mr. Bickerton: "Shut up" says Court.
Sir CHARLES COURT: We have had

that little excursion. I spent Plenty of
time in Balcatta, far more than people
realise. Because I was there I understood
what was going on, how important it was,
how close we could go to winning, and how
close we did go.

I want to get the point across that the
Labor Government is in disarray, it
brought in all those Bills and made a great
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kerfuffe about the industrial Bills. It can-
not be denied that part of the propaganda
In Balcatta and in connection with the
stop-work meeting of the Hospital Em-
ployees' Union was that the Workers'
Compensation Act Amendment Bill had
been rejected by the Legislative Council.

The night the measure was introduced
by the Minister he said the Government
would be moving massive amendments. We
could not get on with the job of consider-
ing the Bill although we were prepared to
try to do so. We could not do this be-
cause there was no parent Act In a form
with which we could compare the Bill.
The measure was withdrawn yesterday
and a new one will be introduced at a
future date. This is the sort of propa-
ganda and disarray to which I am refer-
ring.

Mr. Harmnan. The Sick Leave Bill was
rejected by the Council this evening.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The propagan-
da and disarray are further reasons for
our being entitled to say to the Govern-
ment, "You can have your Supply Bill
when you fix the date for an election."

Mr. Hartrey: Thank you!
Mr. Bickerton: Is this the opinion of

the Legislative Council?
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister

for Fisheries and Fauna will find out.
Mr. Bickerton: Ha, ha!
Mr. A. R. Tonkin: Now the Council

knows what opinion it must have. See how
accurate It is!

Mr. O'Nell: Hackles are rising now.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: With all these

things against the Government, and pub-
lic opinion strongly expressed against it
on two very important occasions, I believe
we have made out a case. We must have
regard for the Labor Party's ineptitude In
government, the downturn which occurred
during Its first 18 months in office and the
slowness of recovery in spite of the move
forward in other States, and the fact that
'we have the greatest potential of all States
for economic prosperity on a per capita
basis. The Government has, in fact, per-
formed lamentably, and I propose to move
a reasoned amendment.

Mr. Hartrey: What sort of amendment?

Sir CHARLES COURT: A reasoned
amendment.

Mr. O'Connor: Consult your solicitor.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I propose to
move the amendment because I believe
the Government has lost the confidence of
this House and of the people of this State.
I will quote some of the reasons. There
are many others, some of which at least

my colleagues will no doubt miention in
due course. These are some of the reas-
ons-

(1) The electors of Western Australia,
when voting for the Federal elec-
tions on December 2, 1972, de-
clared their apposition to the
policies of the Australian lAbor
Party generally and more particu-
larly, the Western Australian
Labor Government.

(2) The electors of Baleatta, elector-
ate, on July 28, 1973, in an elec-
torate which the Australian Labor
Party regarded as one of Its
political strongholds, expressed
even stronger disapproval of its
policies at both State and Federal
levels.

(3) There has been a general lack of
confidence In Western Australia
because of the policies of the Aus-
tralian Labor Party, as reflected
in the downturn of the economy
of Western Australia during the
first 18 months of the pres-
ent State Government's term of
office and the slower reaction to
the overall national recovery than
has been apparent in other parts
of Australia, in spite of the fact
that this State has, of all Austra-
lan States, the greatest Poten-
tial for economic activity and
growth in proportion to its popu-
lation.

(4) The Government has; exhibited a
negative attitude towards the pro-
vision of adequate skilled, semi-
skilled and unskilled work force.

(5) The Government has exhibited a
negative attitude towards migra-
tion, when migration is Important
in building up the economic and
social structure of Western Aus-
tralia.

(6) The Government Is subject to
direction from outside the elected
members of Parliament.

(7) The Government has tolerated
militant left-wing union intimnida-
tion and industrial pressure and
unrest directed at the overthrow
of a sound Industrial conciliation
and arbitration system.

(8) The Government has shown no
real opposition to the centralist
policies of the Australian Labor
Party, as further emphasised and
decided at the recent Surfers
Paradise Conference of the party
and which policies have the ultim-
ate objective of turning Australia
into a socialist republic with all
power centred in Canberra.

Mr. Bickerton: I gather you do not like
Us'
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Sir CHARLES COURT: It was my in- One of the matters to which he referred
tentlon to Incorporate those reasons into a
considered amendment-I think "reasoned
amendment' is the phrase used in the
Standing Orders. However, I understand
if I went beyond a6 certain point the
motion would not be in order but that if
I terminate the motion at the request for
an election it will be in order under our
Standing Orders. Therefore I will not in-
corporate those reasons into my amend-
ment as I originally intended.

Amendment to Motion
I move an amendment-

That the word "now" be deleted with
a view to adding after the word "time"
the following words-

"after the Government has given
the necessary undertakings to the
satisfaction of the Parliament to
ensure that a State General Elec-
tion will be held on or before
October 6, 1973.

MR. McPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) (8054
P.m.]: I have listened with a great deal
of interest to the speech made by the
Leader of the Opposition and also to the
interjectlons which came from the Gov-
ernment side. I cannot help thinking what
the reactions would be If the positions
were reversed. I can well imagine the
attack which would be made by the speak-
ers on the Present Government side. They
would be launching an attack equally
strong and adopting the same tactics as
have now been adopted by the Leader of
the Opposition.

I was very interested to hear the Minister
for Housing advising us about what will
happen.

The SPEAKER: Order! I advise mem-
bers that there is an amendment before the
House and they cannot speak on the
Supply Bill when dealing with the amend-
ment. They must give reasons for the
word "now" being deleted from the
motion.

Mr. MePHARLIN: I think the reasons
have been clearly outlined by the Leader
of the Opposition. I will endeavour to
obey your instructions, Mr. Speaker, and
not stray from the amendment before the
House.

The Leader of the Opposition said he be-
lieved the Government did not have the
confidence of the people and therefore he
was moving the amendment. The reasons
he gave were that the actions taken by the
Government have been rejected by the
people, as reflected in two elections-one in
December last and the other the recent
Balcatta by-election. Measures have been
brought forward which have caused the
Leader of the Opposition to move his
amendment.

was local government, which has a direct
bearing on the amendment before the
House in that to my knowledge no voice
has been raised by the Government of this
State in opposition to proposals contained
in measures which have come to our notice
and to the notice of the Local Govern-
ment Association in Western Australia to
the effect that under the Federal Grants
Commission legislation the Federal Gov-
ernment Intends to take away the powers of
local government in the States and by-
Pass the Powers of the State Government§.
It is therefore a move towards centralist
control and is a reason for people becoming
thoroughly dissatisfied with Labor doc-
trines.

Mr. Davies: Did not the local govern-
ment conference accept that concept?

Mr. McPHARLIN: The local government
conference discussed the matter and was
dismayed to learn-

Mr. Davies: It has accepted the concept,
despite opposition.

Mr. McPHARLIN: It has not accepted
it. The delegates to the conference were
amazed to learn that the Bill had been
agreed to by the Federal Parliament. There
has been strong opposition to this proposal.
Under the Bill, local government bodies
would be forced to go to a regional group
and convince it that they were in need of
finance. They would then have to go to a
Federal Minister and convince him before
a case for the financial assistance they
were seeking would be put to the Grants
Commission.

Mr. Davies: Why did they accept it at
their conference today?

Mr. McPHARLIN: The Federal Govern-
ment Is by-passing the authorities in this
State. which is a move towards centralism.

Mr. Davies: It was accepted at the con-
ference today.

Mr. McPHARLIN: Quite a number of
delegates spoke against It.

Mr. Davies: They said, "Despite opposi-
tion from parliamentarians"-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. MePHARLIN: Quite a number of

them are opposed to it.
The SPEAKER: I think the honourable

member is straying from the amendment.
Mr. McPHARLIN: The conference will

agree to the proposal, subject to amend-
ments.

Mr. Davies: You said they accepted it.
Mr. Mclver: Your party advised that the

Bill had not been passed.
Mr. McPHARLIN: It was learnt today

that the Bill had been agreed to by the
Federal Parliament.

Sir Charles Court: With amendments.
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Mr. McPHARSAN: Amendments were
proposed by the Country Shire Councils'
Association, and far that reason the motion
was carried.

Mr. Mclver: That does not alter the fact
that your party said the Bill had not been
passed. It had been passed.

Mr. McPHARLTN: I do not recall that
being said.

Mr. Davies: Read The West Australian.
Mr. McPHARLIN: I do not recall that It

"was said.
Mr. Davies: Have a look at page 4 of

tonight's paper.
Mr. Mclver. Trying to play politics!
Mr. McPHARLI: This is a move to-

wards centralism-a move which is for-
eign to the great majority of Western Aus-
tralians. This is another reason that I sup-
port the amendment moved by the Leader
of the Opposition this evening,

Mr Davies: Look at page 4 of tonight's
paper.

Mr. McPHARLIN: Another matter
which is uppermost in most People's minds
is the proposed legislation in relation to
the control of land. As we travel around
various places we find that many people
are dissatisfied. They ask us what is going
on and why such and such a thing is tak-
ing place. We are asked about the propos-
als in connection with local government
and the Land Control Bill, the Land Com-
mission Bill, and the Salvado Development
Bill.

I am asked questions on these matters,
and 1 can only say that we will have to
examine them further in an attempt to see
what is going on. After further examina-
tion, I have been advised that these meas-
ures are again a move towards centralist
control In Canberra.

Mr. Davies: It has been accepted by
every Australian State, including those
governed by Liberal Governments. How do
you explain that?

Mr. MePHARLIN: The explanation
given to me is that these proposals are
removing the basic rights, as we know
them, of the individual. These basic rights
have always been acknowledged in this
State.

Mr. Cook: Haven't you examined the
Bill yourself ?

Mr. MePHAIRLIN: Yes I have.
Mr. Cook: Why do you need someone

else's opinion?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. MOPHARLIhT: I like to seek another

opinion for confirmation. Does the honour-
able member examine a Bill and believe
that his opinion Is 100 per cent, correct
without seeking confirmation? We do not
work that way. We like to seek other
opinions to confirm our own opinion.

Mr. Davies: You are subject to outside
influences.

Mr. McPHARLIN: The possible implica-
tion of the land control legislation which
has been submitted to examination is that
a number of individual rights will be
eroded. Affected areas will be taken away
from local government for an indefinite
period. it will be inevitable that the Fed-
eral Government will control Western
Australia's urban development. This will
begin a massive swing from freehold own-
ership under State legislation to leasehold
ownership under Federal Government leg-
islation. This is the type of action which
our State Government endorses.

Mr. Davies: You are parroting the
opinion of W. W. Mitchell.

Mr. MoPHARLIN: The State Labor Gov-
erment is supporting the doctrines pro-
mulgated by the Federal Government. As
the Leader of the Opposition has said, the
Labor Party is bound by these doctrines.
It must accept what the Federal Govern-
ment does without substantial argument
because it is bound by its policies.

Mr. Davies: Have you read the Bill yet
or are you still Playing It by ear.

Mr. McPHARLI: I have read the Bills
several times.

Another matter is that the people have
lost confidence. it is the policy of the Fed-
eral Government to put Government offic-
ials into any organisation it can.

Mr. O'connor: Like the Licensing Court
do you mean?

Mr. MoPHARLIN: Into any organisation.
which will suit the Government's Purpose.
The purpose of this action is for such
people to act as watchdogs to spy on the
other members of the organisation.

Mr. Harman; To whom are you refer-
ring?

Mr. MePHARLIN: They are fitted into
these organisations to spy on the other
members and report back to the Federal
Government. The Federal Government
knows what is going on, and this all power-
ful Government can exercise its authority
then and tell the States 'What they Should
do.

Mr. Harman: Can you give me an in-
stance of this?

Mr. MepHARLIN: This is the proposal
contained in the Grants Commission legis-
lation. If the Minister has a good look
at this, he will see that I have given a
true interpretation of the purpose of the
legislation. It is this type of thing which
is repugnant to most Western Australians.
I am frequently called upon to answer
questions about this type of thing. I amn
asked. "What is going on? What is going
to happen in regard to certain measures
that have been proposed?"
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Mr. Davies: It was supported by the 117
members of the Country Shire Councils'
Association.

Mr. McPHARLflN: The Leader of the
Opposition mentioned the industrial un-
rest throughout Western Australia and
Australia generally.

Mr. Jones: Look out for the communists!

Mr. McPHARLIN: This House recently
debated industrial arbitration legislation.
It is no coincidence that the night the
Bill was debated in this place-

Mr. Harman: Why don't you get to the
facts?

Mr, MePHARLIN: I am getting to the
facts. At five minutes Past eight on the
night we were debating this legislation,
the gallery filled UP with unionists. It
was no coincidence that these people knew
when the measure would be debated.

Mr. Jones: What about the Apple and
Pear Industry Bill?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. McPHARLIN: Industrial arbitration

legislation was discussed in Federal Par-
liament at the same time as the debate
in this Chamber. It was no coincidence.
We also saw intimidatory tactics used by
the T.W.U. to force People to Join the
unions. The people are fed up with tactics
of this type and with the legislation being
brought forward by the Labor Government.

We experienced a great deal of lost time
through industrial strikes. I have here
an article which appeared in The Sunday
Times of the 29th July. It is headed,
"Strikes cost $12 million wage losses", and
It commences as follows-

Australian workers lost more than
$12 million in wages through strikes
in the first four months of this year.

This is almost double the cost of
strikes for the same period in 1972.

Since the Federal Labor Government has
been in office, the amount of wages lost
through strikes has almost doubled. The
Government goes along with the wants
of the trade unionists. The trade union-
ists know this, and force their will on the
Government. and the Government agrees
to their terms.

Mr. Harman: Do You have the figures
for Western Australia?

Mr. McPHARLfl': Yes, I have the figures
for Western Australia.

Mr. Harman: What are the figures?

Mr. McPHARLTN: These figures come
from the Federal Statistician. They show
that a total of 37,600 working days were
lost in Western Australia for the first four
months of this year.

Point 01 Order
Mr. BATEMAN: On a point of order,

Mr. Speaker, I do not think the honourable
member Is speaking to the amendment.

Sir Charles Court: He is dealing with
the amendment I moved.

Mr. May: He has not said "now" once.

Sir Charles Court: He does not have
to say it.

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
must put forward reasons for wanting to
delete the word "now". I have been at-
tempting to follow his arguments as closely
as I can to see that he keeps to the amend-
ment and states his reasons for wishing
to delete the word.

Debate

(on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr. MePHARLIN: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.

In a matter as wide-ranging as this, it
is rather difficult to remain within a small
ambit. The reasons for this amendment
are rather substantial, and It is difficult to
adhere to a narrow line. However, I will
endeavour to do so. Mr. Speaker, you
apparently feel I have wandered from the
main course, but I will endeavour to get
back to it.

The figures quoted are as follows--
State Days Lost

Western Australia ........... 37.600
Victoria. ....... ............. 237,900
Queensland. ... ........... 57,700
South Australia.............. 38,200

The SPEAKER: I believe this is get-
ting away from the amendment.

Mr. MoPHARLIN: I am putting f or-
ward my reasons for supporting the
amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition this evening.

The Leader of the Opposition made other
Points. He mentioned the actions which
have been taken and courses suggested
in regard to education. By divers means
and by offering financial inducements, it
is possible that the control of education
may be taken away from the States and a
great deal more control given to Can-
berma.

A matter which has attracted con-
siderable attention from people in many
parts of the country is that of defence.

The SPEAKER: The honourable
member has five minutes.

Mr. McPHARLfI: We all hope that we
never have to take up arms again in
defence of our country.
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Point of Order
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: I rise on a point

of order, Mr. Speaker.
The SPEAKER: What is the point of

order?
Mr. A. Ri. TONKIN: The honourable

member on his feet is talking about de-
fence. This question surely should not
come before the House while we are speak-
ing about stopping supply for a State
Parliament.

Mr. Hutchinson: You didn't bear the
Speaker.

Mr. O'Neil: You didn't hear the
Speaker's previous ruling.

The SPEAKER: Order! I have to agree
with the member for Mirrabooka that de-
fence is not a matter which comes within
our Bill.

Debate
(on amendment to motion)

Resumed
Mr. McPHARLIN: I accept your ruling

Sir, and I simply say this is one matter
that concerns people very much indeed. I
believe that if an election were held in
this State now-

Mr. Mclver: You would lose Your seat.
Mr. MoPHARLIN: -the people would

vote in the way indicated at Balcatta
recently and the Government would be
changed.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Aren't You worried
that the Country Party would disappear?

Mr. McPHARLIN: There is no fear of
that. As a matter of fact the Country
Party is looking forward to winning several
more seats.

The SPEAKER: Order! I think the
member is getting away from the subject.

Mr. MePHARLIN: Yes, Sir, but as a
result of an interjection.

The SPEAKER: Ignore the inter-
jections.

Mr. McPHARLIN: I believe that if the
Government of this State took a strong
stand against centralism and combined
with other States which have nonsocialist
Governments and are not Prepared to take
what is being offered at the moment in
Canberra, the Federal Government would
not be able to implement the policies it
is advocating at present.

I feel sure that if we had an election
now we would see a change of Govern-
ment. I feel, as a result of the Balcatta
by-election, the Leader of the Opposition
Is justified in moving his amendment
seeking that the Bill be read a second
time not later than the 6th October.

Some comment was made about the
Legislative Council being unfair by not
passing Government legislation. I think

the Government should be thankful to
the Legislative Council for rejecting some
of the legislation presented to it.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: What has that to
do with the amendment?

Mr. McPHARLIN: I am saying that had
the Legislative Council not rejected some
of the legislation presented to it there
would have been a greater swing in Bal-
catta and the Government would not be in
office now.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I believe you should
be influenced by what is in the Bill. Ydu
have not mentioned the Bill yet.

Mr. O'Neil: Where have you been? We
are talking about the amendment.

Mr. McPHARLIN: I think the amend-
ment is justified. I am sue other speakers
will cover any points I may have missed,
and I hope you, Sir, will confine speakers
on both sides of the House to the amend-
ment, as you have confined me to it.

Mr. Hartrey: Hear, hear!
Mr. McPHARLIN: I think the member

for Boulder-Dundas is one you will have
to watch, Sir. I support the amendment.

MR. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) t9.13
p.m.]: I, too, rise to support the amend-
ment moved by my leader. I believe that
the word "now" should be deleted as a
result of the public swing against the
Government of this State. I think it is
quite obvious from what has occurred not
only in the last month but in the last 12
months that the public's confidence in the
Government has been completely shattered.
As a result of this our leader has quite
correctly moved to delete the word "now"
in an effort to have an election before the
6th October.

Many people might ask, "What are the
reasons?" They have not very far to look.
None of us, including you, Sir, would have
very far to look to find reasons why the
amendment should be passed. Since the
Government has been in office it has made
a complete mess of everything it has
touched. The Government is in a shambles
and does not know where it is headed.

Mr. T. D). Evans: Words, words, words.
Mr. O'CONNOR: Of course, the Premier-

elect can say that, but he will have to
wait a couple of weeks to find out.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are wrong again.
Mr. Thompson: He is the Leader of the

Opposition-elect.
Mr. T'. D. Evans: Wrong again!
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. O'CONNOR: It is quite obvious that
many People-and I struck this whilst
campaigning in Balcatta-are concerned
at the lack of enthusiasm and vigour of
the Government, and the fact that it has
allowed so many unions-mainly left wing
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unions--to go ahead and push people into
the ground. This is one of the reasons
that the people are not prepared to accept
the Government.

Mr. Jones: The poor old unions! You
can't leave them alone for five minutes.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I will not leave them
alone when they are attacking the public;
and they have been doing that with the
approval of the Government, which is why
the Government had such a poor showing
in Balcatta.

Mr. McIver: What about the centre half -
forward unions instead of the left wing
unions?

Mr. O'CONNOR: The honourable mem-
ber can go back to play In Northern and
leave this to us.

The people of Balcatta showed their dis-
pleasure in the ballot boxes, and have given
us ample reason to move this amendment.
As you know, Sir, some months ago we
had a by-election in Sunbury in which
intimidatory tactics were used. But the
Government was not prepared to do any-
thing about that. Also, promises made by
the Government have not been kept.

Mr. T. D. Evans: What promises? Name
them.

Mr. O'CONNOR: What about road
maintenance tax for a start?

Mr. Tr. D). Evans: The Legislative Coun-
cil threw the Bill out again.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Well bring it back
again.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Give us time.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I think this alone is

worthy of some mention seeing that the
Minister for Education-

Mr. T. D. Evans: Wrong again.
Mr. O'CONNOR:

that portfolio away
Mr. T. D. Evans:

are still wrong.

I am sorry; they took
from the Minister.

They did not. You

Mr. O'CONNOR: lies the Minister still
got the portfolio?

Mr. T. D. Evans: The man who errs.
Mr. Rushton: Musical chairs.
Mr. O'CONNOR: In Sunbury we saw the

unions using intimidatory tactics against
the public and the Government was not
Prepared to act. Since then the same in-
timidation and standover tactics have
been used on many occasions. When I was
canvassing in Balcatta many people who
had voted for the Labor Party indicated to
me that they were concerned to find that
the Government was not running the State
but was allowing left wing unions and com-
munists to run it.

Mr. Davies: I bet You stirred them.
Mr. O'CONNOR: The member for

mumble Jumble can continue in that f ash-
ion. I am speaking through you. Mr.

Speaker, and I hope you will give me the
Protection to which I am entitled.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'CONNOR: Now that You have

restored order, Mr. Speaker, I will con-
tinue. People in the Balcatta electorate
indicated to me that they do not want
unions or communists to run this State.
We witnessed incidents such as the stop-
work meeting of hospital employees-
which is relevant to this discussion-at
which we saw Mr. Joe Berinson, the Federal
Labor member for Perth, speaking together
with Mr. Jack Marks, a well-known com-
munist.

The SPEAKER: I cannot see how this is
connected with the deletion of the word
"'now",.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It certainly is because
It Is one of the reasons why the word
should be deleted.

Mr. Davies: Are you defying the
Speaker?

Mr. O'CONNOR: It Is one of the main
reasons for the amendment. On the same
Issue we saw The Hon. D. X. Dans, a Labor
member of the Legislative Council, on the
same Platform with Mr. Paddy Tray; not
Only that, but they were not telling the
truth.

Sir Charles Court: Also they did this
the week after the Balcatta by-election.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Oh, yes; they were not
Prepared to do It before the by-election.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'CONNOR: What was the subject

of the discussion? It was that the Legisla-
tive Council had voted against the work-
ers' compensation legislation and the Sick
Leave Hill.

Mr. Harman: It rejected the Sick Leave
Bill.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Did it reject the work-
ers' compensation Bill? The Minister
should look after his own portfolio instead
of looking after that of the Premier and
he would do a better Job.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Hie handled his legis-
lation well last night.

Mr. O'CONNOR: He made a botch of It,and the Attorney-General knows it. In
addition to that what else did they do?
They stated, 'To support the union's cam-
paign You must attend this meeting."
When we have this sort of thing is it any
wonder that the people of this State have
lost confidence in the Government? This
is true of even the members of the Young
Labor Party In this State-and I intend
to refer to the comments that party made
in en article that was delivered on the
Thursday prior to the Balcetta. by-election.
but which was not Published before the
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holding of the by-election because of the
damage it would have done to the Govern-
ment.

Mr. T. 1). Evans:
member apparently
Review.

The honourable
has read Nation

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am pleased to know
that the Attorney-General can also read.
I1 think our leader has given ample reason
for the deletion of the word "now". I am
one of those who support him whole-
heartedly in this move. Not only have I
lost confidence in this Government but
also most of the people in this State have
lost confidence in it and it is time the
Government showed courage by going to
the people if it thinks it can win at the
next election; but it knows it cannot. I
support the amendment and hope it will
be carried by this House.

MEL lUENSAROS (Floreat) [9.22 p.m.]:
My reason for supporting the amendment
is that I honestly wonder how this Gov-
ernment can come to the Parliament and
say it is representative of the people of the
whole of the electorate of Western Aus-
tralia and, with a clear conscience, ask
unconditionally for the supply of money
right now to continue its administration.
This very Government quite clearly has
lost the confidence of the electorate. It is
a Government which has a technical
majority of a magnificent 16 votes by sup-
porters of the Australia Party.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Tell us about the D.LI.
supporting the Liberal Party over many
years.

Mr. 0'Neil: How about you telling us
something; at least something!

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. MENSAROS: The Government in

fact knows that if it were to dare to go
to the people right now it would have such
a humiliating defeat it would be un-
precedented in the history of Western
Australia. However, this Government with
the magnificent majority of 16 votes cast
by supporters of the Australia Party has
not only lost the confidence of the people,
but it has also displayed an unbelievable
Incompetence during its term of office.

Mr. May: The Minister for Yunderup.
Mr. MENSAROS: The Leader of the Op-

position has already referred to the Gov-
ernment's mismanagement of Parliament.
We all recall, a few months ago, during the
dying days of the first period of this ses-
sion, the first instance so far as I know of
a sitting being suspended because the Gov-
ernment did not know which of the 40-odd
Orders and Notices of the Day to debate.

We experienced an occasion when the
Parliament was suspended for several days
because of the school holidays. We are also
going to have sittings suspended during

the time of the holding of the A.L.?. con-
ference. We have had unnecessarily early
starting times and the shuffling around of
sitting hours. This has all occurred de-
spite the fact that both Budgets introduced
by the Government were discussed on only
one day and over three days respectively.

In comparison the Brand Government
during nine of the 12 Years it was in
office held only one session of Parliament
a year with later starting times and It
was able, as any Government should, to
manage the affairs of Parliament without
any disruption and to introduce Just as
many Bills and certainly much more
beneficial legislation than this Govern-
ment has during Its term of office.

Mr. T. D. Evans: That statement does
not stand up to any test.

Mr. MENSAROS: We have seen during
the term of the present Government Bills
introduced, withdrawn, and then rein-
troduced. We have seen Bills that have
not been Properly drafted which has
resulted in amendments being moved im-
mediately following their introduction.
We can also recall numerous occa-
sions when Ministers, and even the
Premier himself, have had to apologise
for the errors In answers that have been
given to questions asked In this House;
not once or twice, but seven or eight
times.

Our reasons for supporting the amend-
ment to delete the word 'now", and there-
by denying unconditional supply to the
Government, hinges on this matter as
well. This Government has had Its fifth
reshuffle in 2j years. To my knowledge
the Brand Government during its last
six years of office did not have a single
reshuffle. From the point of view of the
personnel of its Ministry, as well as other
matters, It was a stable Government.

Another reason for the Leader of the
Opposition moving his amendment Is not
only because the people have lost con-
fidence in this Government but also
because they realise that it is inefficient
in managing the legislation brought to
Parliament, quite apart from its inefficient
administration In general. The Govern-
merit has bogged down In trying to please
its masters at the Trades Hall.

The Government has made many
announcements about the establishment
of new industries In this State, but not a
single large Industrial undertaking or
mining undertaking has been gemlerated
as a result of negotiations entered Into
by this Government with private organ-
isations. Fortunately some of the under-
takings continued to progress as a result
of negotiations entered Into by the pre-
vious Government.

After a decade of continuous progress
and development we now see complete
stagnation. The only credit this Govern-
ment can accept Is that for creating
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more and more departments, an Ombuds-
man, a Consumer Protection Council, and
the like. However, despite this overad-
ministration of the State It still has not
proved to be more efficient than the pre-
vious Government-it Is very much to the
contrary.

I can cite one example of the Inefficiency
of the Government's administration in my
electorate, and this Is one more reason
for our move to deny the Government un-
conditional supply. A young couple
applied to the State Housing Commission
for a flat at the beginning of July. As
members know, the State H-ousing Com-
mission has a Parliamentary liaison officer
whose job is to handle only matters raised
by various members of Parliament in the
Interests of their electorate, and to Inform
those members more expeditiously than
others who approach the commission.

I contacted the State Housing Com-
mission liaison officer soon after this
couple had lodged their application and I
received the reply that he c0ould not find
the relevant file. This went on until one
day the applicant was notified by tele-
gram-that was on the 18th July-that
he had been granted a flat at Wandana.
The day following that I still received
notification that it was questionable whe-
ther this young couple was entitled to a
fiat and whether, in fact, they would get
one. Today I received a, letter advising
me that the couple were already occupy-
ing the flat. If this is not inefficiency In
administration I do not know what is.

Mr. Davies: I suppose you will report
that officer to the Minister. This is the
fault of that officer. Surely you are not
blaming the Government.

Mr. O~eil. This Government does not
appear to be responsible for anything!

Mr. MdENSAROS: I always understood
that a Minister is responible for his ad-
ministration. However, the Minister for
Health thinks differently.

Mr. Davies: A Minister cannot person-
ally supervise several thousand employees.

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member is getting away a little from the
wording of the amendment.

Mr. MENSAROS: Getting back to the
inefficiency of the Government, we have
heard many promises it has made. What
are these promises when compared with
creating tens of thousands of jobs and
careers for many people who previously
were lost to the State? What are these
when compared with such achievements
as the building of towns, railways, har-
bours, and mining plants?

The Government has not only lost the
confidence of the people, it is not only
incompetent and inefficient, but-and this
is another reason for moving the amend-
inent-it also displays blatant favouritism.
The common slogan today is, "Jobs for the

boys". Yet Its endeavours do not satisfy
even Its masters at Trades Hall, which
was reported to be and still Is requesting
more nominations of good socialists to
various statutory boards.

Yet another reason for the amendment
for not granting unconditional supply to
the Government is the hyprocrisy of the
Government in respect of decentralisation.
The term "decentraisation" has become a
slogan with the Government; this is all
lip service, and has resulted in the re-
naming of departments, with no action be-
ing taken.

When a concrete suggestion came from
the Leader of the Opposition to aid de-
centralisation by the lifting of the payroll
taxes in certain country areas, the answer
of the Premier was a straightout "No".
The paramount reason as to why this Gov-
ernment ought not to be granted uncon-
ditional supply, and why it ought to go
to the people before supply is ranted, is
that it has let down and betrayed the
State of Western Australia.

Like every other Government of this
State the present Government was elected
and was charged with looking after the
interests of the State; with being a care-
taker and trustee of the affairs of Western
Australia; with looking after the constitu-
tional rights and powers, and with exer-
cising the State's constitutional powers.
Indeed, every single Minister has taken
an oath on this.

However, the Government has not done
any of those things. instead it has meekly
submitted to the power-hungry Canberra
Government. It either has, or is in the
process of voluntarily-indeed eagerly-
abdicating the legislative and administra-
tive powers of the State. Can, or does
the Government claim that it has a man-
date for doing so? Does it have a man-
date for transferring the constitutional
rights of the State to a central Govern-
ment, the representatives of which were
soundly defeated in this State at the last
Federal election in December, 1972?

When we challenged the present Gov-
ernment in almost every speech made by
the Opposition, and by way of a formal
motion, it tried to skirt the issue. It said
that no intrusion of State rights had as
yet occurred. It said that there were only
announcements, but no action as yet from
Canberra.

Virtually there are signs day after
day-I have a great number of newspaper
cuttings to support this-which not only
show the danger but reveal the facts of
the diminishing powers of the State, either
with the aproval of the Government or
with its consent by its silence. Very little
protest is made, and if there is any it Is
made with tongue in cheek.

Mr. Bickerton: That is the position now?
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Mr. MENSAROS: That is the situation
now. If the Chair will allow me I can go
through many newspaper cuttings for the
past four months to indicate this.

Mr. Bickerton: You would not get very
far if I were the Speaker.

Mr. O'Neil: The Speaker gave a ruling
while the Minister was out of the Chamber.

Mr. MENSAROS: Day after day we see
signs that the rights of the States are be-
ing diminished by the Government in Can-
berra which claims to be the Australian
Government. It appears to be a waste of
time and money for the Government In
Canberra to alter the heading on its sta-
tionery, because it should wait until the
time when It calls itself A.U.S.S.R. I

Mr. T. D). Evans* Get back to Hungary!
Mr. Bryce: Wave your swastika!I

Mr. MENSAROS: My main reason for
supporting the amendment which proposes
not to grant unconditional supply to the
Government is that I challenge the Gov-
ernment not to sidetrack this all-important
issue-the existence of our State. I chat-
lenge the Government to say here and now
whether it Is in favour of diminishing and
ultimately abrogating the constitutional
rights and powers of the State. If it Is It
should say so; but if it Is not it should
also say so clearly and loudly so that all
the electorate will understand and know
its attitude. That Is the main reason we
are supporting the amendment. We are
quite justified In saying this to the Gov-
ernment:

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
has another five minutes.

Mr. MENSAROS: We are justified in
saying, "What you are doing now is to do
away with the State of Western Australia,
the affairs of which you are charged To;
conduct. This cannot be regarded by any
stretch of the imagination as being an-
other mandate. Therefore if you do this
You ought to go to the people and ask
whether they want that." There could not
be any fairer request to the Government.

If the Government still Pays lip service
to democracy then the only course open to
It Is to do what I have Proposed, because
it knows it is bound by its party policy to
adopt the course I have mentioned. For
that reason the Government must ask the
People whether or not they accept its
course of action, If It claims to be demo-
cratic. That is my reason for supporting
the amendment.

mR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)
t9.37 p.m.): I am not disposed to devote
much time to dealing with this amend-
ment. When I deal with arguments
against the passage of the Supply Bill I
shall have much to say in answer to what

I have regarded as being the weakest
speech In support of an amendment to
delay supply that I have ever heard.

Goverrnent members: Hear, hear!
Mr. J. T. TONKINq: The arguments that

have been raised are completely without
substance. However, I want to make a
few points clear. The Government Is in
no mood to bargain with the Opposition
about the passing of supply. The oppo-
sition can attempt to withhold supply and
defeat the Bill If it wishes.

This Government was returned to office
under the Constitution with the right to
govern, whilst it retained its majority, for
a period of three years; and the Govern-
ment has retained its majority. So, under
the Constitution we have a perfect right
to run our full term; and that is what we
propose to do unless the Legislative Coun-
cil takes the step of withholding supply
for an Indefinite period. It has been
Indicated that there Is precedent for with-
holding supply. There is, but only one
In the history of this Commonwealth.

Sir Charles Court: One is enough.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That was an occa-

sion when a Labor Government was In
office and there was a Council dominated
by Liberal members. Of course, It is so
easy when one's opponents are In control
in the Legislative Council for supply to
be withheld from a Labor Government;
but can anyone Imagine there would ever
be an occasion, irrespective of the result
of any by-election, when a Liberal con-
trolled Council would withhold supply from
a Liberal Government In office, and so
force it to go to the people?

Mr. T. D. Evans: Of course not.
Mr. May: Never!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Of course It would

never happen.
Mr. May: A very good point.
Sir Charles Court: If there were a Labor

majority it would niot hesitate for 10
seconds.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: It is a remarkable
thing, is it not, that having regard for all
the years there have been State Govern-
ments in office the Leader of the Opposi-
tion can point to only one occasion on
which supply was withheld for the pur-
pose of forcing an election?

Sir Charles Court: That is enough.
Mr. J. T. TONIflq: One occasion only

in all those years having regard for all
the Governments in office.

Sir Charles Court: One Is enough. It
Just shows how responsible Councils have
been.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Yes. It shows how
responsible they are when a Labor Govern-
ment Is In office in the Assembly and the
Liberals have control In the Council.
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Several members interjected. Mr. O'Neil: You name an election date

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir Charles Court: Look at the debacle

of the Labor Party after that election.
Mr. T'. D. Evans: What about listening?
Sir Charles Court: It was for the people,

not the Legislative Council, to decide.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The reason was that
the big financial institutions-

Sir Charles Court: Here we go again!
The same old tune.

Mr..J. T. TONK.IN: -and I know what
I am talking about-

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -because the banks
themselves-and I have it on the word of
one of the biggest Australian banks-put
in £250,000, the then currency-

Sir Charles Court: But that had nothing
to do with the Victorian election.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -to defeat the
Government, and that action was taken
because the propaganda was such at the
time-

Sir Charles Court: Two years after-
wards.

Mr. J. T'. TONKIN: -that they wanted
to prevent the Government in the Com-
monwealth Parliament from nationalising
the banks.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: There was so much

fear and hysteria that it was no wonder
the Labor Government-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -could not survive.

Sir Charles Court: What you are talking
about has nothing to do with the Cain
Government's fall.

The SPEAKER: Order!£
Mr. Bickerton: Who nationalised them

af terwards?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir Charles Court: Chifley.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: In case the Parlia-
ment withholds supply, I wish to emphasse
the result so that it will be Properly under-
stood. Members of Parliament will draw
their salary. The withholding of supply
does not Prevent that: but the Government
would not be able to pay any of its debts.
It would not be able to pay the school
teachers, the police, or the nurses. That
would be the effect if supply were with-
held.

and that will not happen.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am not naming

any election date.
Mr. O'Nell: Squib.
Sir Charles Court: It is right back on

your plate.
Mr. O'Connor: It is your responsibility.
Sir Charles Court: It comes right back

onto Your plate.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am telling the
Leader of the Opposition-

Mr. O'Neil: It will be your responsibility,
not ours.

Mr. 3. T. TONKIN: -that the Govern-
ment Is in no mood to bargain and we
have no intention whatever-

Sir Charles Court: We did not expect
you to on the first try.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: -of naming an
election date.

Sir Charles Court: We do not give up
so easily. The public want it.

Mr. May: You go ahead then.
Mr. J7. T. TONKIN4: Let the Opposition

go ahead and do its worst. Let it defeat
the Bill.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!I
Sir Charles Court: We are trying to do

so tonight, with a condition.
Mr. Bickerton: Vote against the Bill.
Mr. May: Defeat the Bill and if You do

so you will have the election.
Sir Charles Court: What if the Bill is

defeated in this House?
Mr. J. T. TONKINq: It has no hope of

being defeated in this House.
Mr. O'Neil: Unless one of your members

abstains from voting or comes across here.
But what would you do if the Assembly
defeated the Supply Bill? You must resign.

Mr. J. T. TONKINq: Members opposite
must know I never speculate.

Mr. O'Neil: What does it matter where
It is defeated except that it is defeated in
the Parliament?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I am not arguing
any supposititious case.

Sir Charles Court: I think the Speaker
ruled that word out.

Mr. J. T'.
Opposition
House is to
to pairs.

TONKIN: The only way the
can defeat the Bill in this
break its obligation in regard

Mr. O'Neil: Not necessarily. There are
two other ways. One of Your members
could cross the floor or could be absent
unbeknown to us.
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Mr. May:- One of your members might
come over here.

Mr. O'Neil: That would not defeat
supply.

Mr. May: One of the Country Party
members might come over here.

Mr. O'Neil: It does, not mean a breach
of contract to defeat It in this House and
you know it.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T. TONIN*I I am endeavouring

to state the position as I believe it exists,
and that is that the Supply Bill will not
be defeated in this House.

Mr. O'Connor: You hope.
Mr. O'Neil: Caucus has decided.
Mr. Bickerton: You have decided.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: But if the Opposi-

tion wants to take the responsibility of
Preventing the Government from paying
its financial debts and paying the teachers,
Pollee, and nurses, all right.. Let it take
that responsibility.

Mr. O'Connor: It Is your responsibility.
Sir Charles Court:, It is yours, not the

Opposition's.
Mr. J. T. TONKI: In taking that re-

sponsibility, if it is so keen on an election.
the Opposition will get an election Just as
early as is Provided for in this amendment.
There is no need to bargain with us.

Sir Charles Court: The responsibility is
on you.

Mr. J. T. TONKI: All the Opposition
must do Is defeat the Bill.

Mr. May: That is what you would like
to do.

Sir Charles Court: Not at all.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That is it.
Sir Charles Court: You know what hap-

pened in Victoria.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Opposition wants

an elect! on on the 6th October.
Mr. O'Neil: Before that date.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That is not possible

because under the legislation certain re-
quirements must be met.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Someone hasn't done
his homework.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That is why the

opposition selected this date because it
could not select an earlier one.

Sir Charles Court: I am advised It could
be a week earlier, but I will not argue.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'Neil* The 8th will do.
'The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. J. T. TONKflEl: The position Is that
if the Opposition is so keen on an election
on that date all it has to do Is to defeat
the Supply Bill.

Sir Charles Court: That is what we are
trying to do tonight.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Oh no the Opposition
is not.

Sir Charles Court: Yes we are.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The Opposition

considers we are a lot of cravens on this
side and we are going to bargain.

Sir Charles Court: You are cravens be-
cause you vote as You are told.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: We have not the
slightest intention of bargaining, and if
the Opposition wants to deprive the civil
servants of their wages and salaries that
will be on its head and not ours.

Sir Charles Court: Yours.
Mr. O'Ncil: Who is using fear tactics

now? It is aL sham. They would not be
unpaid. You would not let them be un-
paid. If you admit you would, you are
not the man I thought you were.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. 0'Neil: If you admit that you are

not the man-
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Did the Deputy

Leader of the Opposition say something?
Mr. O'Neil: I asked a question.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN. Did he?
Mr. O'Neil: I said you would not per-

mit them to be unpaid and that if you
would you are not the man I thought
you were.

Mr. J. T. TONKCIN: How on earth can I
pay them if the Opposition does not give
me the money to do it?

Mr. O'Neil: By having an election which
the people demand.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Rubbish!
Mr. O'Neil. The Premier is crying for

mercy.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: If anyone will swal-

low that poppycock he will swallow any-
thing.

Sir Charles Court: All Cain's people were
paid because after the Bill was-

Mr. J. T. TONKCIN: I have introduced a
Bill for the purpose of ensuring that these
people will be paid in accordance with the
Constitution.

Mr. Bickerton: That's the point.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That Is the Govern-

ment's intention.
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Sir Charles Court:. But both Houses of
Parliament still control the finances.

Mr, J. T. TONKIN: To ensure that the
people are paid we are taking the nec-
essary steps and in justification we are
saying that in this Chamber the Govern-
ment is in the majority and therefore re-
tains the right to govern-and let that
sink in.

Sir Charles Court: Parliament deter-
mines whether you have the money to do
It, and not this Chamber.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: If the situation were
that we had lost our majority it would be
an entirely different matter.

Sir Charles Court: Don't you think you
should thank the Opposition for allowing
a pair for one of your members who Is
ambulatory despite the fact that when
your party was in opposition you made
the then Government bring a man in an
injured condition from Albany? Your
Minister could be here but we have given
him a pair, so don't say anything against
us.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. T. D. Evans: What about the mem-

ber for Stirling?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: What that has to do
with the amendment, I do not know.

Sir Charles Court: It has a lot to do
with what you-

Mr. T1. D. Evans: Right now I am paired
with a member of the Opposition.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: What I am saying
now-and I will repeat it-is that this
Government has not lost its majority and
therefore under the Constitution it has a
perfect right to govern for the term for
which it was elected.

Sir Charles Court: It has lost the con-
fidence of the people though.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: In pursuance of its
right it has introduced a Bill to enable it
to pay the salaries of those to whommoney is due and will be due, and if it
is not in a position to do that It will be
because of action taken by the opposition.

Mr. Bickerton: Hear, hear!

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I will not waste any
more time. I make it perfectly clear that
we will not enter into any arrangement at
all and if the Opposition wants to force an
election then let it defeat the Bill.

Government Members: Hear, hear I

MR. W. A. MANNING (Narrogin) [9.51
p.m.]J: I rise to support the amendment
which Is, of course, a censure motion on
the Present Government. The idea behind
the amendment is to allow the provision
of supply provided the Government agrees
to an election by a. certain date.

I regard this motion as the most serious
upon which I have ever spoken. However,
judging by what has occurred during this
debate, and the interjections from the
Government side of the House, It is quite
evident that the present Government does
not take the governing of this country
seriously, When I first came to this House
there was a certain member on the other
side 'who took great delight in referring
to interjections from the Opposition as
being "inane". Many of the interjections
tonight by Labor members have been inane
or ill-conceived and they tend to show
that the members on the Government side
have little regard for matters which are
most important to the State.

The Premier has said that he has a right
to govern. He has the right to govern by
one vote representing one electorate, and
we accept that.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The member for
Narrogin Is not being gracious; the
opposition had to accept it. He is pre-
senting himself as being gracious but he
had to accept the situation, as we had to
accept It In 1959.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: We have very
recently had an indication of what the
electors of Western Australia think of the
Government. Of course, I refer to the
Balcatta. by-election. Although the Prem-
ier claims that he has a right to govern.
the electors have said it Is time the Gov-
ernment gave up.

Mr. May: The electors from where?
Sir Charles Court: The electors of the

State and the electors of Balcatta.
Mr. W. A. MANNING: The attitude of

the Government shows a lack of under-
standing of the thinking In the community
today.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Can the member for
Narrogin tell us how many electors?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir Charles Court: Nineteen thousand

odd.
Mr. W. A. MANNING: The Opposition

is taking this action because the present
Government cannot accept Its responsibil-
ity. It Is gradually selling this great
State down the drain: there is no doubt
about that. I said "selling" but to be more
accurate, the present Government is
"giving" the State away to the Eastern
States. It seems that local government is
to be given away and placed under the
control of the Federal Government.

Mr. Davies: Local government has sup-
ported the move. A total of 117 organ-
isations are quite happy. That appears in
tonight's paper.
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Mr. W. A. MANNING: If local govern-
ments supported the move they do not
know what Is involved.

Mr. Davies: Is the member for Narrogin
saying that 117 organisations are wrong?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: The Government
has accepted the idea that the Federal
Government should take control of our
railways. It is also willing to ace~pt money
from the Federal Government for urban
transport development, with the proviso
that the Federal Government has a say in
management.

Mr. H*. D. Evans: When did the Federal
Liberal Government give anything to the
State without strings attached?

Mr. W. A. MANNING: It seems that
under the present Government we are giv-
ing away all that we previously had. All
control seems to be going to Canberra. I
do not intend to take up much time debat-
Ing this matter.

Mr. T. D). Evans: Hear, hear!
Mr. W. A. MANNING: I know that mem-

bers opposite would like to finish the
debate quickly. However, they have had
21 years during which to make a mess of
the State so surely I can have 10 minutes
or so to sum up what has occurred.

Mr. Bickerton: Your Government had
12 years during which to make a mess of
the State.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: Last October I
noticed a newspaper headline which
pointed out that not much was left which
could be hit with a price rise. The Govern-
ment has raised its charges everywhere and
in every department, Prices have doubled
and trebled on small items and large
items.

Mr. Davies: That Is exactly what the
previous Government did during its term.

Mr- W. A. MANNING: I ask: What has
the Premier done to reduce taxation? All
charges have been increased, including el-
ectricity charges.

Mr. Davies: What about rail freights?
Mr. Bickerton: What about superphos-

Phate?
Mr. W. A. MANNING: Instead of reduc-

ing charges for electricity the Government
Increased the metropolitan rate to make it
equal to the country rate, and so by sub-
terfuge the rates became equal.

Mr. Davies: That is quite wrong.
Mr. W. A. MANNING: That was an in-

crease of 21 Per cent, in the metropolitan
area.

Mr. T1. D. Evans: I can see Your tears!
Mr. May: The member for Narrogin is

worried about the freight charges on
chickens going to Narrogin.

Mr. W. A. MANNING: I have to worry
about my electorate.

Mr. May: Would You like to see rail
freights increased?

Mr. Bickerton: The increases have not
affected the member for Narrogin.

Mr. W. A. MANNINlG: There are so
many other things which this Government
has done, or not done. It was to reduce
probate duty.

Mr. Bickerton: Are you getting worried?
Mr. T. D. Evans: He is getting old.
Mr. W. A. MANNING: I do not think

anybody worries about probate duty on his
own estate, because he does not pay it. The
Government was to subsidise homes built
by the State Housing Commission, and was
to provide housing for pensioners. Cer-
tainly housing for pensioners has not been
provided in my electorate.

Mr. Bickerton: Now You are getting wor-
ried.

Mr. Mclver: What about the farners at
Narrogin?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. W. A. MANNING: I wish the Min-

ister for Housing would have regard for
the seriousness of the situation. I1 do not
think he is speaking seriously.

The present Government is not a real
Government, and that Is the cause of the
trouble. It does not do what it considers
to be right, but what it is told to do by a
body not elected by the People. That is the
whole basis of the trouble. There are Min-
isters on the Government side of the
House and, no doubt, some members too.
who have to do what they are told. As a
result, we are governed from the other side
of Australia-by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernmenk-and our Ministers are told what
to do. A Government cannot succeed under
those circumstances.

I regard this motion seriously because
we have to assess a Government which has
not completed its three-year term.

Mr. Mclver: It will be back.
Mr. W. A. MANNING: We consider that

the Government should take the matter to
the electors and let them decide. If the
Government feels confident then the
Premier should accept the amendment and
face the electors.

MR. B. L. YOUNG (Wembley) [9.55
p.m.]: The attitude at present being
adopted by the Government towards one
of the most important amendments which
could possibly come before the House is
absolutely incredible.

Mr. Mclver: In your view.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG

the Government-tb
ridicule-is illogical
hysteria. When one
ment, and considers

:The reaction from
e laughter and the

and bordering on
looks at the amend-
the speech made by
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the Premier-and also considers the inter- Mr. Hutchinson: We must give our
jections from the Government side-one
will see that what I have said becomes
even clearer.

In answer to what the Premier has said,
it is a waste of time talking about the
Legislative Council. We are in the Legisla-
tive Assembly and we are debating an
amendment which is now before the Chair.
The Premier, who is so fond of question-
ing whether a speaker is on the right track,
spent his time debating whether something
may or may not happen in the Legislative
Council.

Mr. May: The member for Wembley
could have got up.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The Premier was fast
to his feet and, in any event, I am on my
feet now.

Mr. May: It is all very well now. You
had the right to get up then.

Sir Charles Court: It suits us fine to
know what the Premier said.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The amendment is
to delete the word "now" from the
motion-

That the Hill be now read a second
time.

And to add the words-
after the Government has given
the necessary undertakings to the sat-
isfaction of the Parliament to ensure
that a State General Election will be
held on or before October 6, 1973.

This means "here"! The undertaking is in
respect of this Chamber. It was totally
unreasonable for the Premier to start talk-
ing about what may happen in another
Place because of that amendment. The
Leader of the Opposition has called on an
uninspired, incompetent, and unpopular
Government to go to the people.

The SPEAKER: Order! I Point out to
the honourable member that the only
motion before the House is the deletion of
the word "now". The honrourable member
cannot forecast future words.

Mr. R. L~. YOUNG: I realise that, but if
we were not to forecast we could not speak
at all.

Point of Order
Sir CHARLES COURT: I would like to

clarify the situation. I understood we were
expected to give reasons.

The SPEAKER: For the deletion of the
word "now".

Sir CHARLES COURT: Therefore, we
must foreshadow what is to come. I
thought that you, Sir, had ruled that way
earlier.

Mr. McIver! Repetition!
The SPEAKER: The words to be added

are not before the House.

reasons.
Mr. May: The Opposition is in dis-

array

Debate (an amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: It is obvious we
cannot discuss the deletion of the word
"now" in Isolation. We must consider
what may be subsequently inserted when
discussing the deletion of the word "now".
It is senseless to talk about a three-letter
word in Isolation.

Mr. May: It would be more exciting.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: We must now start
talking about the reasons which caused
the Leader of the Opposition to move for
the deletion of the word "now". The
Leader of the Opposition spent a long
time explaining his reasons to the House.
He will be calling-and has, during the
speech he has already made--on the Gov-
ernent to set an election date. It is not
the first time that an Opposition has
called on an uninspired, incompetent, and
unpopular Government to do that. The
only task before the Government Is to try
to Justify to the Opposition why the word
"now" should be retained in the motion
to avoid our adding other words at a later
time.

Mr. Bickerton: When?
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The Government

should justify to the Opposition and per-
haps to its own members why the word
"now" should be retained. The Govern-
ment must start to Prove that charges
made during this debate are unreasonable.
The Premier has not done this. He spoke
about what might happen In another place
where there is a different set of people.
The Premier did not spend any time ex-
plaining why charges made from this side
of the House are unreasonable.

Mr. Bickerton: What charges?
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: There will be many

more later.
Mr. Bickerton: All the Premier has done

is to bring a Bill before the House for
supply.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: This evening the
Minister for Housing has made a greater
volume of verbal contribution from his
seat than has any member on his feet.

Mr. Bickerton: Do you not think It has
improved matters?

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I wonder whether
the minister wants a frank answer.

Mr. Bickerton: Not "in your opinion".
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Not "in my opinion".
Mr. Bickerton: I will try to help the

honourable member.
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Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I will give only a
few examples but many more will be given
during the course of the debate tonight.
Firstly, let us look back at the time when
the present Government was elected on
a handful of votes in Mirrabooka.

Mr. Bickerton: That has happened be-
fore.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The present Gov-
ernent made totally unreasonable pro-
mises at the time to acquire that handful
of votes.

Mr. Mclver: What about your mob in
Sunbury!

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: At the time, the
present Government knew the promnises
were unreasonable or, if it did not know,
It was careless in making them. These will
be gone into at great depth.

Mr. Mclver: By us, tool
Mr. O'Neil: That will be a change!
Mr. Mcover: We are still here.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The Government

was elected on a handful of votes in one
electorate on the basis of totally unreason-
able promises which could not be kept.
The Government of the day-the present
Opposition-knew that they could not be
kept. They have not been kept and will
not be.

Mr. T. 1). Evans: Wait and see!
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I now come to my

second point which is the scandal of the
Trades Hall building. If ever a Govern-
ment deserves to be castigated it is on
this point. I do not think the Press came
anywhere near covering it to the extent
it should have done. One of the greatest
scandals in the history of this State is
the virtual theft of the taxpayers' money
in regard to the erection of the Trades
Hall building and the use of State moneys
from beginning to end. The ultimate In-
come from that building will go into the
State A.LP. coffers.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Not ic!
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I said that State

money will be used from go to whoa.
Mr. T. D. Evans: You said that State

money has been spent. Not lc has been
spent.

Mr. O'Neil: That is another reason for
stopping supply so that you cannot spend
any.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I will explain to the
Attorney-General In case he does not know
about the income from this building. I
understand the Public Health Department
will be paying the great bulk of the rent
in that building. It will therefore form a
profit to Trades Hall Incorporated.

Mr. TI. D. Evans: I believe the Medical
Department is in the throes of paying
money to the Liberal Party.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Is that not State
money? The money to erect the building
will be guaranteed by the State.

Mr. Mclver: No money will be paid out.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: I do not have the
Papers before me and I am open to cor-
rection from the other side of the Howse,
but my understanding is that the moneys
used to finance the construction of the
building will be superannuation moneys
paid via the Rural and Industries Bank.

Mr. O'Neil: That is right.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: is that not the case?
Mr. O'Neil: That is right. The Govern-

ment would not know.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: If it

State finances when there
guarantee from go to whoa I
what is.

is not using
is a State

do not know

Mr. T. D. Evans: You do not know!
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The Attorney-Gen-

eral did not correct mec when he had the
opportunity.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I am now.
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: The plain fact of

the matter is that charges made by the
opposition last year in a debate on this
matter were never answered. During the
course of the debate the Minister for
Works was foolish enough to suggest that
a good feasibility study had been under-
taken and that the site was a marvellous
one. I called on him for the document
and he came over a few days later and said,
"There is the document" but he then
walked away.

Mr. Mclver: What has this to do with
the amendment?

Mr. O'Neil: The member for Wembley is
giving reasons.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: We cannot delete the
word "now" without giving reasons for
inserting other words. As I have said, the
Minister for Works walked away. I never
saw the feasibility study.

The site Is a hopeless one for anyone to
develop. At this point of the State's his-
tory it is obviously hopeless. If It were
not jacked up by State finances the build-
ing would not get off the ground. The
Government knows this and the electors
know it. It is Pure theft.

Mr. Mclver: It could be that the Liberal
Party may rent some of the offices. We
may rent some of ours to you.

Mr. O'Neil: The lease arrangements have
been concluded.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: These are charges
which should be answered in regard to this
amendment. I bet they will not be.

Mr. Jones: There is nothing to answer
yet.
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Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: Constant price rises Chamber. If we go to the people, it will be
have occurred despite the fact that un-
reasonable promises were made in the be-
ginning when the Government was elected
on a handful of votes. The price rises
have been constant from the day the Gov-
ernment was elected and they apply to
every field and to every department, across
the board. It has been admitted that the
Companies Office, for instance, earned
about twice as much in fees-and always
did, I admit-as it cost to administer the
department. Yet, those fees were almost
doubled. There have been insidious price
rises which the average member of the
public could not see. As I have said, these
have been right across the board from the
day the Government was elected.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Tell us about the
Budget deficit that we inherited.

Mr. ft. L. YOUNG: I can assure the
Attorney-General that this will be the
subject of what I will discuss when we
delete the word "now" and are talking to
the next part.

Mr. Bickerton: "When you delete it"
did you say?

Mr. ft. L. YOUNG: Perhaps I should
have said when we are debating the Supply
Bill. We have seen uninspired and, some-
times, frightening administration by some
Ministers. If members cast their minds
back to the debate on the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office Bill they will recall
that the Minister for Works made charges
that the directors of huge mutual life
assurance companies in this country were
feathering their own nests. He said that
investments made by mutual societies were
being used by the directors to feather
their own nests. Can members Imagine
how that statement affected the directors
of the huge mutual life assurance societies
which can-and do-invest tremendous
sums of money in this State by way of
large projects which develop the State? Can
anyone Imagine them flocking over to
spend hundreds of millions of dollars in
Investments In a State, the Government
of which Includes a Minister who has
accused the directors of using mutual
funds to feather their own nests? If that
is not uninspiring and frightening. I do
not know what is. That will not be answered
by members on the other side of the
House.

Mr. Jones: Why not extend the
franchise?

Mr. ft. L. YOUNG: The most important
fact of all is that if the Goverrnent
answers the call from this side of the
House, instead of making weak Inter-
jeetlons, when we go to the polls we will
win. Everyone in the State knows what
the election figures were. The people are
uninspired by the present Government and
are anxious to get rid of it-that is, all
except a few people, 26 of them, In this

a resounding victory for this side and
Western Australia will be one more State
to line up against what can only be de-
scribed as one of the most relentless
onrushes of centralism we have ever seen.
I have said in this place that parties of
both Political colours have from time to
te shown tendencies towards centralism

but they have never rushed at It as the
Present Federal Government is doing.

Mr. flartrey: What about 1928? They
rushed that financial agreement through.
I was In It. I know all about It.

Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: I said there are
plenty of examples of such a tendency but
I am referring to an absolute onslaught
on every single Issue. The urgency Is un-
believable and frightening. Everyone in
the country is frightened. This is a threat
to the nation. With one more nonsoclalist
State to line up against the centralist Gov-
ernment we have a chance; without it we
have no chance at all.

When the attack from within takes
place in this country-I am not talking
about what some other people in this place
have said-it will take Place from Can-
berra under the present Commonwealth
Government. I am not ashamed to call it
a Commonwealth Government. Then the
People on the other side of the House will
have to ask themselves which was the
Party and who were the Quislings who
enabled the Commonwealth Government
to get away with it. If we go to the
people as soon as possible-and that is
what the amendment is all about-we will
have one more State to line up against
them. That is what we are debating here.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are debating the
deletion of the word "now".

Mr. Rt. L. YOUNG: We cannot do that
without debating the issues that lie be-
hind it. It is only a matter of procedure
that we are debating the deletion of the
word "now". We cannot move on to the
facts until we have got rid of the bit in
between.

Mr. Bickerton: You will have another
go later on In the debate on the Supply
Bill?

Mr. ft. L. YOUNG: My word!

Point of order
Mr. BICKERTON: In that case I will

rise on a point of order.
The SPEAKER: What is the point of

order?
Mr. BICKERTON: I do not believe at

any time during my parliamentary his-
tory I have ever stifled a debate.

Mr. O'Neil: Do not apologise. Give us
the Point of order.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Let him make his
point.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr. BICKERTON: Before us is an
amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition, which, if I may refresh the
memory of the House, reads-

Mr. Hutchinson: Is this a point of
order?

The SPEAKER: What is the point of
order?

Mr. O'Neil: We cannot argue the point
of order until you make it.

Mr. R. L. Young: And I cannot-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. BICKERTON: I cannot submit my

point of order until such time as I have
read what is before us.

Mr. Hutchinson: We all know that.

Mr. BICKERTON: An amendment has
been moved for the deletion of the word
'now -

The SPEAKER: That is the motion
before the House.

Mr. BICKERTON: -with a view to add-
ing-

The SPEAKER: No.
Mr. O'Neil: Nothing else.

Mr. BICKERTON:
us is that the word
that the amendment
added.

The motion before
'now"~ be deleted so
foreshadowed can be

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister
has made his point. He will be seated. It
is a very difficult proposition to delete
any one word, as the Minister and other
members well know. Perhaps I have been
too lenient in this debate.

Mr. ONel: I do not think so.
Mr. Cook: I'll say!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. 1. W. Manning: Chuck him out.

The SPEAKER: I
the moment. I will
In fact, I will name
member for Wellingtoi

am on my feet at
have you put out!
you. I name the

Suspension of Member
Mr. T. D. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I

believe that accordingly I must move-
That the member for Wellington be

suspended from the service of the
House.

Points of Order
Sir CHARLES COURT: On a Point

of order, to the best of my knowledge,
Mr. Speaker, You did not name the mem-
ber. You said, "I1 name the member", but
you did not say, "I name the member; for
Wellington."

Mr. T. D. Evans: He did.
Sir CHARLES COURT: We would like

to know why he was named, Sir. I do
not think it was offensive.

The SPEAKER: The reason I named
the member for Wellington is that while
I was on my feet he kept interjecting. I
asked him to keep quiet and he inter-
jected.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Could we have the
word the member used, please?

The SPEAKER: As a matter of fact,
I could not give You the exact words.

Sir CHARLES COURT: On a point of
order, I would like to know on what auth-
ority the Minister will move for the sus-
pension of the member for Wellington.
He has no right to move that, anyhow,
because you, Mr. Speaker, did not name
the member for Wellington, the member
for Nedlands, or anyone else.

Mr. T. D. Evans: He named the mem-
ber for Wellington.

Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Mr. Speaker, do I
take it that I may continue with my
speech?

The SPEAKER: To save any further
trouble, I will withdraw what I said.

Debate
(on amendment to motion)

Resumed
Mr. R. L. YOUNG: Mr. Speaker, I did

not Intend to speak for longer than a
few seconds more when the Minister rose.
In fact, I had finished, but I will say it
was quite interesting to see that the Min-
ister, in attempting to demonstrate that I
was not speaking to the motion, was hoist
with his own petard.

I think I have made it clear enough
that the Government has to state why the
word should not be deleted. No reasons
have been given from the other side of the
House. It is incumbent upon the Govern-
ment to give us reasons for not deleting
the word.

5M HUTCHINSON (Cottesloe) [10.18
p.m.]: I support the amendment to
delete the word "now". I support it for
several reasons, the main one being that,
as the member for Cottesloe and a mem-
ber of the Opposition, I would like to
precipitate a general election in the State
of Western Australia. The amendment is
the means by which we can do that. The
chances of being able to do that in this
House are not very great but, as a pre-
vious speaker said, something could
happen.

There are many reasons why an elec-
tion should be precipitated. Perhaps the
event which most of all brought this
matter to the fore was the result of the
Balcatta by-election, which was a surprise
to many people. But as the pre-election
period wore on it became Increasingly
apparent to those who were canvassing
that the feeling of the People had turned
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against the Government and that they
would like an election. This was said to
me on a number of occasions, and in dis-
cussions with colleagues and other can-
vassers outside the parliamentary sphere
we learnt that the people would like the
Government to face an election because
they feared the consequences of continued
Labor government in this State, in con-
junction with a Commonwealth Labor
Government in Canberra.

Those two features made a story which
they did not like at all in the political

-sense. So, Sir, the method that we are
adopting is a time-honoured one. For these
reasons I am supporting the amendment at
the present time. I have said that the re-
suits of the Balcatta by-election have given
a strong indication that the people desire
an early general election.

Mr. Mclver: You know you did not win
the Baleatta by-election.

Sir Charles Court: Uncomfortably close
for your liking!

Mr. O'Nell: You would not be arguing
if we bad-you would be over here.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Mclver: You did not win it.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: Of course, the hon-

ourable member who interjected is quite
right, although he was most disorderly.

Mr. Jones: If East Fremantle wins by a
point you Will be happy.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: A nunber of other
reasons have already been given by var-
ious speakers.

Mr. Moiler: They would want to be
better than the ones you have Just been
putting forward.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: The economic situ-
ation of the country at the present time-

Mr. Bickerton: That is "now".
Mr. Moiler:, At this point of time.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: -and I again men-

tion inflation-
Mr. Bickerton: It is really "now"
Mr. Hartrey: "Now" you are speaking on

the subject under discussion for the first
time.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I am surprised that
the honourable member on the back bench
has tried to help me out. Perhaps he tried
to put me off my stride because I intended
to remonstrate with you, Mr. Speaker, and
say that I had spent most of my time in
explaining my reasons for wanting to pre-
cipitate a general election.

I can do this by asking this Chamber
to support the amendment for the deletion
of the word "now". Inflation and a general
economic downturn in the country have
been canvassed by other speakers. I do nol
intend to spend further time on them.

I believe that the people of the State
'Want a general election more than any-
thing else because of this unhappy asso-
ciation of a Labor Government in this
State and a Labor Government in the
Commonwealth sphere, and because of
what is happening in regard to centralised
government and centralism generally. This
is the big bogey in Australia at the present
time. Without doubt it is the greatest
domestic problem in Australia today.

If we can achieve our ends and toss out
the State Government by this method of
amending the motion before the Chair,
then we will be doing a service to the
people of Australia. It is not only the
Commonwealth Government which is mov-
ing towards centralism with great rapid-
ity. If we put together all the Governments
since Federation, with the possible excep-
tion of 1942 when income tax came in-

Mr. T. 1). Evans: What about John
Gorton's Government?

Mr. HUTCHINSON:, -this present
Labor Administration in Canberra is the
one which has moved most rapidly into
centralism. This has occurred to such an
extent that the Australian Federation is in
great danger.

Earlier in this debate the Attorney-Gen-
eral said, by way of interjection, that we
have a Constitution to protect us. That is
just not so. It was felt to be so by the
Fathers of the Constitution but the Con-
stitution itself cannot protect the onrush
01 centralism. This Is the evidence, and
writers of Political philosophy for many
years have said this very thing; actions
taken under section 98-

The SPEAKER: I do not see how this
can come into a debate on the motion to
delete the word "now".

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Well, Sir, unless I
can convey to Government members the
inherent dangers in the situation we face
and persuade one of them to come over
here, I cannot successfully precipitate a
general election.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Did Prime Ministers
McMahon and Gorton use section 96? 0f
course they did.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Of course they did.
From the time of the Menzies Government
-I am sorry, I was being lead by the
interjection.

The SPEAKER: Yes, you were being
sidetracked.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I reiterate the
point I made earlier: ina its very short
period of office, the Federal Labor Ad-
ministration has done more than all the
other Governments put together in a head-
long rush towards centralism.

Mr. T. D). Evans: Towards Progress.
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Mr. HUTCHINSON: That is a danger-
ous statement by the Attorney-General Of
the State of Western Australia.

Mr. Mclver: Talk to some of the busi-
ness people.

Mr. HUITCHINSON: As I1 attempted to
say before I was -rudely Interrupted, it is
not only the Federal Government which Is
acting in this way. The State Govern-
ment Is also heading towards centralism.
Sometimes this takes a passive form when
the State assists in the centralist policies
of the Federal Government. Sometimes
the State Government positively assists in
this headlong rush. I know front the re-
marks I have heard from members oppo-
site that many of them are not fright-
fully keen about It, but what can they do?
They are tied to their party's platform
and the A.L.P. rules. They are tied again
to the Surfers Paradise vote of 40 to seven
at the meeting In July of this year. Can-
berra is drawing in the reins more tightly,
and the States are becoming mere pup-
pets.

I would like to draw to members' atten-
tion that at this time the Commonwealth
Government does not refer to us always
as the States of Australia. We are now
being called regions, and this fact was
pointed out by Kirwan Ward in tonight' s
copy of the Daly News. It Is a very
interesting article.

Mr. Davies: He is a friend of yours, and
not of ours.

Mr. HUTYCHINSON: Many people believe
that nearly all the members of the Labor
Party feel qualms about what is happening.

Mr. May: I would say the action being
taken by the Liberal Party tonight will
not go down very well with many of the
Liberal voters.

Sir Charles Court: Why not?
Mr. HUITCHINSON: We are taking this

action in order to precipitate an election.
Mr. May: We have a mandate and you

know It.
Sir Charles Court: It was, Labor sup-

porters who voted so overwhelmingly for
us In Balcatta.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: I marvel at the
naivety of the Minister for Mines.

Mr. May: That does not make It wrong.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: I said earlier that

members of this Government are working
positively towards centralism. Most of the
Government's actions are Passive, but one
Minister of the Government has worked
Positively towards centralist government.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Name him.
Mr. HUTCHINSON: The Deputy Pre-

mier. Are members aware of the course
he advocated? He urged that thousands
of square miles of the territory of Western
Australia should be given over to Com-
monwealth control.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You misconstrued what
he said.

Mr. May: That has been explained In
the Press.

Mr. HUITCHINSON, There was no mis-
construction on my part; no misconstruc-
tion whatever. It Is on record that he
said this. I know an apologia was inserted
in the Political Notes in The West Aus-
tralian by the Deputy Premier some weeks
ago. However, It was an apologia and did
not deny the truth of the statement made
by him.

I1 wonder whether the people of Western
Australia are aware of the area which a
Minister in the State Labor Government
wished to cede to the Federal Government
-the whole of the Kimberley region.

Sir Charles Court: Bigger than Victoria.
Mr. T. D. Evans: It was no act of seces-

sion at all. It was a promise of co-opera-
tion, and no more than that.

Mr. HUTCHINTSON: It is dangerous to
have a Minister In the State Government
urge the Kilmberley region to look east.

Sir Charles Court: Hle would not have
said it had we had a Labor member for
Kimberley.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: No, just imagine!
We all know the member for Kimnberley
raised questions In this House.

The article to which I refer appeared in
The West Australian of the 19th June,
1973. It reads as follows--

The Acting Premier, Mr. Taylor,
today suggested that the people of
the Kimberleys might he better repre-
sented in Federal Parliament along
with those from the Northern Terri-
tory and northern Queensland.

Hle also questioned whether W.A.
should continue to try to aid the de-
velopment of the Kimberlays-

That, Sir, gives you a reason why we are
so very concerned and why we would like
this amendment passed. I will say that
again.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: We are not deaf. Why
do you have to say it twice?

Mr. H-UTCHTNSON: The Premier Is a
master of repetition.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I am glad to know
that I am a master of something in your
eyes.

Mr. HUJTCHINqSON: For many years I
have paid tribute to the way In which the
Premier delivers his speeches; hut after
the first 15 minutes he tends to say things
again and again. I hope he will forgive
me for mentioning that.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Don't tell me you are
following my example.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: No, but I believe
to repeat once is perhaps a good thing. I
think I heard the Premier say that on
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one occasion. Perhaps he was reflecting
his experience as a school teacher. The
Deputy Premier questioned whether
Western Australia should continue to try
to aid the development of the Kimberley.
The article continues on, and the re-
mnainder of it does not detract from any-
thing I have said. Indeed, at the time
The West Australian leader writer also
had something to say about that. I do
not intend to read It because that is not
necessary.

Surely what I have said Is an Indieca-
tion of the concern that we as an Otposi-
tion feel. We try to represent all the
people of the State Just as the Govern-
mnent tries to represent all the people. We
represent them in our way and the Gov-
ernment represents them in its way. On
this occasion we are trying to represent
all those people who are so concerned
and who feel that the only solution is to
get rid of the Government as soon as
possible.

The State Government is proposing to
cede more rights to the Commonwealth
Government and to assist In centralism in
respect of the three Bills to be dealt with
concerning the Salvado project.

The SPEAKER: The member has five
minutes.

Mr. KLITCRINSON: The project involves
80,000 acres ranging from Joondalup to
the Moore River. There is no doubt that
the State Government proposes to cede
power to the centralist Canberra Govern-
ment in regard to this matter, and more
will be heard of that later.

Mr. Davies: How can you say that? No
agreement has been written yet and talks
are still being held. Liberal Party Govern-
ments are adopting the same line as we
are adopting.

Sir Charles Court: They are not.
Mr. HUITCHINSON: How other States

might view what we know of this matter
so far is of concern to us, but not of
such vital concern as this proposed move
by the State Government. Possibly the
Government may not Proceed with it in
the proposed fashion. I certainly hope it
does not.

Mr. Davies: I have not seen any amend-
ments come forward.

Mr. Rushton: It is not worth amending.
It should be thrown out.

Mr. Davies: Go back to sleep.
The SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr. HUTCHINSON: I appreciate that

my time is limited and that I could speak
about many other avenues in which our
concern lies. I Point out that the Com-
monwealth Government has given the
State no consideration in respect of whal-
ing matters. We have seen the member
for Albany rightfully become indignant

about this because the treatment of the
State by the Commonwealth affects his
electorate and the possibility of his re-
election. It is a terrible, disgraceful mat-
ter.

The Central Arts Council visited this
State, and Mr. Harper-Nelson, an em-
ployee of the State Government, took the
council and the Federal Government to
task and said that the council came over
here to tell us how to run our arts busi-
ness.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Do you remember the
Grants Commission? It used to do that.

The SPEAKER: I think the member Is
getting away from the amendment.

Mr. HTrCHINSON: Again, I hate to
waste time by repeating things, but these
are matters of concern and reasons why
we want to see the word "now" deleted
from the motion for the purpose of in-
serting other words to ensure that an
election is precipitated. I could touch
upon many other avenues of concern, but
I feel I have said sufficient to indicate to
the House how disturbed I amn about the
threat of centralism. I support the
amendment.

MR. W. G. YOUiNG (Roe) [10.35 p.m.]:.
I rise to support the amendment moved
by the Leader of the Opposition. I was
prompted to rise by remarks made tonight
concerning a motion moved at the local
government conference this morning.
Reference has been made two or three
times to the support of the Country Shire
Councils' Association for Grants Commis-
sion legislation which will give local
authorities in this State the right to
approach the Commonwealth direct for
funds. The Minister for Health referred
to page 4 of tonight's issue of the Daily
News.

The SPEAKER: Can the mnember tell
me how this will work in with the deletion
of the word "now"?

Mr. W. G. YOUNG: It is one of the
reasons that we object to the central con-
trol exercised by the Federal Government
and to the passive or complete lack of
resistance shown by the State Govern-
ment. The minister for Health read out
only a small portion of what appears on
page 4 of the Daily News.

Mr. Davies: I did not read anything; I
heard it on the news. I was merely draw-
ing your attention to it.

Mr. W. G. YOUNG: The Minister read
out only the first three lines and omitted
the rest. The article states-

The 117-member Country Shire
Councils' Association today supported
Federal Government legislation to
make grants direct to local authori-
ties.
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That is all we heard from the Minister;
but the article continues as follows--

But the association's annual con-
ference instructed its executive com-
mittee to investigate the machinery of
the legislation and, if necessary, call
a special state meeting.

That special meeting was to be held sub-
sequently to discuss the legislation.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Only if necessary.

Mr. W. G. YOUNG: Yes. The reason the
association wished to discuss the matter
is perfectly obvious. A gentleman from
the Department of Urban and Regional
Development attended the conference
this morning, but he knew nothing about
the legislation and could not answer ques-
tions. He did not know that the Grants
Commission legislation proposes to develop
regional centres and to combine local
authorities into large regions to be con-
trolled from Canberra.

Mr. Brown: What did Senator Sim say?
Mr. W. 0. YOUNG: I would not have

a clue, and I am not interested.
Mr. Brown: He supported the Bill In

the Senate.
Sir Charles Court: With a very import-

ant amendment.
The SPEAKER: I think the member is

getting away from the deletion of the
word "now"

Mr. W. 0. YOUNG: That is one of the
reasons I support the amendment before
US.

We find that the present Government is
placing union members on commodity
boards and we have not been assured
that the appointees will have special know-
ledge of the commodities concerned.

Mr. H. fl. Evans: That Is rubbish. Sena-
tor Wreidt made it clear that the ap-
pointees would be selected for their par-
ticular qualities.

Mr. W. 0. YOUNG: That is what I sin
about to question. The State Labor
leader in New South Wales suggested that
a State Labor Government would place
Government officers on councils to act as
watchdogs in respect of planning and ad-
ministration. I am wondering whether
the special abilities to which Senator
Wreidt referred are connected not with
knowledge of the workings of commodity
boards, but with watchdog activities.

Another point I wish to raise is that
which was mentioned in the Premier's
policy speech. That subject was the road
maintenance tax and great play was made
of it. In 1971 a Bill for the repeal of the
Road Maintenance (Contribution) Act,
and another to amend the Traffic Act were
introduced. The Traffic Act Amendment
Bill sought to Increase the license fees for
commercial vehicles, but this measure was
rejected In another Place. We now find

that the Premier has brought two similar
Bills before the Parliament, but we are not
given any opportunity to separate them.
We are obliged to vote for the savage In-
crease in license fees set out in the
schedule to the Traffic Act Amendment
Bill (No. 2) because that legislation Is tied
up with the Road Maintenance (Contri-
bution) Act Repeal Bill.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You had Your chance
and you turned it down.

Mr. W. 0. YOUNG: I voted for the
repeal personally, and other members voted
as they saw fit; it merely goes to Illustrate
that the members of our party are not
regimented and that they have some free-
dom of choice to vote how they wish.

Another point I desire to raise is the lack
of resistance shown by this Government to
the Commonwealth taking over the West-
ern Australian Government Railways. I
hope that this move never comes about.
Reference was made earlier this evening to
rail freights in Western Australia. What
chance would we have of having any say
on rail freights and the cost of transporta-
tion in Western Australia if the railways
of this State were controlled from Can-
berra? I know that the State Government
Is losing money on rail freights in addition
to the money It is losing through the
operations of the Metropolitan (Perth)
Passenger Transport Trust, but at least we
should be given the opportunity to control
these two transport bodies within our own
State and not be at the mercy of those in
Canberra.

When I rose to my feet I was tempted
to quote from the Daily News in an en-
deavour to correct the statements that had
been made In regard to the shire councils'
association meeting.

The SPEAKER: If the honourable mem-
ber so desires he can raise that Point later
because the general debate will follow.

Mr. W. 0. YOUNG: My reason for ris-
ing to my feet this evening was to pro-
test against centralism from the Federal
Government. The member for Cottesloe did
mention briefly the article that has been
Published on the back Page of tonight's
issue of the Daily News. I think this is
probably the most widely read column of
any newspaper, and from it we learn that
Western Australia is no longer referred to
as a State. The article contains the fol-
lowing-

When referring for instance to West-
ern Australia, what you talk about
these days. if you want to stay in with
the new deal, is the "region" of
Western Australia, or even more
meritoriously "the western region of
Australia."

That is one reason I support the amend-
ment which has been moved to delete the
word "now". I think the People of West-
ern Australia should be given a chance to
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decide whether Western Australia should
remain a State or become the western
region of Australia.

MR. RUSHTON (Dale) (10.42 p.m.]:
The main purpose of this amendment, of
course, is to make it quite clear that there
should be an election as soon as possible
because the Government has lost the con-
fidence of the people. This was clearly
illustrated during the Balcatta. by-election
when the Labor Party won by the votes of
only 16 supporters of the Australia Party.
The AJLP. was beaten on its own policy.
Had it followed the provisions in one of
its own Bills the party would have gone
out on its own policy.

Mr. Jamieson: It shows how slow you
are. You miss out quite often, don't you?

Mr. RUSHTON: The reason that the
people of Baleatta objected to the present
Government was the fact that they were
being taken for granted and were being
treated in an arrogant way, because the
Government could not care less about
them. It considered that it held those
people in its grip without even thinking
about them, It would be a relief if this
Government were to be removed from
office. In the last few days it has been
under pressure from members on the back
benches to appoint a "think tank". The
Government does not have the ability to
think up something for itself.

The SPEAKER: How will you ally these
remarks with the amendment for the
deletion of the word "now"?

Mr. RUSHTON: I will ally myself with the
reason given in item 8 quoted by my leader.
That deals with the Pressure brought upon
this State by the centralist Federal Gov-
ernment. The reason I am bringing this
forward is that the State Government Is
not objecting to the erosion of this State's
rights by the Federal Government. The
Western Australian Government has been
under direction not to resist and, in fact,
the Whitlam Government has now found
a way around the Constitution as a result
of the measures it has introduced. It is
interesting to note that the Premier of
this State lost the battle at-the recent
A.LP. Federal conference.

Mr. T. D). Evans: We do make our pro-
ceedings public. I do not think you can
make the same claim.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Minister's party
seeks publicity when it is convenient, but
does not seek it when it is not convenient.

Mr. T. D. Evans: We have never done
that.

Sir Charles Court: All our conference
meetings are held in public.

Mr. RUSHTON: The Federal Govern-
ment is now taking steps that will affect
the rights of all the States; namely, that

certain legislation in regard to State rights
can, on direction, be ref erred to the Com-
monwealth. Already we have seen an ex-
ample of this. One Western Australian who
was present at the A.L.P. Federal con-
ference explained that this move by the
Federal Government was dynamite and
it is, of course. It is the end of the States
if we let the Federal Government get away
with this move. It is the end of the grass
roots Government if we allow the Com-
monwealth Goverrnent to succeed In its
present move. The question is: Do we have
a Federal system or do we not? The Prime
Minister is all for unification and central-
ism. Why is the Federal system being de-
stroyed? It is not difficult to look back
into history to find the reason. We know
that during the Hitler regime law and
order were destroyed and this was followed
by the destruction of local government.

What do we see now in Australia? We
had Senator Murphy, shortly after he took
office, move to destroy our security services
and now we have the Commonwealth
Government trying to put both the State
Governments and local governments in
straightiackets, and this is one way of
destroying law and order.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I thought he was try-
ing to restore law and order.

Mr. RUSHTON: This is the Govern-
ment that is not even prepared to allow
normal security checks of staff in its de-
partments. The leak of Budget information
only recently is a most discreditable per-
formance. Centralism is the very cancer
that will kill this country of ours and we
will be fortunate to be able to hold an
election if we carry on in the way we are
heading at the moment. History shows
quite clearly how power corrupts. This is
the reason that the people of this State
are fearful,

Mr. A, R. Tonkin: How long have you
been a student of history?

Mr. RUSHTON: It was my top subject.
Mr. A. R. Tonkin: At what level?
Mr. RUSHTON: it does not matter at

what level it was. I1 make this point:
Why is not the Tonkin Government object-
Ing to the takeover of the States by the
Federal Government at present? This Is
one reason why the present State Govern-
ment should no longer stay in office. We
will not have an opportunity to object if
it remains in office any longer. At present
there is every indication of Commonwealth
preparation for massive spending and there
is a disregard for inflation, because what
the Federal Government desires Is to win
over the mass of the electorate by spend-
Ing money in such a way that people wilt
be bribed to vote for it at the next elec-
tion. In truth, some Bills introduced by
the Federal Government are an example
of discrimination.
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I now refer to one very small school in
my area, in respect of which discrimina-
tion was shown in such a way that the
People concerned do not wish to work or
to have the dignity of doing something for
the area and the school. They understand
that the less they do the more they will
get.

The SPEAKER: The bonorurable member
is getting away from the amendment.

Mr. RUSHTON: I am speaking on the
question of centralism, which is the eighth
reason for the attempt to remove this Gov-
ernment from office as quickly as possible.
That is what I want to pursue with all the
vigour I can.

The reasons are obvious. In recent times
we have seen the research that has been
undertaken by Dr. Coombs, and we know
what items are being considered by the
Federal Government. The Prime Minister
has indicated that his centralist Govern-
ment wvill now intrude into the planning
and the selection of priorities when mak-
ing funds available to the States. Is that
not a matter which frightens the Premier?
It should be, because soon he will not
have the choice as to what to do with the
money that is Provided to the State. It
has been stated clearly that the Whitlamn
Government intends to control every bit of
finance coming to the State.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Mr. McMahon was not
a babe in the woods, nor was John Gorton
who was even worse.

Mr. RUSHTON: I am Indicating that it
is part of the Labor policy to control Gov-
ernments down to the grass roots.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Was John Gorton a
follower of the Labor Party?

Mr. RUSHTON: This Is something we
can expect, but which we do not accept.
We believe the time is past to expect the
people to accept what the Labor Party Is
doing in implementing its centralist policy.

Let us see what is happening in regard
to the department that is charged with
urban and regional development. This
department has the power to control
through Its finance any land in Western
Australia, and the State Government is
acquiescing to this takeover of control.
The Federal Government is bringing for-
ward legislation to give it that power.

Mr. Hartrey: Under the Constitution
the Federal Government now has the
power to acquire land in Western Austira-
lia for Federal Purposes.

Mr. RUSHTON: But it has to pay the
market value for such land.

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member is now dealing with Common-
wealth business.

Mr. RUSHTON: That is what the Gov-
ermnent is intending to do.

ga3)

Point of Order
Mr. HARTREY: On a point or order.

Mr. Speaker, you have upheld the member
for Mirrabooka on the very point that
Federal matters are not to be discussed
in connection with the amendment.

The SPEAKER: I have just pulled the
member for Dale to order. I did that
before the member for Eoulder-Dundas
got up.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr. RUSHTON: I was speaking on the
question of centralism. The reason I have
raised It is that the present State Govern-
ment is not objecting to this policy of the
Federal Government, and that is why we
have moved the amendment. We are
giving the reasons why the Government
should be removed from office. In Imple-
menting the centralist policy we see a
shift from the freehold system of land
tenure to the leasehold system. The
people of Western Australia object to It.
At a gathering recently, 100) per cent. of
those present voted against it.

We find that no objection is being raised
by the State Government in relation to
housing agreements which are being in-
truded upon the State by the Federal
Government, under which It is shifting
the emphasis on a greater number of
houses being built for rental and fewer for
purchase, so that people will have less op-
portunity to own their homes. Such a
move should be opposed by the State Gov-
ernment, but It has raised no opposition.
In fact, we see this Government welcom-
ing the move with open arms.

Many reasons have been advanced to-
night in the debate on the amendment,
and I support them. The Government has
lost the confidence of the people of West-
ern Australia, and that was demonstrated
quite forcefully at the Balcatta by-election
and by the performance of the Govern-
ment in this House. The Government Is
not capable of carrying out the task en-
trusted to it about 2j years ago. There
Is every reason that It should not be per-
mitted to carry on as the Government of
the State.

Amendment Put and a division taken
with the following result-

Mr. Blaikie
Sir David Brand
Sir Charles Court
Mr. Coyne
Dr. Dadour

Mr. Orayden
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. A. A. Lei~
Mr. E. R. M.. Lefit
Mr' W. A. Mannin
Mr. McPharlin

Ayres 22
Mr. Mensaros
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. O'Neil
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runcliman
Mr. Rushton
Mr. &ibeen
Mr. Thomnpson
Mr. R. L. Young

9 Mr. W. G. Young
Mr. 1. W. Manning

(Teller
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Noes-22
Mr. Bateman Mr. HarmeDn
Mr. Bickerton Mr. Hsrtrey
Mr. Brady 'Mr. Jamlesan
Mr. Brown Mr. Jones
Mr. Bryce Mr. Laphiam
Mr. B. T. Burke Mr. May
Mr. T. J. Burke Mr. Mclver
Mr. Cook Mr. Sewell
Mr. Davies Mr. A, R. Tonkin
Mr. H. D. Evans Mr. J. T. Tonirin
Mr. Fletcher Mr. Moiler

(Teller I
Pairs

Ares Noes
Mr. Stephens Mr. Bertram
Mr. Osfer Mr. Taylor
Mr. Nalder Mr. T. fl. Evans

The SPEAKER: The voting being equal.
I give my casting vote with the Noes.

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Dr.. DADOUR (Subiaco) [10.59 P.M.]:. I

rise to oppose the Bill before us, and my
reasons for doing so are many. The first
is that I have a great fear of what this
Government has now become-not that
it was a very good Government before.
The Government has become a puppet,
and it is very fitting for me to use the
word "puppet". It has become a puppet
to the Federal Government, and that
leaves a lot to be desired.

The Federal Government has tried to
make enemies of our friends, and to make
friends of those who, virtually, are possible
enemies. I refer to the alliance with Red
China.

At one time I laughed at anyone who
talked about communism. I used to think
such a person was a nut. However, I do
not laugh any more because I feel a great
deal of concern on the subject. Our Aus-
tralian Government has aligned itself with
Red China and this to me Is the most
obnoxious action of the present Australian
Government.

Mr. Mclver: Do you mean China
proper?

Dr. DADOUR: I am referring to Red
China. Obviously some people are pink
while others are less pink and others again
are more pink.

Mr. Brown: Others are yellow.
Mr. Mclver: You referred to Red

China.

Dr. DADOUR:, In his new year speech
Chairman Mao said to his great nation:
"We shall continue the war against the
capitatlist aggressor. I do not feel it will
reach a full-scale war In the ensuing 12
months." Those are not his exact words,
but they are near enough to what he said.
Members of the Australian Government
claim to be pacifists. They do not believe
in military traintig: at least not to any
great extent. Yet they align themselves
xvith a wvar-like race or country.

Mr. May: That's a nice thing to say.

Dr. DADOUR: I find this attitude so
wrong and it is reflected in the State
scene because an unholy truce existed
betzween the trade unions and the State
Government during the Balcatta by-elec-
tion. However, as soon as the election
was, concluded-in fact, on the following
M,;mday-the Hospital Employees' Indus-
trial Union of Workers commenced to call
out its members from the various hos-
pital s. In Subiaco. West Perth, and
Loederville areas, the employees were
caled out at the most inconvenient period
of the day. They had to leave their hos-
pitals in time to be at the Subiaco City
Hall for the meeting which commenced at
11.00 a.m.

They were told by the union official that
they would be fined if they did not attend
the meeting. However, this was an untruth
because the legislation contains no provi-
sion to enable them to be fined. At Fre-
mantle on the Monday following the elec-
tion a self-confessed communist was on
the platform with a, Labor M.L.C. In
Subiaco on the Tuesday a self-confessed
communist was on the platform with a
Labor M.H.R.

Mr. Mclver: Is that a crime?
Dr. DADOUR: It shows where they

stand. We know their friends.
Mr. Mclver: If a person wants to be a

communist, why not let him be one?
Dr. DADOUR: I am indicating what this

means to me.
Several members interjected.
Dr. DADOUR: I have the Chair, and it

is my -

Mr. May: No you have not.

Dr. DADOUR: -privilege to convey my
opinion.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr. DADOUR: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

This is my opinion and it is shared by
many people. If an election were held I
am certain we would be returned to the
other side of the House.

Mr. Mclver: That is wishful thinking.

Dr. DADOUR: It is the truth.
Mr. Mclver: In your opinion.
Mr. May: We may not then have a

doctor in the House.
Dr. DADOUR: in the Federal scene the

Minister for Social Security is attempting
to force the nationalisation of medicine
upon us. I have not heard anyone com-
plain about the present scheme. Certainly
no-one in this House has ever said any-
thing about it. It has pitfalls, but what is
wrong with it? No-one has ever said.

Mr. Mclver: Why hasn't the, Liberal
Party thrown it out in the U.K.?
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Dr. DADOUR: If we do not learn by the
mistakes made in other countries we will
never learn. In Western Australia we have
a golden opportunity to establish the best
Possible Patient care in our hospitals and
yet the Australian Government Persists in
saying we should accept the scheme which
will cost so much it will virtually cripple
us. This has occurred in New Zealand and
the U.K. Not one person has ever been
really critical of the present scheme. In
one instance the low social economic group
was not being treated.

Mr. Mclver: Those on this side of the
House do not get sick. We are too fit.

Mr. O'Neil: What about the Deputy
Premier?

Dr. DADOUR: T will not say any more
on that subject. I can see a lot of poten-
tials. There are quite a number on the
other side with depressing faces, etc.. but
I will not talk about paranoia and other
conditions.

Mr. May: You would be in a position to
talk on that.

Mr. Hartrey: You would be an authority
on it.

Dr. DADOUR: Members opposite will
not provoke me on that one as yet.

Mr. May: I did not know you could be
provoked.

Dr. DADOUTR: I find most obnoxious the
Present manner in which the Minister for
Social Security is endeavouring to force
his hand upon the doctors. Everyone be-
lieves that doctors are a bad lot and that
they do not want the scheme. I can tell
members now that doctors are concerned
only with their patients' welfare.

Several members interjected.
Dr. DADOUR: That is all I am con-

cerned about-my patients. Thank good-
ness I do not have any patients amongst
members opposite so I do not have to
worry about them.

The majority of doctors treat their
patients in a praiseworthy manner. We
become involved because we care. Not one
other Profession can come anywhere near
us and that is why members opposite rub-
bish us. That is all they understand.

Mr. McIver: A lot of members vote
Labor.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'Connor: A lot vote Dadour too.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr. DAflOUR: I am very proud to be

a member of my profession.
Mr. May: Are they proud of You?
Dr. DADOUR: Under no circumstances

will I accept the scheme which Mr. Hay-
den, the Minister for Social Security, is
trying to force upon us.

Point of Order
Mr. HARTREY: On a point of order I

ask whether the Federal policy of Mr.
Hayden is a proper subject for discussion
at this point?

The SPEAKER: There is no Point of
order.

Debate Resumed
Dr. DADOUR: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Maybe that will quieten him down a little.
Mr. O'Neil: As in the debate on the

Address-in-Reply we can talk about any-
thing during this debate.

Dr. DADOUR: Notwithstanding any
action the unions may take against doctors
they will continue to treat the members of
those unions.

Mr. May: We hope so.
Dr. DADOUR: We will also treat them

free of charge: if we do not get any money
it does not matter. Show me the union
or mass of workers which will do anything
for nothing.

Mr. May: Lots of them will.
Dr. DADOUR: All they do is ask for more

and more wages.
Mr. Jones: Take a look at the Collie

miners during the-
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Mclver: The unionists are put in

gaol-
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Subiaco.
Dr. DADOtYR: They pulled the em-

ployees out of the hospitals at the most
inconvenient time of the day. I do not
know whether this was done intentionally
or because they did not think.

Mr. Cook: What time would have been
convenient?

Dr. DADOUR: They called them out at
10.30 a.m. when the preparation and cook-
ing of the food was In Progress and when
the Patients had to be fed.

Mr. May: And doctors put up their fees
without any worry, too. They do not worry
about the little person then.

Dr. DADOUfl: We will deal with that
comment a little later. If they are forced
into it by the unions, some doctors will
demand cash payment. There are militant
ones amongst us also, but I can assure
members that the majority of doctors are
not afraid to treat anyone at any time
free of charge. Payment has never come
into the argument at all,

Mr. Hartrey: Are doctors allowed to
advertise?

Dr. DADOUR: At the moment I am
speaking under privilege.

Mr. Hartrey: You are advertising your-
self.
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Dr. DADOtJR: The member for Boulder-
Dundas mutters and rants on time and
time again. I cannot understand him half
the time. I wish he would take his hand
away from his face.

As I have said, doctors will treat
patients when and if necessary irrespective
of whether or not they pay. That has
always been my policy and I shall con-
tinue it. I am speaking on behalf of the
majority of doctors.

The proposed increase of 20 to 25 per
cent. has come about because we are trying
to equalise the cost of medical care and
consultations throughout Australia. West-
ern Australia has always lagged behind as
far as doctors' fees are concerned because
we have been very careful to consider the
disparity between the benefits paid and
the fees charged. We have always con-
sidered how much a patient would be out
of Pocket. For that reason our charges
have fallen behind those which Pertain in
New South Wales and Victoria. The Pre-
sent increase will bring us into line with
those States and surely the cost of living
is v'ery much the same in each State of
Australia.

Mr. May: But you want to stop the
proposed increase in nurses' wages.

Dr. DADOUR: That is not the point;
the Minister for Electricity is talking to
another issue altogether. That will be-
conc the responsibility of the Premier at
the right time.

Mr. May: It becomes the responsibility
of yourself.

Dr. DADOUR: At the moment we are
trying to get rid of the present State Gov-ernment. Firstly, we need an additional
Liberal State Government to combat the
great Australian Federal Government;
and. secondly, the present Government
has done enough damage already without
doing any more.

The average wage in Western Australia
in 1953 was approximately $28 per week.
At that time the medical benefit payment
was 25c per family man per week. The
hospital benefit payment was 16c per
family man per week. So in 1953 a family
inan was paying a total of 35c per week for
both medical and hospital coverage out of
a weekly wage of $28.

LIn 197~3 the average weekly wage in
Western Australia is $96. The medical
benefit contribution is 55c per family per
week, which represents an increase of just
over 100 per cent. However, the rise
in the average wage is approximately 400
per cent.

The hospital benefit contribution, in
1973, is $1.65 per family per week, So
the hospital part of the contribution has
risen from 10e In 1953 to $1.65 in 1973.
That represents a rise of 1,600 per cent.
So, that is where the money Is going as
far as medical and hospital contributions

are concerned. By far the majority of the
increase has occurred on the hospital side
and not on the medical side as everyone
would have us believe.

I do not speak against the nationalisa-
tion of medicine which we understand Mr.
Hayden wishes to introduce. I have never
said a word against the proposed national
health scheme now being considered by
the Federal Government. because I do not
believe it is my place to speak against it.
It is the Place of the ordinary people to
sneak against it because they will be dis-
advantaged. I care a great deal for the
ordinary people in this State.

When people ask me what is wrong with
the Proposed new scheme I try to explain
it to them in simple terms. Firstly, I do
not believe the economy of the country
can stand such a scheme. I am firmly
of that opinion because the United King-
dom has been crippled by its medical
scheme, and the same situation is occur-
ring in New Zealand. We all know that
when some service is offered absolutely
free people take advantage of it.

I tell People that they will be allowed
to choose their own general practitioner,
but that is as far as their choice will go.
If they need hospitalisation or specialized
care I would have to refer them to a
State-owned hospital.

Mr.- Mclver: What is wrong with a
State-owned hospital?

D r. DAflOtR: I will get back to that
matter shortly and the Minister concerned
will not like what I have to say.

Mr. Mclver., There is nothing wrong
with Sate-owned hospitals.

Dr. DADOUR: People will not be able
to choose their own specialists and women
will not be able to choose their own
gynaecologists or obstetricians; they will
have to take pot luck. That Is virtually
what will happen. I give my views with all
sincerity and when people ask mue what
they should do I tell them to write to their
Federal member or the Prime Minister.

On the Sublaco City Council we employ
a welfare officer. She is an extremely
efficient lass and she has made some start-
ling revelations. During her travels she
has come across many different agencies
operating in the area. It seems that we
have social workers from the Mental
Health Services; Silver Chain nurses--who
do a wonderful job by itaising with the
general practitioners-officers from the
Department of Community Welfare-In-
cluding native welfare, infant health, and
child welfare--officers from the Depart-
ment of Social Security: people from the
Princess Margaret Hospital going to and
from patients--home workers-two officers
from the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital-
one from the geriatric unit and another
social worker-workers from the Royal
Perth Hospital; a social worker looking
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after Patients from Heatheote: another
social worker looking after patients from
Swanbourne and Graylands: a child guid-
ance and social worker from the Mental
Deficiency Division; and another social
worker from the Havelock clinic looking
after outpatients. We also have the Pas-
toral Service in which two or three Minis-
ters are Particularly interested: Alcoholics
Anonymous; Gamblers Anonymous; the
Good Samaritans; and the Council for the
Ageing.

It is possible that representatives of five
different social organisations could be call-
ing at the one home and visiting one per-
son. I was astonished to find that so
many people were moving about the area,
and many of them were not aware of each
other. Surely there could be some co-
ordination of the social work which
is being carried out.

I am mystified by this and the expendi-
ture adds more fuel to the fire. These
people are fully trained social workers
and earn about $10,000 a year. Such ex-
penditure is far in excess of what we can
deem to be reasonable. There should be
a body to co-ordinate these people to ob-
viate the overlapping which we can Ill
afford. Let us face it; we can Ill afford
such expenditure.

I now refer to the New Deal paper.

Mr. Jones: Edition I or 2?

Dr. DAflOUR: No. 2 was obnoxious.
Mr. Jones: Have you seen No. 3? It Is

out today.

Dr. DADOUR: Perhaps I feature in it.
Mr. Cook: On the front page!

Dr. DAflOUR: All I can say is that the
person responsible for writing that article
has a mind which is In the sewer. If It
is thought that it will be possible to get at
me amongst the people In my electorate the
attempt will fail dismally. This will blow
back into the faces of the people respon-
sible. It is the most scurrilous and libellous
article I have read about anyone, let alone
myself.

Mr. O'Neil: Is the member for Collie
pleased about that?

Dr. DADOUR: If the third edition is as
libelous as the others all I can say is the
people responsible have small minds. When
I was a new member of Parliament I was
told that any conversation between mem-
bers of different parties-whether Labor,
Liberal, or Country Party-would never be
repeated. I find myself in the incon-
gruous situation wherein I cannot have any
rapport with anyone on the other side of
the House. If I do I run the risk of more
lies and more half-truths being told. They
are only half-truths and nothing Is said
about the other half.

I see that the Minister for Works has
been mentioned a couple of times. He is
quiet about it, too. I am longing to tell
the House the full story of what happened
at lunch one day in Parliament House.

Mr. Jamieson: Tell the House.

Dr. DADOUR: All right, I will tell the
House. One lunch time I went into the
dining room with the member for Karrinyup
who was asking my advice about a patient
in his electorate who considered he was
being overcharged by his doctor. I was
explaining the situation to the member
for Karrinyup and as we walked into the
dining room he said, "Let us have lunch
together." I said, "All right," and went
to sit down at the table. He then said.
"Your Liberal friends are at the other
table and are waiting. Go and sit with
them and I will see you afterwards to
discuss this matter." I said that I had
time to discuss it afterwards, but the
reason the member for Karrinyup asked
me to move to the other table was because
the Minister for Works was sitting at the
first table. That was the reason and, as
I passed, the Minister for Works said,
"Piss off."

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I
cannot allow that sort of language In the
Chamber. Furthermore, I cannot allow
personalities to be brought into the House.
If members have personal arguments they
must be kept outside the Chamber and I
must keep order in the Chamber.

Withdrawal of Remarks
Mr. JAMIESON: Seeing that the mem-

ber for Subiaco has mentioned certain
wards which I never used at any stage I
ask him to withdraw them. I have
never used those words in the dining room
or anywhere else and the honourable
member knows very well that I did not.
I will tell the House my version directly.
I never used those words and they are
not words I would ever use.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I ask the
member for Subiaco to withdraw his re-
marks.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Dr. DAflOUR: I withdraw the remark.

I assume that I am not permitted to talk
about this any further.

Mr. O'Neil: That would apply to the
Minister for Works, too.

Dr. DADOUR: Is that
Deputy Speaker?

correct, Mr.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: It has noth-
ing to do with the Bill.

Dr. DAflOUR: I thought
on any subject.

I could talk

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon-
ourable member can, but this Is bringing
in Personalities.
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Dr. DADOUR: I was invited to tell the
story.

Mr. Jamieson:* Get the member for
Karrinyup, to tell the story.

Mr. O'Nell: The Deputy Speaker will
not allow it to be told.

Dr. DADOUR: I do not wish to bring
other people into this. This is an argu-
ment between two members, as the
Deputy Speaker has said. We can settle
that argument at any time.

Mr. Harman: Whereabouts?
Dr. DADOUR: The main topic I intend

to discuss is the continued escalation of
hospital costs. As members realise this
has been a subject of contention with me
ever since I came to this House. I find
that the cost of hospitalisation, particu-
larly in our teaching hospitals, is escal-
ating at the same speed as it has pre-
viously; In fact, It may even be a little
worse. I have worked out the percentages
of rises in teaching hospital costs over the
years. The average rise from the 30th
June, 1969, to the 30th June, 1973, is well
in excess of 100 per cent. The average
cost of each occupied bed per day In a
teaching hospital at the 30th June, 1969,
was in the order of $30 to $36. On the
30th June, this year, the average was
somewhat In excess of $65 a day. This is
a very great rise indeed.

I realise that in many areas It Is quite
expensive to treat patients in teaching
hospitals. However, let us look at the
percentage average increases year by year.
From the 30th June, 1969, to the 30th
June, 1970, the average increase was 18
per cent. From the 30th June, 1970, to the
30th June, 1971, the increase was 23 per
cent. From the 30th June, 1971, to the
30th June, 1972, the increase was 14 per
cent. I might add that not long after the
10th June, 1971, I spoke on this very sub-
ject. From the 30th June, 1972, to the
30th June, 1973, the average Increase was
25 per cent.

All in all, over the last four full years,
the average increase has been something
over 20 per cent. each year. This is a high
rise as members must appreciate and It
has been estimated that the cost of hospi-
talisation in a teaching hospital is increas-
ing somewhere in the order of 100 per cent.
every three years. We simply cannot stand
such escalation because the economy of the
country cannot bear it. We could find
ourselves in the position where health
would outprice itself and we would be forc-
ed to take money from other important
areas, such as education. We must never
do this. We must never be confronted with
this situation.

Unless the brakes are put on-and even
now it may be too late to do that-to stop
this we will find it necessary to increase
taxation to pay for this very Important
Item alone. I spoke about this subject

two years ago and I warned the Minister
and said that the Government should make
the strongest possible effort to try to stern
the increases for the sake of the economy.
I believed there was a great deal of wastage
in many areas. I am even more convinced
today that there is more wastage than
there was at that time. The Government
has failed miserably in this area. If we
look at the figures we will see that there is
no change. The pattern of escalation is
continuous without any change whatso-
ever. The Government has failed to stop
the escalation of costs, but I know it can
be done.

One of the reasons for the costs con-
tinuing to escalate at this alarming rate
is the lack of co-ordination in planning.
We find duplication and triplication occur-
ring. At the present time the planning
for hospitals is in the hands of the staff
of each of the teaching hospitals, assisted
by architects from the Town Planning
Department or the Public Works Depart-
ment. All they do is plan all year long,
and the plans are submitted to the Medical
Department, which decides the plans that
will be allowed to proceed.

Whether by intention or otherwise, a
little scheming takes place in the planning,
resulting In duplication. Duplication has
occurred in the field of neurosurgery be-
cause there was a gentlemen's agreement-
which will never work when there is
Jealousy between the hospitals-that neu-
rosurgery would be carried out at the Sir
Charles Qairdner Hospital or the Medical
Centre. A Mimer machine was procured,
which, as I mentioned last year, coat in
excess of $90,000. It Is used for Investi-
gations in neurosurgery. Notwithstanding
this, the Royal Perth Hospital also wanted
one. I cannot understand why, but the
authorities permitted the Royal Perth
Hospital to have the machine-it is either
at the hospital now or on the way. The
cost of $90,000 does not include the hous-
ing for the machine, which probably costs
$100,000 or more.

There are only four Mimner machines in
the world-one in America, one in New
Zealand, and two in Perth within two or
three miles of each other. This Is not
necessary and I do not think we can afford
such duplication. We do not know how
much of it has taken place.

I have also spoken previously about the
fact that some fully-employed members of
the pathology staff of the Public Health
laboratories have been established in semi-
private practice at a cost which I believe
is unreal. Those pathologists are able to
increase their incomes to an untold
amount. I believe the Government helped
in this arrangement, and I asked the Pub-
lic Accounts Committee of the Parliament
to investigate the matter. The recom-
mendation of the committee was that the
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Public Health laboratories and their facili-
ties should be investigated. The Premier
has not yet given a decision on the re-
commendation. However, I think the Min-
ister is Pleased that an investigation will
take place. It probably saves him the em-
barrassment of having an investigation
carried out himself, but I think he would
be in a position to have an investigation
carried out without a recommendation
from the Public Accounts Committee or
the approval of the Premier, I believe the
investigation could and should have been
instigated by the Minister.

Duplication exists in the health labora-
tories. The university laboratories are situ-
ated alongside the Public Health labora-
tories-as a matter of fact, they are In
the same building and are joined by an
isthmus. I recommend that all members
go and see the building. It is an "H"-
shaped building. On one side is the Medi-
cal School with all its laboratories and
departments, and on the other side are the
Public Health laboratories, which are very
luxurious in comparison with those of the
university.

There is not sufficient work in this State
to maintain two full laboratories such as
these. It is important that the university
obtain enough material for teaching, and
the only way it can do so is to be given
the bulk of the laboratory work in this
State. It is capable of doing the work.
Why do we have two such laboratories?

The reason for the Public Health labora-
tories allowing some of the pathologists to
go into semi-private Practice was that it
was feared the pathologists would leave
and the Public Health laboratories would
collapse and be taken over by the Univer-
sity. I believe those two sets of laboratories
should have been married. The Minister
has had ample time to marr them but he
has not done so. and his failure to do so
is costing us millions of dollars a year.

We find the Public Health laboratories
have loaned to the Sir Charles Galrdner
Hospital equipment and staff for tubercu-
lar Investigations, and in the meantime
the laboratories have employed additional
people and bought additional equtpment
in the same field. So we have unnecessary
duplication and triplication again. Surely
the Mtinister knows what is going on. These
facilities are costing more and more each
year. We should have one large laboratory
to do all the work in the most economical
w~ay and leave enough room for the expan-
sion of teaching, which is very necessary.
I cannot understand why this has not been
done.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The honour-
able member has five more minutes.

Dr. DADOUR: I believe we should have
a small planning committee or health com-
mission of three or four people, with no
political strings whatsoever, working and

planning for the whole of Western Aus-
tralia in the preventive field and in the
field of established disease. Prevention is
much cheaper than cure, With a health
commission, or whatever it might be called.
we could have one of the showplaces of
the world as regards health care. Years
ago we led the field in regard to research
into tuberculosis--we were far ahead of
most countries of the world-and we could
now lead Australia or even the world in
health care.

We should not be giving large sums of
money to this or that teaching hospital
without having a central planning agency.
Derby needs a new regional hospital be-
cause, with a bit added here, there, and
somewhere else, the existing hospital is
in a shocking state. Money should be
spent at Port Hedland as well as In the
metropolitan area. The people in the
Kimberley and north-west areas work
under more trying conditions than we do,
and they should have the best possible
equipment and buildings. That hospital is
a sprawl-a bit added here and a bit there,
it is not the fault of one Government or
the other, it has Just grown up this way.
We could do a great deal of good in these
two areas and we must if we hope to
build up the north-west area in the future.

returning to the local scene, the State
Government has bought the Medicare
Hospital. 'I do not know whether this was
a good move, but that Is not the point.
The point is that this hospital was not
planned by the State or by anyone else. It
was jus established there and we find
now that the Government owns it. Pro-
bably such a hospital would have been of
more use in another area.

Mr. Davies: We had no say in it. It
was planned by private enterprise.

Dr. DADOUR: This is what I am say-
ing-It is wrong.

Mr. Davies: You would not want us to
direct private enterprise, would you? Your
leader would go berserk if you suggested
that.

Dr. DADOUR: The hospital could have
been established somewhere else, and time
and time again this is the point of con-
tention.

Mr. Davies: Private enterprise was go-
ing to make a fortune out of it, and when
It went bad they came to the Government
and asked us to take It over.

Dr. DADOUR: Why did the owners re-
fuse the offer of over $1.000,000 by the
doctors?

Mr. Davies: They were very foolish.
They told US Ehey accepted our offer under
pro test-under duress.

Dr. DADOtIR: I know it Is a white
elephant, the same as the hospital which
the Government purchased in Mt. Lawley.
I would like to know the answer to a few
questions in regard to this matter.
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Mr. Davies: This was private enterprise
at work. They came screaming to the
Government to buy it because they were in
trouble.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr. DADOiJE: So the Government

bought it because they were in trouble.
Mr. Davies: That Is right.
Dr. DADOIJE: It was not bought because

the State needed it?
Mr. Davies: No.

Dr. DADOtTR: What an admission!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr. DADOtJR: This Government is in-

competent, on that admission alone.
Mr. Davies: I would rather have spent

$1,000,000 elsewhere.
Dr. DADOUR: How many times should I

say what should be done? I speak for
many people-far more than the depart-
mental heads speak for. The Minister will
take notice of the departmental heads but
he will not take notice of me. This is
wrong.

Mr. Davies: They have more credibility.

Dr. DADOUR: That may be so for the
Government, but not for me.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member's
time has expired.

MRt. A. A. LEWIS (Blackwood) [11.43
p.m.]: If ever this House has seen an ab-
rogation of its authority, it was the
Premier's effort tonight. To get up in the
House and say that if supply is not granted
to him the responsibility will rest on the
shoulders of the Opposition is ludicrous.
Where is the leadership in this place? We
have seen his leadership crumbling about
his shoulders.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Funny man!
Mr. A. A. LEWIS: The Idea always is

to blame someone else-never make a
decision for yourself. Leave this place In
the ruins it has been in-at least for the
last six to eight months to my knowledge.

Mr. Bickerton: Oh Lord!
Mr. A. A. LEWIS: I will deal with the

Minister later because he has been the
greatest speechmaker of the lot. What
leader anywhere in the world would say to
the Opposition, "It Is all your fault; we
cannot control it"? Where is the so-called
"guts" of the Government? Where is the
pioneering courage of the Western Aus-
tralians? By his own statements the Pre-
mier has thrown these things down the
drain. He is not game to front up to his
responsibilities and what a pity that is.

I intend now to talk about centralism,
although it has been discussed ad nauseamn.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You are right.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: The gentleman who
has probably interjected the most this
evening is perhaps the greatest centralist in
this House.

Mr. Jones: How long have you known
him?

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: He does not even have
the guts to take on the Federal Minister
in regard to kangaroos.

Mr. H. D. Evans: That is most unfair
to the Minister. He took up this matter
most strongly and earned the respect of
the entire conference. I was told this by
several people.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: But we have done
nothing about it. All the Government ever
does is to take up a matter strongly.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Rubbish! He did a
magnificent job.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: I will deal with "Evans
the farmer" later on. I have a couple
of things to say to him.

Mr. H. D. Evans: I can hardly wait. I
hope You know a little more than you have
Indicated so far.

Mr. Bickerton: You are hopping around
a bit in your remarks. If we did not both
have moustaches, we could probably be
taken for kangaroos.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: The Minister knows
-what happens to kangaroos in the south-.
west of the State.

Mr. Bickerton: What has that to do with
the ability of the Minister?

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: What ability of the
Minister? We have not Seen any yet. All
vie have heard so far are his interjections
which have gone on for most of the even-
ing. We have seen no evidence of his
ability, especially in relation to kangaroos
If the Minister talks to his colleague, the
Minister for Agriculture, he may get a
fairly big shock. The Minister for Agricul-
ture got to lia feet at a meeting in a small
south-west town the other night and said.
"I did not realise the situation was so bad."

I will give an example of the damage
done by kangaroos in an area in his elec-
torate. A potato grower in the town oi
Pemberton lost 10 tons of potatoes througt,
kangaroos.

Mr. Bickerton: Is it not-
Mr. A. A. LEWIS: Even the Ministei

does not have a loud enough voice to drowr
me out. King "Coal" has tried and he
could not do so, so I do not think the
Minister is in the race. Let me finish m3
speech, and the Minister may have a g(
later.

Mr. Bickerton: I would imagine a second.
hand car salesman worrying about kar,.
garoos-they may ruin his radiator.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: 1 did not know the
member for Bunbury was giving thi!
speech. I have never been a secondhanc
car salesman in my life.

Mr. Bickerton: Oh!
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Mr. A. A. LEWIS; The Minister should
set his facts right. if he is as clued up on
kangaroos as he Is on nay occupation, It Is
obvious he Is absolutely clueless.

I will come back now to the Minister
for Agriculture. This potato grower in
Pemberton lost 10 tons of potatoes. On
four acres of clearing, 31 kangaroos were
found. Another 510 kangaroos were
sighted on a mulle walk. The responsi-
bility for this will rest on the Minister's
shoulders.

Mr. Bickerton: I do not mind that.
Mr. A. A. LEWIS: Sooner or later some-

one will be killed on the roads because of
a kangaroo.

Mr. Bickerton: I do not mind a kanga-
roo on my shoulders. I do not mind you
on my shoulders.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: The Minister has not
got the shoulders to carry me.

Mr. Bickerton: I know that.
Mr. A. A. LEWIS: Earlier today the

member for Albany made some very Inter-
esting statements about whales, and not
one person over there doubted what he
said.

Mr. Jones: Did You?
Mr. A. A. LEWIS: We did not interject

because we also thought it was a good
speech.

Mr. Bickerton: You are afraid you will
be harpooned.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: I did not know the
Minister's hide was so thin. Let us look
at the comments made by the member for
Albany. He said that whales should be
used as custom demands and that whale
chasers never stay long on one front.
Quite frankly, as the Minister well knows,
neither do kangaroo shooters. They take
the harvest and move on.

Mr. Bickerton: The first consideration
Is safety.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: Thank you very
much-I have gained one concession from
the Minister.

unless this State goes back to harvest-
ing kangaroos it will be in trouble, and
dire trouble. People may be killed on
our roads because of the kangaroos. The
member for Albany said that the United
States of America played politics in re-
gard to whales. I do not know how many
of us heard the Minister playing politics
in regard to kangaroos. Any member who
listens to his radio will have heard that
conservationists are saying, "Do not shoot
the kangaroos." Let the conservationists
come and see just how many kangaroos
we have. It is absolutely farcical that the
members of this State Goverrnent, who
are supposed to be leaders of the State,
let a little peanut In Canberra tell us what
to do about our damn roos. It is ridicu-
lous.

Mr. Bickerton: Can you tell me what
is stopping you from destroying your
kangaroos?

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: I do not want to be-
come a professional kangaroo shooter. As
the Minister well knows to make their
business profitable they must have a dual
income.

Mr. Bickerton: You want to make a
profit, right?

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: We want to get rid
of the ros. That is our basic objective,
but I do not deny anybody the right to
make a profit.

Mr. Bickerton: What is stopping you?
Mr. A. A. LEWIS: There Is absolutely

no profit.
Mr. Bickerton: Ala, that is better.
Mr. A. A. LEWIS: Is 'Profit" such a

dirty word?
Mr. Bickerton: No.
Mr. A. A. LEWIS: I aim glad to hear

that, because the Minister is the first bloke
from the other side of the H-ouse who has
ever said that to me. We hear academics
and others screaming about dirty profits,
and now the Minister says they are a good
thing.

Mr. Bickerton: If you are so right
about-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I think
the member should address the Chair. We
have had enough of this.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: I have had too much
of the Minister; In fact we have had him
all night. Lset me now move on to forests.

Mr. Bickerton:. Are you going to leave
me alone?

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: We have before us
a Government that takes notice of Dr.
Cass who is sitting in Canberra and tell-
ing us what to do about conservation and
environmental protection, and yet the
same Government allows Its Forests De-
partment to burn in the spring. We once
had the name of the Wildflower State,
but our wildflowers are disappearing down
the drain as a result of the Policy of burn-
Ing in the spring. The flowers bloom
and before they can set aced they are
burnt. Baby chicks are burnt in their
nests and their mothers who are flying
around will not leave the fire and are
destroyed. Our wildlife is destroyed
year in and year out. What has this
Government done about it?

Mr. H. fl1 Evans., Apparently you don't
know much about forestry either.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: I know that when the
fires are lit the Minister sits in his cushy

ofce and leaves me to carry the knap-
sack. That sort of thing Is typical of
the present Government.

Mr. H. D). Evans: Describe how you
would do it.
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Mr. A. A. LEWIS: I am not In a mood
to bandy words with "Evans the farmer".
I believe the Government has tonight
shown Its total unfitness to govern this
State.

lMvr. H. D. Evans: You have shown your
total ignorance of these matters.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: It is fascinating to
hear the Minister talking about total Ig-
norance. I do not claim to be an academic
or anything else that connotes great
brain power, but I do claim-I think 'with
some justification-to know something
about the bush and something about
nature. I care about it. If the Minis-
ter went around his own electorate for a
while and spoke to bushmen who are
interested In this subject-

Mr. H. D). Evans: Where do you think
I grew up, lad?

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: The Minister has
grown a long way away from the bush be-
cause he has forgotten the problem, just
as the Premier has forgotten the problems
of the small people in respect of wages.

Mr. H. D. Evans: You have not the
slightest Idea of what you are talking
about. Explain what "prescribed burn-
ing" involves.

Mr. A. A. LEWIS: I have no intention
of doing that.

Mr. H. D. Evans: You can't.
Mr. A. A. LEWIS: If the Minister does

not know he should be ashamed of hinm-
self. Obviously he does not know when
his department is burning; and he should
know. The Premier should be strong
enough to stand up to the Opposition and
say that whatever comes-and we on this
side of the House will not let the State
or its workers down-the workers em-
ployed by the State will be paid. He
should say that the workers will be paid
no matter what the cost to the Govern-
ment.

MR. HARTREY (Boulder-Dundaai
[11.55 p.mi.]: I support the motion before
the Chair that the Supply Bill be now read
a, second time for the very fundamental
reason that failure to pass the Bill, at least
In this House. can result In the gravest
disaster. One does not need a vivid Imag-
Ination to visualise the dire consequences
that could flow from an Inability on the
pert of the Government of the State Wo
pay railway employees, hospital employees.
the Police Force, and the people who or-
ganise and carry out our water supplies
and so many other vital amenities--In fact
vital necessities-for civilized life in this
State. It would be disastrous if the CGov-
ernment were deprived of the power to pay
the people who render such services to the
State the remuneration upon which they
subsist. Unless it is the desire of the
Opposition to plunge this State into a
condition of social as well as economic
chaos, this Bill must pass.

Now we are told that the Bill should
not pass unless the Government gives an
undertaking that It will hold an ejection
not later than the 6th October. The
Leader of the Opposition has demanded
this and had he succeeded in having
passed the amendment he proposed,
which has since been negatived-and
which it was well within his constitutional
rights to move-the Government would
be obliged either to resign or to dissolve
Parliament. The Leader of the Opposi-
Uion argued, and still argues, that the
Government has lost the confidence or the
House. That, of course, is perfectly stupid
because we had a demonstration of the
confidence of the House in the Govern-
ment only a few moments ago when we
negatived his amendment.

However, the Leader of the Opposition
has up his sleeve the fact that, for the
grave reasons which he alleged against the
Government, the Upper House of this Par-
liament.-the Legislative Council-is to be
invited, in fact urged and directed, by the
Opposition parties' majority in that House
to do what this House has refused to do
at his bidding,

This brings me to deal specifically with
some of the propositions put forward by
the Leader of the opposition. One of them
Is that Hong Kong and Japan are gravely
displeased with the nationalistic type of
economic policy adopted by the Australian
Government. That does not impress me in
the least. I heard with great distaste a
responsible member of Parliament insult-
ing the economic policy of Australia be-
cause it does not correspond with the
wishes, the interests, or the whims of an
Asiatic colony of the U.K. or of another
Asiatic country, to the overthrow of which
the people of Australia contributed quite a
considerable amount of blood and treasure
not so long ago.

Sir Charles Court: It is not only those
two countries.

Mr. HARTPZEY: Those are the ones the
bonourable member spoke about.

Sir Charles Court: I spoke about the
other countries Involved-many of them.

Mr. HARTHEY: The Leader of the
Opposition spoke specifically about Hong
Kong and Japan and because he did so
I say that I do not care how those coun-
tries would like to govern Australia; we
will govern Australia the way we went It
governed.

Sir Charles Court: At least you should be
respectful to people; you do not have to
surrender your policies.

Mr. HARTHEY: Let us proceed to con-
sider the extraordinary constitutional pos-
sibilities that the honourable gentleman
put forward on the authority of some
learned professor whose name escapes me
at the moment. I do not care much for
academics: I gained a university law degree
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in this State many years ago after being
tutored by many university professors. At
the end of that time I would not have
known how to deal with a case in which
a dog had bitten a man. I would not
have known whether to prosecute the man
or the dog.

I now proceed with the constitutional
Proposition. Two propositions were quoted.
From the first one I do niot dissent. As
far as I can recall the university professor,
as quoted by the member for Nedlands, said
it was not the function of the Executive,
but the function of the Parliament to have
control of supply. That is a proposition
with which one could not possibly disagree.
However he added that this function was
equally divided between the two Houses of
Parliament where two Houses of Parlia-
ment were in existence, and with that pro-
position I wholly disagree.

In the days of King Charles I it was
established that the House of Commons
had a right to pass Bills imposing taxa-
tion and that the Crown-the Executive
authority of the country in those days--did
not have any right to impose taxation on
the people other than with the consent
of the House of Commons. This principle
was further enforced by a civil war, so
that at the time of the restoration of
Charles II that was the accepted principle
of the constituted Government of the
United Kingdom. The same principle be-
came the foundation stone upon which the
United States and the individual colonies
were formed. "No taxation without re-
presentation" was the cry of the Boston
Tea Party and that was what was effec-
tively put Into operation as a result of
what the Americans call their "glorious
revolution".

So I do not for a moment dissent from
the proposition that this House and not
the Executive of this Government has
control, and should have control, of supply,
but It is very dubious to say that the
other House has either got equal power
-which it certainly does not have-or, in
this particular Instance, any power at all
-which I say it does not have-to defeat
this Government by refusing to pass supply
either with or without any conditions what-
soever.

Sir Charles Court: It cannot Initiate a
taxing measure but it can defeat one.

Mr. HARTREY: It cannot initiate taxing
measures because we have a Constitution
in this State which says it cannot.

Sir Charles Court: But it can defeat one.

Mr. HARTHEY: It cannot amend a tax-ing measure and therefore cannot make
any addendum to a taxing measure or a
measure appropriating revenue. On the
other hand, there is a fundamental prin-
ciple at law, always regarded with the
greatest jealousy by the courts and en-
forced rigorously. that where the law for-

bids something being done it also forbids
any indirect means of arriving at the same
result.

I would remind members that the Con-
stitution of Western Australia is not wholly
contaimed in the Constitution Act: neither
is the Constitution of the Australian Gov-
ernment, as set out in the Constitution
Act of 1901. There is no part of the Aus-
tralian Constitution-with which I think
most of us are familiar-which prescribes
what shall be done if a Government of
the Commonwealth loses the confidence of
the House of Representatives. That was a
matter of some concern in 1929. Those
who know something of Australian history
may recall that in that year the famous
Hilly Hughes moved a vote of no confidence
in the Government led by Mr. Bruce.
imagining at the time-and he had been
an Attorney-General himself, and also a
Prime Minister-that if he succeeded in
defeating the Bruce Government It would
have to resign and he would be called upon,
as the mover of the motion of no con-
fidence. to form a Government. But that
did not happen. Bruce advised the Gov-
ernor-General to dissolve Parliament and
it was held that, constitutionally, the Gov-
ernor-General was bound to follow the
advice given by Mr. Bruce. and he did, Of
course. Bruce lost the election and also
lost his own seat.

However there is nothing In the Aus-
tralian Constitution, in writing, which
states that this was the right Procedure
to be followed, or whether any other pro-
cedure was the right one to follow. All law
relating to the Constitution in any English-
speaking community is not in writing. The
scriptures say "The letter killeth; the
spirit maketh to live", and the spirit of the
British Constitution is very largely the un-
written law of the United Kingdom, and
this has been adopted as the unwritten law
of this very Parliament In which I now
speak.

Any person who knows anything about
the British Constitution is aware, without
any doubt, that It Is the Lower House-
the House which originates money Bills,
passes money Bills, and rejects money Bills
--on the vote of the majority of its memn-
bers, that decides whether a Governmfent
shall remain in existence. For Instance,
there is nothing In our State Constitution
to say that this Government now In office
would have to resign if It were defeated
on the floor of this House. However If It
did not resign or did not dissolve Parlia-
ment, the Governor would be constitution-
ally bound to dismiss Its Ministry and put
other people in its place. That Is not to be
found in the Constitution Act, but there Is
not the slightest doubt It Is the law of
Western Australia.

Let us look, therefore, at what Powers
the Upper House has, or what constitu-
tional right it has to reject a Supply Bill
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for the purpose of bringing down the Gov-
ernment. One feature that has been esta-
blished since the days of Charles I, or at
least from the days of William Eal, Queen
Anne, and George 1, is that if a Ministry
appointed by the King, or not appointed by
the King, loses the confidence of the House
of Commons In Great Britain, or the equi-
valent of that House in this State, the
Government must fail.

However it has never been a principle
of the British Constitution, written or un-
written, and it has never been a principle
of our Constitution in this State, written
or unwritten, that the Government must
resign if It does not have the confidence
of the Upper House. The whole principle
Is that every time there is an election for
the Lower House a majority of the mem-
bers of the Lower House-that is, the Leg-
islative Assembly-determines which party,
or which combination of parties, shall
form the Government. If, therefore, the
Legislative Council has no constitutional
right either to put a Ministry into office or
to put a Ministry out of office, It has no
right to reject a Supply BIll for that pur-
pose. It can reject a money Bill-so the
wording of the Constitution Act says-but,
as I said before, "It Is the letter that
kmleth and the spirit that maketh to live."

The judges are those who decide what is
the spirit of the Constitution and they
would have regard for the principle-as I
have already enunciated-that where the
law forbids something being done it for-
bids any Indirect means of arriving at the
same result. It is beyond doubt that the
law forbids the Legislative Council to put
the Government out of office by moving
a vote of no confidence in it and therefore,
ipso facto, it forbids the Legislative Coun-
cil to reject a Supply Bill "for that pur-
pose.' I defy the Legislative Council to do
any such thing, if it is stupid enough to
try.

Sir Charles Court: There Is nothing to
prevent It from refusing supply.

Mr. HARTREY: I will listen to the hon-
ourable member when he is sitting on the
bench, and at that time I shall call him
"Your honour". Until that time arrives I
shall not accept his legal advice.

Sir Charles Court: I have obtained legal
advice which is better than yours. The
Council can reject the Bill If It wants to.

Mr. HARTREY: All I want to say is
that the proposition which has been put
forward tonight by the Leader of the Op-
position that the Legislative Council should
misuse a power, which is not written and
Is not in the spirit of the Constitution for'
the reasons I have just advocated, Is a
specious and a vicious one; It is one that
should rightly be rejected not only by the
judges of this country but also by the
electors of this State.

Sir Charles Court: We will take the risk.

Mr. HARTREY: Just Imagine what we
are being Invited to do under the proposi-
tion of the Leader of the Opposition. We
are invited to reject a measure. upon the
passing of which every Government service
of the State and a number of semi-Gov-
ernment instrumentalities depend. Let us
imagine what such action would mean to
Western Australia If, for example, there
is no railway service. When there is a
railway strike it proves to be most incon-
venient to the people of the State, but if
the stoppage of the railway service is com-
bined with the cessation of water supplies,
which is a much more vital service, we
can see what disruption will occur. We
can imagine what will be the position with
the disruption of the medical services, the
public hospitals, and the ambulances that
are ancillary to them; and we can imagine
what will be the position with the cessation
of the enforcement of the law, the restraint
of criminal activity by the police, and the
incarceration In suitable institutions of
people who have already been found to be
criminals. If all those things happened
at the same time what sort of State would
Western Australia be?

We are told by the honourable member
who said I could not carry him on my
shoulder-I may not be able to but I am
sure he can carry me on his shoulder,
perhaps not comfortably-that if we al-
lowed this sort of thing to happen the
fault will lie with us. How ridiculous is
that assertion!

The Government has introduced the Bill
because it has a bounden duty to do so.
This is a rave responsibility Placed on
the Government. The Government has
asked the House to pass the Bill, and
there is not the slighest doubt that it
will be passed in this Chamber; but if the
other House does not pass It the honour-
able member says that the fault will be
ours. Has anybody any more funny
stories to tell? At this late hour I have
not.

MRt. O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) [12.13
a.m.]: When a member enters a fresh ses-
sion of Parliament I believe he does so
with mixed feelings. In many ways I
am sure members are glad to get on with
the job, but also sad in view of the many
late nights that we will be sitting. Tonight
appears to be no exception.

I would like to take this opportunity to
congratulate the member for Baicatta on
winning the by-election. If the legisla-
tive Council adopts the method we have
advocated and supports our view he could
become one of the shortest serving mem-
bers of this Parliament.

I would also like to congratulate the
member for Mt. Marshall on his appoint-
ment as Leader of the Country Party. I
hope the position he now holds will. not
last very long, and that we will see him as
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Deputy Premier before much longer; and
I hope he will hold that position for a
very lengthy period.

Mr. Davies: It might be for the short-
est period on record.

Mr. O'CONNOR: We shall see. There
has been much talk on the Supply Bill,
and on what should and should not hap-
pen. I was interested in the comments
made by the member for Boulder-Dunidas
dealing with where the fault in this re-
gard lies. If we get to the crux of the
matter we find that the fault lies with
this State Government, because It has not
come up to scratch. It is our duty to try
to bring it up to scratch.

The member for Boulder-Dundas said
that if the Government was not able to
pay its employees the railways, the Police
Department, and other departments might
not be able to function, and that would
be our fault. I should point out that
under the amendment moved earlier to-
night that would not be the position be-
cause we proposed to give the Government
until the 6th October to hold an election.
If it arced we were prepared to grant
supply. It may be that the other House
will not be as reasonable as we are.

Members on this side of the House have
every reason to be jubilant at the result of
the Balcatta by-election. I say that, be-
cause without doubt the result of the by-
election proved to be a resounding defeat
for the Labor Government and its can-
didate scraped home by only 30 votes to
win the seat.

I think the Balcatta, by-election, follow-
ing our victory in the Bunbury by-election,
indicates quite clearly that the Government
has lost the confidence of the people.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The Bunbury by-elec-
tion was a narrow victory for the Oppo-
sition.

Mr. O'CONNOR: It was a seat which
Labor said it would win.

Mr. T. D2. Evans: Your majority in Bun-
bury was reduced.

Mr. O'CONNOR: What about the Balcatta
by-election? Was Labor's majority not
reduced?

Mr. T. D2. Evans: Yes. We concede our
majority was reduced, but you do not con-
cede that your majority In Bunbury was
reduced.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Despite all the efforts
of the Government and all the money it
poured into the Bunbury electorate at the
time of the by-election, It was able to re-
duce our majority by only a very narrow
margin.

Sir Charles Court: By half a dozen votes.
Mr. O'CONNOR: Something like that.

I believe that fewer people voted in that
by-election than previously. Had they all
voted our majority might have been greater.

Mr. T. D2. Evans: There might have been
the same result at Balcatta.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Liberal Party
might have won the Balcatta by-election if
all the people voted. It is useless for
Labor members to say that those who
failed to vote were Labor supporters. We
could say they were Liberal supporters, but
I1 am not prepared to do that because we
do not know how they would have voted.
We can only presume they would have
voted in the same proportion as those
who did vote.

The people have indicated quite clearly
that they no longer have any faith In
this Government; it Is no longer accept-
able to them. Many reasons have been
given for this. From my point of view
I believe the reason is that the Government
continues to forget the public. As many
other members did, I also canvassed the
Balcatta electorate at the by-election. I
was agreeably surprised at the response I
received from those on whose doors I
knocked. I1 have not taken part in an elec-
tion campaign where as a Liberal mem-
ber I received a better response.

Mr. Bickerton: Would you say the result
would be better if you had not canvassed!

Mr. O'CONNOR: If the Minister had not
canvassed his party might have had many
more votes. These views are not conclusive,
one way or the other. It is obvious that
many electors at the Balcatta by-election
indicated they were not prepared to sup-
port a Government which was no longer
running the affairs of the State, but was
letting the unions and others do that for
it. The people indicated very clearly their
concern with the steps that have been
taken by the Commonwealth Government.
F'rankly I believ& that had a bearing on
the by-election. The Labor Party looked
for scapegoats, and the Premier was one
who was blamed. I do not believe that he
was entirely responsible, and I shall deal
with that point later.

One of the reasons for the poor showing
of the Government was that It bowed so
much to its masters-the Trades and
Labor Council and the left wing unions.
This is unacceptable to some people. If
the Government had taken notice of the
views of the People it might have done
better than it did. Without doubt, the line
which the Government is following is cer-
tainly not the correct one.

A number of people advised me that
although they had voted Labor for many
years they were not prepared to do so at
the Balcatta by-election. Their displeasure
was shown quite clearly in the ballot
boxes. We find that the Government is
permitting intimidatory and standover
tactics by unions in Bunbury and other
centres, and It continues to allow the
unions to operate as they did in Bunbury
without making any effort to stop them.
By its silence and inaction the Govern-
ment is encouraging the bullying tactics of
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the 'Transport Workers' Union and other Mr. O'CONNOR: I know some members
unions In this State. This happened In the
Bunbury area, and since that time these
tactics have not ceased.

Similar action has been taken by this
and other unions on numerous occasions In
the metropolitan area and other centres.
Let us consider the Hospital Employees'
Industrial Union of Workers. It has used
half-truths and has misled the people with
an advertisement it distributed, indicating
that an A.L.P. member of Parliament. to-
gether with a communist, would speak at
a meeting. No wonder people are con-
cerned and are wondering what is going
on and who is running the country. The
pamphlet I have here refers to a stop-
work meeting and it indicates that the
speakers would be Mr. Joe Berinson, the
Federal Labor member for Perth, and Mr.
Jack Marks, a communist.

Mr. Jones: But In his role as a union
organiser.

Mr. O'CONNOR: He Is still a communist.
Mr. Jones: What is wrong with that?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am entitled to say
what I desire to say.

Mr. Mclver: Have not the unions that
right?

Sir Charles Court: It Is a different
union.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I know it hurts the
honourable member.

Mr. Jones: It does not hurt me a bit.

Mr. O'CONNOR: What I am saying Is
factual and because of this It Is touching
the honourable member on the raw.

Sir Charles Court: Hie is not in the
hospital union.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. O'CONNOR: As I have said, the
pamphlet indicates that at the stop-work
meeting the speakers would be Mr. Joe
Berinson, the Federal Labor member for
Perth, and Mr. Jack Marks, who we all
know is a communist. This was indicated
on the ticket.

Mr. Davies: Unity tickets went out In
1956.

Mr. O'CONNOR: They have just been
brought back In.

Mr. Davies: The ghost of McCarthy still
hovers.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The ghost of the Min-
ister Is entitled to rise and speak.

Mr. Davies: I think I had better because
you are only a communist can-kicker.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. H. D. Evans: You are sitting too

close to the Leader of the Country Party.
The SPEAKER: Order!

are touchy on this, particularly soein
of the Ministers because, in some cases.
they are controlled by these men.

Mr. Jones: Who controis you?
Mr. O'CONNOR: No-one.
Mr. Jones: The Employers Federation!

Do you know them? They tell you boys
what to do and you line yourselves up.

Sir Charles Court: I'll say they don't.
Mr. Jones: Oh yes they do. You jump

to attention when they open their mouths
-the whole lot of You.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. O'CONNOR: I have pointed out that

Mr. Joe Berinson and Mr. Jack Marks
were at one meeting and at another was a
person by the name of Des Dans, another
Labor member of Parliament, and Paddy
Troy, another known communist. I won-
der whether there was a reason for that.
Nevertheless it was done.

The pamphlet indicated that the meeting
was called to discuss the rejection by the
Legislative Council of Improvements to Bills
involving workers' compensation, sick leave,
and long service leave. However, at that
time the Legislative Council had not dis-
posed of all those Bills so the document
was false. The Pamphlet then went on to
say that members must attend the meeting.

Mr. Jones: Would you like to forecast
for me the outcome of the Industrial legis-
lation up there?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not have the full
say. I will have my vote at the appropriate
time.

Mr. Jones: What are the views up the
other end?

Mr. O'CONNOR: This was not the first
time the members of the hospital union
had gone out on strike at an inconvenient
time for the patients. I believe they do
this on purpose. In The West Australian
of Friday, the 25th May, there was an
article concerning a stoppage by hospi-
tal employees at Port Hedland. The article
states-

Mr. J. Mcainty, the State indus-
trial officer for the union, said In
Port Hedland tonight that no meals
would be prepared and there would
be no cleaning.

What a nice statement! Blow the patients.
Let thenm get on in the best way they
can. It does not matter if they are sick.
The article further stated-

"Staff members fear victimisation,"
Mr. McGinty said.

The victimisation he referred to was in
connection with a grievance of one of his
supervisors.

That is the kind of thing which happens
continually in this State and It is a great
pity.



[Wednesday, 8 August. 19731 25

Mr. Bickerton: McGinty would not be
a communist.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Z did not say he was.
However, the Minister may know because
the stoppage occurred in his electorate.

I realise the Government is in a very
unfortunate position because it has In-
ternal and external strife. No wonder
the Premier has been acting like a drown-
ing man grasping at straws. This is what
he did in connection with an article in
the paper a while ago and to which I wish
to refer.

I know he is not responsible for all the
deficiencies of his party. He is not the
one who makes all the decisions. Cabi-
net makes many of them as does Caucus,
while some of them come from trade
unions and the T.L.C. The way the
Commonwealth is trying to squeeze the
last drop of blood out of this State Is
another reason for the State Government's
Poor showing.

Following the Ealcatta by-election the
Premier claimed the Press was biased and
he mentioned this bias in reference to an
incident which occurred during an earlier
part of the session and in regard to which
I believe the Press treated him more than
kindly.

Mr. J. iT. Tonkin: You have a queer
idea of fairness then.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I have not, but the
Premier has, and I will explain that state-
ment in a moment. If the Premier had
made his accusation in another country he
would have been hauled across the coals
and a withdrawal of his remark would
have been demanded. If he had not
withdrawn it, his resignation as Premier
would have been demanded. In any field,
a competitor who performs poorly can-
not expect top billing all the time, but
the Government does. It submits a poor
performance but desires top billing all the
time.

The Premier unfairly accused the mem-
ber for Darling Range of fraud because
the member for Darling Range at that
time had the hide to say he could not find
in Mansard any place where the Premier
had said that if the Bill to repeal the
road maintenance tax was passed and the
Bill to Introduce a new tax was lost, he
would proclaim the repeal Bill. I am sure
members will agree that is what the hon-
ourable member said. However, It Is most
difficult to find any reference to it in
Mansard because the Premier made con-
flicting statements and it was difficult
to know exactly what he was trying to say.
However, because the member for Darling
Range quite fairly made that statement,
the Premier accused him of fraud.

Mr. May: Was it in Hansard?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Not finally, no.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Yes it was in Han-
sard.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I said that finally it
was not.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Finally? It was in
Mansard.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I said that finally it
was not, because the Premier made five
or six changes.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You know very well
you asked me the question and in reply
to that I said deliberately that the Bill
would be proclaimed.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Not finally the Premier
did not.

Mr. O'Neil: You made a few changes.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You asked me the

question, didn't you?
Mr. O'CONNOR: I know you are a

learned man, Sir, so I will read what the
Premier said because he obviously does
not know himself.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You will read what
suits you.

Sir Charles Court: Read It all.
Mr, O'CONNOR: On page 452 of Man-

sard 1971, is the following-
Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not think the

Premier will get rid of the road main-
tenance tax. I bet it will remain.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The proposed
charges are to be substituted for the
road maintenance tax.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier did
not say that. He said he would abol-
ish the road maintenance tax.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I am dealing with
the statement about additional taxa-
tion. This Is not an additional tax
at all.

Further on is the following-
Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier said

unequivocally he would abolish the
road maintenance tax.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: The road main-
tenance tax, Yes.

Mr. O'CONNOR: In other words,
if this legislation does not go through
the Premier will still proclaim the
Road Maintenance (Contribution) Act
Repeal Bill.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Of course.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I am pleased to

hear that.
Further on I said-

I am glad to hear the Premier say
that if this Bill does not pass through
both Houses of Parliament he will
keep his election promise and abolish
road maintenance tax.
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Then appears the following-
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I did not say that.

I said road maintenance tax will stay.
Is not that confusing? Are they not con-
tradictory statements? Of course they are.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Just taking those two.
yes.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I will go a little fur-
ther, but not too far, because there Is not
much more.

Mr. J. T1. Tonkin: It is all very well for
you to try to put on this show but you
know quite well my intention was to pro-
claim the Bill If It became an Act, even
If the Bill for increased licenses was not
passed.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I say that the Premier
was unfair in accusing the member for
Darling Range of fraud, because he said
he could not find the reference in Han-
sard. He was quite right.

Mr. 3. T. Tonkin: It was not quite right.
Mr. O'CONNOR: The honourable mem-

ber was there when he was speaking on the
matter.

Mr. Bickerton: What has that to do with
the Supply Bill?

Mr. O'CONNOR: It has a lot to do with
it, although the Minister for Housing would
not know.

Mr. Bickerton: The member for Mt.
Lawley must have been hard up for a
subject on which to speak.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Do we have to listen to
the Minister for Housing all night? He
has been going on for hours. He is mak-
ing a shambles of the debate. To continue
the comments which appear on page 452 of
Hansard, 1971-

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I did not say that.
I said road maintenance tax will stay.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier did
nothing of the kind, but what he
says does not surprise me.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin. You asked me the
question: What will happen to road
maintenance tax if this Bill is not
passed? I said: It will stay.

Mr. O'CONNOR: When the Premier
reads Hansard he will see what he
said.

The SPEAKER: I think the honourable
member can refer other members to what
was said previously.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Right. A little later In
the debate the Premier further contradict-
ed what he had said previously. Those
were the final comments I1 could find in
connection with this matter.

If we examine the article which appeared
in the newspaper we will see that it is
about 11 inches long by two columns wide.
The Premier made cfr-ain accusations

about the Press being unfair, but almost
half of the article-about eight or nine
inches of it-are comments from the
Premier; they are not my comments at all.

A few days later the Premier replied
further to my accusations and his remarks
appeared in The West Australian on the
30th May.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin, Did you compare the
headings?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Yes.
Mr. 3. T. Tonkin: How did they compare!
Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier got more

inches in the two articles than I did, by a
long stretch. As I said, the Premier replied
to my accusations on Wednesday, the 30th
May, and again he made false statements.
If they were not false they certainly were
not conclusive because certain figures were
omitted.

Mr. '3. T1. Tonkin: it was not a false
statement.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The statements were
misconstrued because certain figures were
omitted. The Premier must have known.

Mr. 3, T. Tonkin: No, I did not.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I will explain.
Mr. 3. T. Tonkin: You will be battling

because your statement was referred by
me to the officer who was responsible for
supplying the figures. The reply was his
answer to the allegation.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Some figures were in-
advertently or intentionally omitted.

Mr. . T. Tonkin: There was no inad-
vertence or intention on my part at all.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am surprised to hear
the Premier say that because he is wrong.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You are wrong.
Mr. O'CONNOR: This is another In-

stance of the Premier being wrong.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You are the one who

is wrong.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I will prove that the

Premier Is wrong. In the Press article
the Premier stated that If anyone was
misleading Parliament It was Mr. O'Con-
nor, and he mentioned some figures. He
claimed that the two sets of figures I had
mentioned-9.000 and 97,000-were in
connection with two different matters.
However, I referred to a third set of
figures where 65,000 vehicles were involved.
Why did not the Premier mention those
figures? Finally, the Premier said that Mr.
O'Connor should not be so ready to launch
a charge of fraud and that Mr. O'Connor
owed him an apology for misinterpretation
of facts.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Will you complete
your comparison which appeared In the
paper?

Mr. O'CONNOR: I wi1L.
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Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I will see that you do,
too.

Mir. O'CONNOR: On the 23rd May, 1973,
I asked a question of the Premier. It
appears on page 2106 of ManSard, and is
as follows-

How many vehicles will have to pay
additional license fees following aboli-
tion of road maintenance tax In the
following categories--

I listed the various categories, and the
total answer was 91,000 vehicles. I copied
that question, word for word, from a ques-
tion I had asked in 197 1. In 1971 the answer
given was 65,000 vehicles.

The Premier knows very well that I asked
the question and quoted the three sets of
figures during the debate in May. However,
when he replied to the Press article he
conveniently forgot to include one set of
figures.

Mr. J, T. Tonkin: I did nothing of the
sort.

Mr. O'CONNOR: You did.
Mr. J, T. Tonkin: I did nothing of the

sort.
Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier did, and

he knows It.
Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I tell the honourable

member that I referred his statement of
fraud to the officer who supplied the
answer In the first place.

Mr. O'CONNOR: If I can continue, there
were three sets of figures, not two. At
page 2137 of Hansard, 1973, I stated that
1 found It hard to reconcile the various
figures. Mr. J. T. Tonkin interjected-

The information was obtained from
precisely the same source.

He was referring to the Transport Depart-
ment. I continued-

I do not deny that, but I am sure
the Premier will agree that the in-
crease between 1971 aind 1973 Is un-
reasonable. To me it would appear that
one of the figures is wrong and I think
the Premier will probably agree. Today
I asked the Minister representing the
Minister for Transport the following
question-

I then quoted the question, which I have
already mentioned, and the fig-ure given
was 91,000 vehicles. In 1971 we were told
that 65,000 vehicle owners would be
affected. Two different figures were given
within two days. The figure of 65,000
vehicles was omitted from the Premier's
statement, and if it was not inadvertently
omitted It was intentionally omitted,
The Premier misconstrued the facts and
he should clarify the position. This is an
instance of misconstruing facts and figures
and the situation should be clarified. The
figures given were Inaccurate because one
set of figures was Inadvertently or in-
tentionally withheld.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I will refer a copy of
your speech to the officer concerned.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier should
not answer questions until he knows what
he is talking about.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: As I have said, I will
refer a copy of your speech to the officer
concerned.

Mr. O'CONNOR: Well, you do that. I
hope the Premier will do the right thing
when he finds out that he is wrong.

Mr. J. T. 'Tonkin: That will be the day
when I am wrong on a question such as
this. I am not wrong simply because you
say I am wrong.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier is wrong,
all right. The reason I copied the 1971
question and asked it again in 1973 was
that I know the Premier has a habit of
screwing around this sort of thing. I
copied the question to make sure it was
exactly the same, and so that the figures
would refer to the same vehicles about
which I previously asked. I do not believe
that The West Australian showed any bias
at all.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: Are we going to
return to the comparison?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Yes. When I con-
tacted The West Australian and wanted
to give the correct figures--those omitted
by the Premier-I did not get an oppor-
tunity to reply. in fact, the Premier was
treated very well.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You have omitted
to mention that the Leader of the Oppos-
ition came In and supported you in the
Press, but I was denied the right of reply-
Ing to the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Press did not
requote the figures. The Premier should
not have been given anything because he
deserves to be dragged over the coals.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I1 complained about
not having the right of reply.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I was not given an
opportunity to reply and correct the
figures, but I did not complain.

Sir Charles Court: Is the Premier sug-
gesting that my comments were not correct.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I am suggesting I
should have been given the right to reply
to the Leader of the Opposition, as would
have been the ease if the boot were on the
other foot.

Sir Charles Court: No, I would not. We
do not get that right.

Mr. O'Neil: Members opposite should
see some of our correspondence.

Mr, J. T. Tonkin: The Leader of the
Opposition had two insertions in The West
Australian under at double heading to my
one insertion under a small heading.

Sir Charles Court: Are you saying my
figures were wrong? They were taken
straight out of Hansard.
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Mr. O'CONNOR: The point I am mak-
Ing is accurate. There were three sets of
figures;, namely, 91,000. 97.000 and 65,000.
The figure of 65,000 was completely omnit-
ted from the Premier's Press statement. It
was quite a relevant figure because it re-
ferred, as I have said, to a question I had
asked in 1971. The question I asked in
1973 had been copied, word for word, from
the other question.

The Government should resign because of
Its dismnal performance. This would give
us the opportunity to go to the people. We
have seen the Government's performance
on many issues over the past couple of
years and we know it talks all the time
about prices control. The Government
wants to control prices without controlling
wages or anything else of this nature. We
must wonder where the Government is
headed and whether It knows where it Is
headed.

Mr. Fletcher: There is wages control.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know where.
Mr. Fletcher: By the Industrial Com-

mission.
Sir Charles Court: That sets minimums,

not maximums.
Mr. O'CONNOR: I took out an estimate

of the increase in the price of bricks over
the period from the 1st July, 1966, to the
1st January, 1973. Over that period various
types of bricks had Increased In price by
between 34 and 53 per cent. I am sure
members will agree that this Is not a great
increase. The maximum increase was 53
per cent, In the price of bricks over a period
of almost seven years.

Wage increases over that period in-
creased by a much greater percentage.
When we talk of prices control how far
do we go? Do we control everything or
not? The Government wants to select
what it will control.

During the six-year period union fees
in the Brick Trades and Potters union
Increased by 166 per cent. compared with
a 53 per cent. maximum increase in the
prices of bricks. Is this a case for apply-
ing a stopper?

Mr. Jones: How much were they be-
fore they were increased?

Mr. O'CONNOR: They were $0 and went
to $16.

Mr. May: Members of the union have
the right to decide that.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I am sure the Minister
for Mines saw the article the other day of
a Gallup poll taken on this question. most
people do not attend union meetings be-
cause they know they will not get at fair
go. People In the front howl them down
and, in any event, what they say is not
taken in the proper way. The Gallup poll
figures indicated why people generally do
not attend union meetings; in the main
they are attended only by People who
have something to complain about.

Mr. May: The people who are comn-
plaining do not go to the meetings.

Sir Charles Court: Sometimes a person
must be brave to attend.

Mr. May: The Leader of the Opposition
would need to be.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I also took out the
prices of bricks over the last three years.
Over a three-year period standard cream
bricks increased by 21 per cent. in Price:
common bricks, by 27.7 per cent.:, and
weighted bricks, by 21.9 per cent. Union
fees In that Period Increased by 100 ver
cent.

When we study these figures we see
that in many cases food and other comn-
modities. such as bricks, show a percen-
tage increase which is far less than a
percentage increase in wages and union
fees over the same period.

Mr. Bickerton: That Is over 12 months,?
Mr. O'CONNOR: I do not know how

the Minister works that out. I gave the
increases over a seven-year period and a
three-year period respectively. I cannot
see why the Minister has mentioned the
period of 12 months.

We know the Premier himself has
troubles both within his party and out-
side It. One of the problems within his
Party seems to concern his age. I say he
is a pretty capable man for his age. I do
not deny this. However there Is pressure
for him to retire and, if he Intends to
do so, be should let the Parliament and
the public know. The same applies if he
intends not to resign but to continue in
office. There are rumours that he will be
forced to retire within three weeks. From
his own point of view and from that of
his party he should indicate whether or
not this is the case.

Mr. May; Is that not UP to him and to
the party?

Mr. O'CONNOR: Members of the public
are entitled to know.

Mr. Jamieson: The Public Put him in
office last year.

Sir Charles Court: I can say that the
Premier is the best the Labor Party has
got.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier is in fur-
ther difficulties.

Mr. May: I agree with the Leader of the
opposition.

Mr. O'Neil: The Premier is so far in
front of others on the opposite side of
the House that he is a loner.

Mr. O'CONNOR: The Premier has a
deputy who Is ill and, once again, there
are rumours that the Deputy Premier may
not be able to continue in his present
position. These matters should be clarified.
The Premier's most capable Minister has
left the Parliament and has taken over as
Chairman of the Licensing Court.
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Mr. Bickerton., You did not get on too
'well 'with him,

Mr, O'CONNOR: I admit it.
Mr. O'Neil. That did not stop him from

being capable.
Mr. O'CONNOR: We had cur clashes

but It made no difference because he was
the most capable Minister on the other
side of the House.

Mr. Jamieson: It seems that all our
leaders are very good once they are dead.

Mr. Thompson; The member for Mt.
Lawley is praising someone who is alive.

Mr. O'CONNOR: I was interested to
read an article In the Nation Review
for the 3rd to the 9th August, 1973. It
mentioned a Steve Thackray who had
written arn article which was printed for
distribution just prior to the Balcatta by-
election.

The article In the Nation Review reads--
Steve Thackray. 19, president of

the YLA and a delegate to the ALP
state executive, penned a savage
attack on premier John Tonkin, his
"cronies" and the "machine" which
had gained ALP candidate Brian
Burke preselection for Balcatta ahead
of a friend of Thackray's.

Later on It stater,-
Thackray claimed that Tonkin and

his colleagues in the state Labor party
would have only themselves to blame
if the government lost Balcatta.

He continued: "Local Balcatta
rumor has It that Graham was forced
out by his enemies and aspiring
deputy leaders. The Graham per-
sonal vote would have been one of
the most substantial of any elector-
ate. . . . A local revolt In the Balga,
(Balcatta) ALP has not helped mat-
ters. The defeat of local son candi-
date In the preselection ballot,
Graham Reece, ensured the lasting
enmity of all branch members against
the upstart Burke."

I do not say this is the case; I am simply
reading the article.

Mr. T. J. Burke: Keep going!
Mr. O'CONNOR: The honourable mem-

ber can read the balance of it for himself.
The article goes on-

"ThLA members doorknocking in
nearby Karrinyup have found un-
precedented anti-Labor feeling."

When Thackray and supporters
began handing out the Gazette on
Thursday night Labor men panicked.

The SPEAKER: I think members can
read this article for themselves If they
wish.

Mr. O'CONNOR: There are only three
more lines. It says-

An effort Is believed to have been
made to corner all available copies
in order to keep these out of hostile
hands.

Mr. Bickerton: That Is democracy.
Ms. O'CONNOR: This is an indication

of some of the problems the Premier faces
within the party,

Mr. May: Do you agree with everything
the young liberals have to say?

Mr. O'CONNOR: No, and I do not agree
with all that young Labor people have
to say.

Mr. Jones: Are there any problems
within your party?

Mr. O'CONNOR:, The article in ques-
tion was put out on the Thursday prior
to the Balcatta by-election, The Press
and others believe that, had this article
been distributed, It would have been the
end of the Labor Party's chances of win-
ning Balcatta. A panic-stricken group
raced out and got all the copies back as
soon as possible.

Mr. May: They apparently missed 16.
Mr. O'CONNOR:, As I have said, the

Premier has his problems both within his
party and outside of It. Probably he Is
reaching the stage where he will not carry
on as Premier for much longer. it Is
hard for us to see a leader who could
take over from him. One is not visible
apart from the Deputy Premier who also
has his problems. Loss of public confi-
dence in the State Government and the
way in which people are disturbed about
the actions of the Commonwealth Goy-
ermnent indicate quite clearly what the
result would be if an election were held
today.

I wish to mention one other point which
has caused a great deal of concern and
I refer, of course, to the question of Inter-
ference with the law. I have spoken on
this subject on many occasions, but it Is
obviously still occurring. We saw the
Albany and Maguire incident. Members
of the public react against Interferenrce
by the Premier and the Government with
the normal course of the law. We have
seen the selective enforcement of war-
rants and the dropping of the charges
against Lionel Brockrnan. There was also
the Incident of the T.A.B. at Dampier
wherein the Premier issued Instructions
for the withdrawal of a summons against
an Individual and refused to table the
papers in the House because, I feel, he was
afraid of the repercussions from such
documents.

We would be quite happy if the Gov-
errnent would table the papers in con-
nection with this matter but I do not
think It has the nerve to do so.
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The Oovernment's actions are worrying
many people, and I believe the actions of
the Commonwealth Government are also
reflecting on the results of the Govern-
ment in this State. The action of the
Leader of the Opposition in moving the
amendment was commendable, and if the
Government has any regard for the people
of this State It will fail into line and go
to the polls, because if It has the confi-
dence of the people it will be returned.

MR. JONES (Collie) [12.51 a.m.J: I
support the Bill. It is quite evident that
since we have been on this side of the
House It has been the desire of the Op-
position parties to remove the Tonkin
Government from office. When the Leader
of the Opposition has risen to attack: the
Government, he has had the usual support
from the Leader of the Country Party-
both the former leader and the present
leader.

Tonight, various attacks have been made
on the Government's administration on a
Commonwealth basis and a State basis.
The Leader of the Opposition referred to
the question which raised its head In Vic-
toria. It might be of interest if I read the
statements of the Federal Leader of the
Liberal Party following the last Federal
election. I quote from page 382 of
The National Economic and Legislative
Report of the 5th December, 1972-

Liberal Leader's Warning
Perhaps the clearest view of the

defeated Government's problems came
from Liberal Party Federal president
Southey who spoke of the need for
the Liberal organisation as a whole to
have a more direct say In the forma-
tion of policy rather than leaving It to
the Parliamentary members.

Indicating his belief that the Gov-
ernment had lost touch with the elect-
orate, he said: "In these changing
times, the Parliamentarians will need
to be responsive to the mind and the
will of the Organisation so that the
pbieies espoused by the Parliamentary
Party become a true reflection of the
Organisation's outlook, which Is very
representative."

This Is the Important part-
He said the personal ambitions and
feuds Inside the Parliamentary Liberal
Party since the death of Prime Minister
Molt had been deadly and destructive

*..that sort of conduct must be
burled with the past.

He added: "If it is not, the Organ-
isation's authority over the endorse-
ment of candidates may have to be
employed ruthlessly. The interests of
the Party transcend those of any in-
dividual."

Sir Charles Court: When did he say
that?

Mr. JONES: That is reported in The
National Economic and Legislative Report
of the 5th December, 1972.

Mr. May: And he is still saying it.
Sir Charles Court: And the Victorian

elections were on the 19th May. 1973.
Mr. JONES: Since that time we have

heard many suggestions that there may be
weddings-that we may see the wedding of
the Country Party and the D.L.P., the
wedding of the D.L.P. and the Liberal
Party, or the wedding of the two major
Opposition parties. None of these wed-
dings have yet transpired. Reference has
been made to Integration of the DLI'. with
the Liberal movement, which was no
doubt unacceptable to the Victorian
Branch of the Liberal Party.

The Leader of the Opposition attempted
to state why the Giovernment should agree
to the proposition he advanced. In my
view, we still have a mandate. I wonder
what the attitude would be if the position
were reversed. It is quite clear that, for-
tunately for us and unfortunately for the
Opposition, we had a landslide in the
Federal sphere. This is something the
Opposition cannot stomach. It cannot
realise that the Liberal Party does not have
control of the Federal purse strings, and
this fact is pinching the Opposition, to say
the least.

A number of reasons can be advanced as
to why the coalition Government was not
successful at the last Federal election. Sir
Robert Menzies was not there to pull the
rabbit of Communism out of the hat.
There was not the North-West Cape issue
where the 36 faceless men could be intro-
duced. The people quite rightly woke up
to the fact that red herrings had been
drawn across the tracks in the Federal
sphere for several years.

Members on the other side of the House
and the Federal Leader of the Liberal
Party have gone on record a& saying that
some of the Prime Minister's policies have
been initiated by them. Unfortunately,
the relevant Press cutting is not at my dis-
posal, but that was the situation.

Much has been said tonight about union
Intrusion into the parliamentary sector of
the Australian Labor Party. It has been
suggested we are being run by Trades Hall.
However, we are quite open in our affairs.
We admit the Press to all our meetings and
a number of important matters are report-
ed by the Press.

Mr. O'Neil, Only when it is convenient.

Mr. JONES: This opportunity is not
given to the Press by the Liberal Party or-
ganisation. If It is given. I may be correct-
ed, but I understand members of the Press
are not admitted to Liberal Party meetings
as they are to meetings of the Australian
Labor Party.
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Mr. R. L. Young: The Press is admitted
to our State conference every year.

Mr. Jamieson: Under sufferance.
Mr. JONES: In my view, the Federal

Government has brought down an excel-
lent programme, Irrespective of the views
expressed by the honourable doctor on the
other side of the House. I think the na-
tional health scheme is to be commended.
In his address in Bunbury, the Prime Min-
ister clearly proved the Inadequacies in the
existing system, under which labourers
and unskilled workers are required to pay
the same rate of hospital benefits as are
members of Parliament and people on high
salaries. Provisions to remove this anom-
aly are Included in the national health
scheme.

I hope that in the not too distant
future we will see the Introduction of a
national workers' compensation scheme
for the benefit of workers In Western Aus-
tralia. If the attitude which has been ex-
pressed In this Chamber is followed in
another place, I can see little improve-
ment In the benefits flowing to workers per
medium of the Workers' Compensation
Act.

I also look forward to the introduction of
the national superannuation fund. Mem-
bers on the other side of the House have
been critical of the Federal programme but
no mention has been made of any of the
benefits which will flow from the legisla-
tion at present being enacted by the
Federal Government. I am of the opinion
that at the end of the term of the Federal
Government we will have one of the best
social services Acts In the world. Time
wilt prove this but from Information which
has been given to me I believe that will
be the situation.

Mr. Rtushton, What about the 30 per
cent. inflation rate?

Mr. JONES: Much has been said about
the roles of the Legislative Assembly and
the Legislative Council. While the Leader
of the Opposition was speaking I was
wondering how he would accept the posi-
tion In reverse and whether he would take
kindly to a situation In which the Labor
Party controlled the Legislative Council
when his Government occupied the Treas-
ury benches. I wonder whether he would
accept the situation he is asking us to
accept.

Sir Charies Court: We would use Its
Power immediately,

Mr. JONES: Labor Governments govern
only with the blessing of the Legislative
Council. How many Bills have been rejected
during this session of Parliament?

Sir Charles Court: How many?
Mr. JONES: Quite a few, and if one

can be guided by the Indication of the
Leader of the Opposition, there are more
rejections to come, especially in relation to
the industrial legislative programme.

Sir Charles Court: Tell us now the Bills
you want the Council to reject.

Mkr. JONES: It is reported on the front
page of The West AustraUan of today that
the Sick Leave Bill was rejected by the
Legislative Council last night.

It is true that two Country Party mem-
bers voted with Government members but,
as I mentioned earlier, this was probably
just for show. The Opposition ensured that
the numbers were there to defeat the legis-
lation.

It was quite clear to me when this part
of the session of Parliament commenced
that the Opposition would attempt to
dislodge the Labor Government. This was
apparent as we had seen much In the
columns of the Press and all sorts of
suggestions had been put forward. I main-
tain that the Labor Government still has
a mandate, whether by one vote or by 10
votes. As the Premier said earlier, as long
as we have the numbers we have the ight
to see our term through.

This leads me to the point that the
mandate still exists. The repercussions
which can flow from It If this legislation
is defeated have been clearly Illustrated
by the Premier and also by the member for
Boulder-Dundas. If the Supply Bill Is not
passed In another place, the responsibility
must lie fairly and squarely with the
Opposition.

I am very happy with the performance
of our Government-very happy Indeed.

Mr. Rushton: You are easily pleased.
Mr. JONES: One Opposition member got

to his feet and said we have achieved
very little so far in the field of minerals.
I will say this: Had there been no change
of Governemint, this State would be fully
reliant on fuel oil for Its power.

Mr. Hartrey: Hear, hear!
Sir Charles Court: That is not so.
Mr. JONES: 1 am simply stating the

true Position. Look at the hopeless mess
when the anouncement was made about
adding 2 x 200 megawatt units to the
Muja Power station. Sir Charles Court
said "our Government would have done
the same."

Sir Charles Court: Of course It would.
Mr. JONES: The unions approached

Sir Charles Court in 1964, and we also
argued strongly for the extra megawatts
with the backing of the trade union move-
ment of Western Australia. The then
Government said it was not possible be-
cause the manager of the State Electricity
Commission asserted there was insufficl-
ent water in the Wellington dam for cool-
ing purposes for Muja.

Sir Charles Court: The unions said
there was not enough coal.

Mr. JONES: After that we saw the
announcement that Aiwest was going to
use millions Of gallons of water a day In

2461



[ASSEMB3LY.]

Bunbury. There was no water available
for Muja a few years before, but plenty
of water for the alumina refinery at Bun-
bury, without extending the capacity of
the Wellington dam.

I firmly believe that had we not experi-
enced a change of Government we woiild
have seen more extensions to the oil-
fired system at Kwinana. As I have said
previously, this would not have been In
the best Interests of the State, for security
and other reasons. It Is well known that
the world Is running short of fuel, and
this fact is disturbing people in many of
the large countries of the world. The
magazine section of the Weekend News
of the 3rd February, 1973. carried an
article headed, "Is the world running out
of fuel?" This was a very comprehensive
report on the fuel deposits available in
all parts of the world. Of course, America
is concerned about this situation.

I have here an article from the Daily
News of Wednesday, the 6th June. It is
headed "America's fuel shortage starts to
hurt"., Another article in The West Aus-
tralian of Monday, the 6th August. is
headed "Fuel crisis looms for E.E.C.". A
paragraph reads as follows-

AT THEIR MERCY
The Arab nations, controlling 85

Per cent, of the world's oil supply,
know they have everyone else at their
mercy.

Whether we like It or not, this is the
situation. Some credit must go to the
Labor Government for changing this
policy. It would be true to say that, for
generation purposes, not all our eggs are
in the one basket. I hope we never ex-
perience another war, but members must
be aware that had war broken out and
had the Swinana oil-powered station been
put out of commission, we would have
been in a sorry plight in regard to power
supplies.

Members know that the blame would
have fallen fairly and squarely on the
Opposition, and particularly on the former
Leader of the Country Party who was
then the Minister for Electricity. The
Labor Government was responsible for the
setting up of the Fuel and Power Com-
mission. This commission has proved of
great advantage in the conservation of
the Power resources of Western Australia.

When we spoke to the former Govern-
ment about extensions to the power
station, the Leader of the Country Party
said there was not enough coal. He said
Collie had only another 30 years' supply
left. I have said this so many times that
I can repeat the date. The Leader of
the Country Party adhered to this con-
cept and he was proved wrong. This
shows the shortsightedness of the former
Leader of the Country Party.

Sir Charles Court: Are you going to tell
us the attitude of the union when we
tried to tell them there was more coal
there than they thought?

Mr. JONES: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion knows all about It.

Sir Charles Court: Are you going to
tell us the union's attitude?

Mr. JONES: The Leader of the Country
Party said only 30 years were left for
Collie. This is on record, and I can give
members the reference.

Mr. O'Neil: Come back to the coal re-
serves.

Mr. McPharlin: Where would the infor-
mation have come from?

Mr. JONES: Prom the honourable mem-
ber's leader.

Mr. McPharlln: Where would he get It
from-he did not dig the holes?

Mr. May: Had he dug the holes he
would have known.

Mr. JONES: He should not have made
that stupid statement. He was misled.

Mr. May: He got it from the then
Premier.

Mr. JONES: The former Premier went
to Bunbury. He is on record as saying
that there Is Probably more coal at Collie
than the Government knew about. He
remembers making that statemnent-I can
see him smiling. This was after the Leader
of the Country Party said that Collie had
only 30 years' supply left.

Sir Charles Court: He never said that
at all.

Mr. JONES: I have referred to page 447
of Hansard of the 29th March, 1973.

Mr. McPharlin: Did you know there
was more coal there?

Mr. JONES: Hundreds of millions of
tons of coal are available.

Mr. McPharlln: Did you know of that
at that time ?

Mr. JONES: I knew, and I emphasised
In this House that more boring was neces-
sary. I am making a point that the Gov-
ernment, in conjunction with Peabody Coal
of America and Western Collieries of West-
ern Australia, engaged in a $300,000 boring
programme.

Mr. McPharlin: You did not know at
that time,

Mr. JONES: We knew, but the Brand
Government would not take any action.
Men came from the Eastern Staes and
stayed a week. They visited the Collie
Club and other places and said to members,
"How do you do?" And then they returned
to the Eastern States.

Mr. MePharlln: How did you know?
Mr. JONES: The geological service re-

port bulletin 105. The honourable member
ay cheek this with the previous Leader
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of the Country Party. The Liberal Goy-
ermnent would have closed Collie down
and said there was no future for It.

Sir Charles Court: Your unionists said
that we overestimated the coal.

Mr. JONES: The material given to the
Stock Exchange proves that hundreds of
mllilons of tons of cheap extractable coal
is available on the Collie coalfield.

Sir Charles Court: Glad to hear that.
Mr. JONES: I am of the firm opinion,

and I have a great knowledge of the In-
dustry, that even more cheap extractable
coal will be available. I say this because
the boring systems used In the early days
of the Collie mining were nowhere near as
good as those used in the present grid bar-
tIg programme. I am quite confident that
my remarks will prove true.

I brought this point up to show the
shortcomings of the former Adinnstra-
tion. It did little about this matter. All
It did In 1980 was to sack 700 workers and
leave 500 homes in Collie empty. This Is
what the former Government did to Collie.
If this Policy had been continued, there
would be little left In Collie today, I
mention this point to illustrate that the
Labor Government is worthy of some
Praise for Its attempts In this respect and
for its achievements which have improved
the position.

Mr. Sibson: The unions allowed open-
cut mining at the time.

Mr. JONES: The member for Bunbury
would be well in formed on this, would he
not?

Mr. Sibson; Yes.
Mr. JONES; Does be know that the

average price of deep-mine open coal Is as
cheap at the moment as Muja open-cut
coal?

Mr. Sibson; That Is not the point.
Mr. JONES: Of course it Is. One does

not use all one's high grade material., It
is conmbined as it Is in the goldinining
industry.

Point of Order
Mr. RUSHTON: On a point of order, Mr.

Speaker, the member for Collie is speak-
ing away from his own seat.

Mr, JONES; The member for Collie was
standing on his feet. What a weak point
to raise! The member for Dale has
really shown his colour tonight. I apolo-
gise, Mr. Speaker, for moving one inch to
the right.

Debate Resumed
Mr. Davies; Never move to the right.
Mr. JONES; For once in my life I moved

to the right and I will never do it again.
I thank the member for drawing my at-
tention to it. To return to my point, I
think the activities of the new Leader of

the Country Party should be examined. I
do not think that the Country Party and
the Liberal Party know exactly where they
are heading, because Mr. McPharlin was
reported in The West Australian of the
17lth July as saying-

The SPEAKER; I suggest to the memt-
ber that he use electoral names.

Mr. JONES: I said the Leader of the
Country Party.

The SPEAKER: You also used his name.
Mr. JONES: I apologise, Sir: I did not

think it was necessary to refer to his
electorate.

The SPEAKER;- It is all right to call
him the Leader of the Country Party.

Mr. JONES: I was amazed to find that
we have got back to the old communist
bogey. I thought he would get away from
that when he became the leader of his
party. Previously whenever he spoke he
gave the impression that he went home at
night and looked under his bed for com-
munist bogeys. It seems that he is con-
tinuing with that attitude because after
he was elected to his present Position he
said-

The anti-socialist parties have to
get together to combat the creeping
hordes of socialism which are get-
ting into this country.

Here come the bad Labor men! Here
come the hordes of socialism!

Mr. May; Is that the article in wnieh he
said he would study the Supply Bill?

Mr. JONES; No, that wia another
article. Irrespective of whether or not Mr.
Jack Marks is a communist I think we
must agree with his remarks on that
occasion.

Sir Charles Court: He did the Leader of
the Country Party a lot of good and lifted
his stocks much higher. He gave the
Leader of the Country Party a good deal
of publicity because the public were made
clearly aware of where the Leader of the
Country Party stood. He is against social-
ists and against the communists.

Mr. JONES: I do not know where the
Leader of the Country Party is going be-
cause recently it was suggested that he
join UP with the D.L.P., and in today's
paper we find that the D.L.. has re-
buffed Mr. Snedden. The parties opposite
are not a very happy family. Although I
may be wrong, I cannot see a wedding for
many years to come.

Mr. Jamieson: It would be a shotgun
wedding.

Mr. JONES: If 'we examine the situation
we find that the Opposition parties are In
a hopeless mess and do not know who to
marry. That Is precisely the situation.

Sir Charles Court: Let us have an elec-
tion and we will show you.
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Mr. R. L. Young. Go to the polls and
test. us.

Mr. JONES: Yes, and there could be a
funeral before the marriage. That is a
possibility.

Mr. W. Q. Young: You want to watch
out that it is not on your side.

Mr. JONES: If we look at The West
Australian of the 15th March we find the
heading "C., D.L.P. talk about combin-
ing". Then, of course, the Liberal Party of
Western Australia did not want to be left
out, so it said, "If there Is going to be a
wedding, we suggest that we should marry
the Country Party." In the Daily News of
the 6th August we find the heading, "W.A.
Libs and C.P. may unite".

Mr. May: I thought they were United.

Mr. JONES: However, we find now that
the best man is interfering--or perhaps it
is the father who Is going to give one or
other of the parties away-because in The
West Australian of Thursday, the 9th
August, we find a heading stating that the
DIJ.P. has rebuffed Mr. Snedden's call.
The article states that the leader of the
D.L.P. (Senator Gair) said today that the
Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Snedden)
and the Liberal Party lacked credibility.
We have sat here tonight listening to talk
about the bad trade union movement, the
bad State Executive of the A.L.P., and the
threat of communism; and now we see
that in the opinion of Senator Clair. Mr.
Snedden and the Liberal Party lack
credibility. I will not go deeper into that
article, but it continues at length to state
why the wedding should not take place.

Whilst we have had plenty of criticism
flowing from the other side of the House
tonight, it will be appreciated that nobody
knows which Opposition parties will be in-
volved In the wedding. Whilst I am on my
feet I would like to point out that I have
never agreed with coalitions. It is true to
say that the State platform of my party
does not agree with them.

Mr. R. L. Young: That is because no-
body would want to coalesce with you.

Mr. JONES: Of course, if we wished to
coalesce with another party we certainly
would not be looking in the direction of
the honourable member's party.

Sir Charles Court: You would have to
go to the communists.

Mr. JONES: The situation is that we
govern as one party. We do not rely on
weddings or coalitions to govern. Irrespec-
tive of the fact that we have a majority
of only one in this Chamber we still have
a mandate and we do not have to Join
forces in order to govern as we are doing
at the present time.

Mr. Hutchinson: No, you have compul-
sory unionism.

Mr. R. L. Young: You could not do any
worse.

Mr. JONES: The honourable member
knows mly views on compulsory unionism.

Mr. R. L. Young: Yes.
Mr. JONES., We do not deny that we

are a socialist party; we are proud to be
a socialist party. We do not hide behind
doors and say what we stand for. When
the people In my electorate vote for me
they know I am a socialist, There Is no
denying the fact that talk of socialist
hordes and other threats are coming from
members on the other side of the House.

Mr. Hutchinson: Are you a centralist,
too?

Mr. JONES: At the moment I am dis-
cussing the question of socialism.

Mr. R. L. Young: You have to be a
centralist.

Sir Charles Court: All power to the
junta.

Mr. JONES: I hope members opposite
will allow me to make my speech. I am
sure they will have an opportunity to make
their statements, probably before we go
home a little later in the morning. Refer-
ence has been made to the Labor Party
doing very little since it has been in office.
I think if members apposite were to study
the major legislation introduced during the
term of our Government they would find
that statement Is completely unjust. I
think all credit is due to our leader-the
Premier-for the appointment of the Om-
budsman, the Consumer Protection Coun-
cil. and many other benefits that have
been introduced for the workers of Western
Australia and the State as a whole. In
view of the time factor It is not my inten-
tion to traverse all facets of the policies
implemented by the State Labor Govern-
ment. It would take me some hours to
explain to the House the achievements of
our Government, as outlined In the bro-
chure I am holding up. I know that Op-
position members would like to get their
hands on this document, but unfortunately
it Is not available.

Mr. Hutchinson: Table it.
Mr. JONES: It has been suggested that

the Legislative Council has not rejected
much major legislation. I look forward
with interest to seeing the attitude
adopted by that Chamber firstly to the
Supply Bill, secondly to the Industrial ar-
bitration measure-

Mr. W. Gl. Young: There might not be
any secondly.

Mr. JONES: -and thirdly to the Exces-
sive Prices Prevention Bill. We can use as
a gauge the strong opposition expressed
on the other side of the House to a Bill
to determine what sort of passage we can
expect it to receive In another place, and
we have not been wrong on many
occasions.
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Mr. H. L. Young: What about the Bills
you deliberately designed to be knocked
out by another place?

Mr. JONES: That may be the opinion
of the honourable member, but some
major Bills, including the Excessive
Prices Prevention Bill, the legislation to
atolish the road maintenance tax, the Bill
to amend the Traffic Act, and the daylight
saving legislation, were rejected by an-
other place, and of course the responsibil-
ity for this lies fairly and squarely on the
shoulders of the Opposition. I have named
only a few of the Hills that were rejected,
but I could go on quoting many other
Pieces of legislation that met the same
fate.

This clearly indicates to me that whilst
we have a mandate to govern, and irres-
pective of the majority we have in this
House-even if there were a landslide at
the next State election and we were re-
turned with a majority of 10-the final de-
cision on the fate of any piece of legisla-
tion rests with the Legislative Council.

Mr. O'Neil: You have a keen sense of
humour.

Mr. JONES: We often talk of democ-
racy, but if the people go to the polls and
elect a Government, no matter what Its
Political colour may be, and it is unable
to govern because of the Legislative Coun-
cl, surely that is not democracy. There Is
no doubt that we are only able to govern
in accordance with the whim of the Leg-
islative Council. We are completely at Its
mercy.

In conclusion I say we still have a man-
date to govern. Even the member for Cot-
tesloe would admit that if a football team
wins a grand final by only one Point he
would not challenge the fact that it had
won the Premiership. Also, the East Pre-
mantle Football Club would not sack John
Todd if it won the grand final by only one
point. Regardless of whether a team wins
by one Point or two Points it still wins,
and if we, as a Government, win by one
vote, we still have a mandate to govern.
I support the Bill.

MR. O'NEJL (East Melville-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) (1.22 am.]: I
suppose on this occasion much more atten-
tion has been paid by members of Par-
liament and the general public to the
passing of the Supply Hill. I certainly have
to admit that from my Point of view I
have carried out a fair amount of research
on what the Supply Hill does and what it
purports to do, and some of the history
of Supply Hills in the Past, because it is
Perfectly clear that one of the opportuni-
ties given to the Parliament and to this
House to put the Government before the
people is to deny the passage of supply.
I do not think anyone, in fact, has speci-
fically referred to the contents of this Bill

to date and I have to admit that, in the
Past, I have usually taken only a cursory
glance at It.

Mr. May: Is there an ulterior motive be-
hind that?

Mr. O'NEIL: In reading this Bill, and
from my knowledge of similar Hills that
have been brought forward in the Past,
it is my understanding that all Govern-
ments run out of money on the 30th June;
that is, the end of the financial Year.
The Budget Bills; namely, the Loan Bill
and the Estimates of Revenue and Ex-
penditure, have to be brought forward
to cover the whole financial year. Know-
ing that, the Government of the day exists
-for want of a better term-by way of
I.OXUs granted by the Governor, and the
Governor will, no doubt, have no hesita-
tion in issuing such warrants to the Gov-
ernment, because the Executive of any
Government can usually assure His Excel-
lency that it has the numbers in Parlia-
ment to ratify the advances the Governor
has made by warrant and to approve of
a certain amount of expenditure to cover
the operation of the Government, at least
until it gets to the point of passing its
Budget.

In fact, this Bill seeks to appropriate
funds from three separate sources: namely,
from the General Loan Fund, the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund, and from the
Public Account. It is significant, I think,
that over the last five years and also in
this year as well, the amount that has
been appropriated from the General Loan
Fund has been $30,000,000 in each of
those years.

The amount that has been appropriated
from the Public Account, for the Purpose
of making temporary advances to be made
by the Treasurer, has been) $5,000,000 in
each of the last five years, and once again,
in this financial year, it is $5,000,000. So
those amounts are token amounts, one
being to ensure the continuation of the
loan works Programme and the other be-
ing, in essence, the petty cash of the
Treasurer. There is no doubt that
$5.000,000 is not a bad drop of petty cash.

In 1968-69 the Supply Act covered ap-
proximately 40 Per cent. of what was pre-
sented to the Parliament at a later date as
revenue expenditure. The next year it was
approximately 39 per cent.; the next year,
40 per cent.; the next year, 38 per cent.,
and the following year, 42 per cent. of
course, the sumns appropriated are quoted
in round terms so it is evident to me
that the Supply Bill-for each of the last
five years, as well as in this year-has ad-
vanced from the Consolidated Revenue
Fund 40 per cent, of the total revenue ex-
penditure as presented to Parliament dur-
ing the Budget session.

If the figure of $230,000,000 to be appro-
priated from the Consolidated Revenue
Fund-as quoted in this Bill-is In fact
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40 Per cent. of the Treasurer's estimate of
the revenue expenditure this year,
on my rough calculations we can expect
an estimated revenue expenditure of
$575,000,000 which, in round terms, is
about $100,000,000 more than last year.

The Treasurer will, in due course no
doubt, tell us where he will get an extra
$100,000,000 from in view of the position
the State is in at the moment, because it
will be of more than passing interest to
me to learn the source of that money. The
Treasurer is, of course, approaching an
election and this Is not a very appropriate
time to increase charges and taxes upon
the People. He is anxious to win their
support and he is faced with the prob-
lem of raising something like $100,000,000
in addition to the amount that was, in
fact, raised last year.

I will watch with more than passing
interest the Revenue Budget when pre-
sented: that is, if the Premier is given the
opportunity to present a Revenue Budget
durinq thir session of Parliament.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: You may have the
task of raising the $100.000,000 yourself.

Mr. O'NEIL: Well, it is a task we will
accept.

Mr. 5. T7. Tonkin: That is very interest-
ing.

Mr. O'NEIL: Clause 3 of this Bill states
that the sums which will be made available
will be applied towards making good sup-
Ply to satisfy the warrants made under
the hand of the Governor under the pro-
visions of the law now in force in respect
of any services voted by the legislative
Assembly during the financial Year end-
ing the 30th June, 1974. So it is, in fact,
a ratification of the advances that have
already been made by the Governor as
well as ensuring that there is a sum of
moneY-40 Per cent. of the total revenue
expenditure-available to the Government
for some time.

If one looks at this figure it would ap-
Pear that the Supply Hill is designed to
ensure that the Government has enough
money to operate its loan programme and
its revenue expenditure programme at least
until the end of November in each year
when the Supply Hill is introduced. So
roughly, even although it is only 40 per cent.
of the ultimate total revenue expenditure,
the Supply Bill should make available to
the Government half of its year's supply
of cash.

One thing that interests mec is the
amount of money that baa already been
advanced by the Governor to the Govern-
ment. without technical and statutory ap-
proval. That must be so. Normally the
Supply Bill is introduced as close as pos-
sible to the first day of the second part of
a parliamentary session.

Previously when a parliamentary ses-
sion was officially opened on the last
Thursday in July It became a tradition for
the Supply Bill to be the first Bill to be
introduced on the following Tuesday; and
Standing Orders were suspended to enable
it to be passed in one sitting. I under-
stand the Premier stated that was a for-
mality.

I believe that in the past, before I be-
came a member of Parliament, it was a
formality. As a matter of fact there used
to be more than one Supply Bill In a ses-
sion. As I recall the position, the Revenue
and Loan Estimates were dealt with in a
different way. I think at that time the
House resolved itself Into a Committee of
Ways and Means to raise the money to
provide the services. This was followed
by a further Supply Bill the passage of
which was a formality, and it went
through very quickly because most of the
discussion on how the money was to be
raised had been dealt with by the Com-
mittee of Ways and Means.

In recent Years we have had only one
Supply Bill. This is introduced as quickly
as possible so that the Governor does not
become embarrassed by the I.O.TJ.s he has
issued to enable the State to be financed
until at least the Government has an
opportunity to pass its Budget, Although
this is a little piece of paper which no
doubt many people have read, it has quite
an interesting history and a great deal of
detail is associated with it.

When the Premier replies to the debate
perhaps he can give an indication of how
much money the Government owes to the
Governor-money it has obtained without
legal approval. I doubt whether be could
do that off the cuff, but it is an interesting
exercise. He could indicate whether the
Governor is impatient for supply to be
granted.

If Parliament delays the Supply Bill, and
the Governor is aware of the attitude or
the electorate-as we are-that the Goy-
erninent should have a limited life, and
much more limited if we had our way,
then I am sure he would be concerned
with the advances that have been made by
him without the approval of a Supply Bill.

The Supply Bill gives members the op-
portunity to canvass any matters they
might wish to raise. The debate is similar
to the debate on the Address-In-Reply. I1
propose to deal with only two matters
which I regard as important, and which
have motivated the Opposition to some ex-
tent in its opposition to grant supply and
in its attempt to find some legal means to
force the Government to go to the people.

Over the last few years two matters have
concerned me extremely greatly; they are
two issues which face not only this State.
but the nation as well. The first is the
tendency towards centralism as distinct
from federalism. Not all the fault in this
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regard lies with the present Administra-
tion In Canberra; but certainly the present
Federal Government is moving towards
centralism far more rapidly than anyone
expected or liked.

The second matter concerns industrial
anarchy which is sweeping the nation and
which perhaps inadvertently, through the
passage of certain industrial Bills intro-
duced by this Government, will completely
wreck what has been considered to be a
reasonable and fair system of industrial
arbitration. If members turn their minds
to this latter course of events and look at
the Bills which have been introduced by
the Government on the pretence of social
advancement of the worker, they will see
that in fact the Bills seek to strip the
industrial arbitration authority of almost
every Power it possesses, with the ex-
ception of the power to fix wages.

When discussions take place between
management and labour with respect to
working conditions, award payments, and
the like, there are a number of items
covered by industrial agreements and
awards which can become the subject of
negotiation. Not all industrial awards and
agreements are fought tooth and nail on
every clause; most of them are arrived at
by consent after negotiation between the
Parties. They do provide certain areas for
negotiation. In return for concessions In
one field, one party will often grant a
concession in another field.

Matters like annual leave, sick leave, and
other benefits are part of the total parcel
within which the parties may negotiate.
This Government thinks it is doing a good
job by removing from the industrial ar-
bitration authority the right to determine
long service leave, and more recently, the
right to determine sick leave. The next
Bill to be introduced by the Government
could well apply to annual leave, and so on.

Bit by bit the Government seeks to strip
the industrial arbitration authority of the
factors on which negotiation may take
place, so that eventually that authority is
left with only one function; that is, to fix
wages. In the ultimate that function could
also be done away with, and the Govern-
ment might do the lot itself.

Mr. T. D3. Evans: The Government or
Parliament?

Mr. O'NEIL: The Government. I have
said that the Government in introducing
these Bills which appear on the surface
to be of a social nature reduces the
functions of the industrial arbitration
authority.

Mr. T. D3. Evans: They require parlia-
mentary approval.

Mr. O'NEIL: I think the Attorney-
General should remain quiet. I am saying
that the Government has introduced the
Bills. The Government may well believe
it is doing the right thing by the workers,

but fortunately Parliament consists of
more than just the Government. Possibly
Parliament can see a little further in that
the ultimate aim of these Pieces of legis-
lation is to strip the authority of the In-
dustrial Commission.

Mr. T. D3. Evans: But the Government
has to bring the Bills before Parliament.
It does not act unilaterally.

Mr. O'NEIL: I did not say that. I said
the Government ought to have a look at
what it is introducing. It is lucky that we
have Parliament to temper what the
Government is doing. If the Government
is doing these things Intentionally It ought
to be condemned. I am simply saying to
the members of the Government, "When
you do this you may think you are doing
a great thing in respect of sick leave and
other benefits by bringing these matters
before Parliament and by attempting to
remove functions of the industrial arbitra-
tion authority, but It is up to the Parlia-
ment to tell the Government it is not doing
the right thing at all."

I caution the Government in one respect,
and this falls in one of the areas which
concerns me greatly. It is the industrial
anarchy which has beset our nation, and
perhaps other nations. It is a great prob-
lem which we are facing.

The other matter of concern to me is
the vexed question of centralism versus
federalism. Most of us recognise that the
Federal Government exists because at some
point in time the States decided that It
ought to come into existence; but the
States came first and that is fair enough.
As a result of conventions it was deter-
mined there were certain areas of law-
making and other areas of responsibility
which could best be left to the Federal
Government. The States created the
Commonwealth, and they vested in the
Commonwealth certain powers which they
considered the Commonwealth ought to
have.

The concern about centralism did not
commence with the change of Federal
Government. It commenced some con-
siderable time ago, and came to a head
during the period when John Gorton was
the Prime Minister of Australia. It came
to a head because of the concern within
the Liberal Party-the lay organisatlon, if
we like. Each section, branch, and division
was asked to consider the question of
centralism versus State rights and the
question centred of course on the matter
of Commonwealth-State financial rela-
tions, so much so that Mr. Galbally In
Victoria thought he would take a rise out
of the Premier of that State (Sir Henry
Bolte) by moving a motion that the Vie-
torian Government invite the other State
Governments to discuss how best to take
action against the Commonwealth because
of its tendency to usurp State rights and



(ASSEMY.]

add strings to financial advances to the
States thus giving the Commonwealth
more say.

However, being the astute politician he
is, Sir Henry somehow managed to turnthe tables and beat him at his own game.
He is in fact the person who is recognised
as having initiated the meetings of mem-
bers of Parliament,

Mr. T. D. Evans: This is interesting. How
was Mr. Galbally thwarted?

Mr. O'NEIL: I did not say he was
thwarted.

Mr. T. D. Evans: You said that Sir
Henry turned the situation to his own
advantage to the detriment of Mr. Gaibaily.

Mr. O'NEIL: He managed to become the
person credited with having Initiated the
move.

Mr. TI. D. Evans: Mr. Galbally was still
given the credit.

Mr. O'NEIL: He might have been by
Labor people but the public imagine that
Sir Henry was responsible. However, that
is incidental.

The result is that it is almost certain that
a meeting of parliamentary members and
members of local government from all
States and the Commonwealth will be held
in Sydney to examine the problems within
the Commonwealth Constitution.

I have attended many meetings with the
Premier in the chair of the Western Aus-
tralian delegation and I am rather pleased
that on most of the issues no differences
of opinion exist. In that situation we are
all fighting for State rights.

I have been interested to learn that those
who represent local government and have
been appointed as delegates, want to re-
Lain the status quo. They beieve that in
this State under either a Liberal or a
Labor Government they get what they
regard as a reasonably fair deal. It does
not mean to say they are wholly satisfied.
No-one is. However, they prefer some
guarantee of financial assistance to the
States rather than a bypassing of the
States with the financial assistance going
direct to them. In this State the system
is such that they do not violently object
to it. The structure of local government
in other States is quite different and we
must wait until we meet to ascertain
whether a split exists in the views of local
government State by State.

A few weeks ago I had the opportunity
to attend a steering committee meeting of
the Constitutional Convention. Mfy leader
was unable to attend, so I did and I found
it interesting.

I was rather amazed because I thought
it was not possible to Play Party Politics at
a steering committee meeting which was
designed simply to set out the machinery
for a convention. No Items were discussed.
They were simply placed in a certain order.

Nevertheless I soon discovered that by Plac-
ing certain items on an agenda a party
political advantage was obtained. It was
an interesting exercise. I do not know
whether the advantage gained will be of

any benefit to the person concerned.
The Attorney-General was with me at

the meeting; and a couple of the proposi-
tions submitted by the Commonwealth
Government amazed me. One of them
implied that a matter aught to be discussed
to bring certain things Into line with the
decision of the A.LP. conference held at
Surfers Paradise; and another was that
the Constitutional Convention ought to
examine the Constitutions of the states
to ensure that those States had a de-
mocratically-elected Government. I took
violent exception to this because in fact
it Is to be a Comnmonwealth Constitutional
Convention and should have nothing to do
with the States.

Mr. T. D. Evans: That is not fair. It
has a lot to do with the States.

Mr, O'NEIL: Fortunately the majority
saw it rmy way and I do not think the item
appears in that form. These are merely
Passing remarks. No decisions were made,
but it was rather interesting to see a man
as astute as Senator Murphy able to move
in the way he did. Irrespective of the
Political colour of the other State
Attorneys-General, they did not always see
eye to eye with that gentleman.

It is of vital importance that we have
regard for the erosion of State rights. One
of the major items under discussion will
be section 96 of the Australian Conistitu-
tion. Before I deal with that, I wish to
state that it Is of significance to me that
in most of the documentation associated
with the convention no reference can be
found to the Australian Government, In
fact, the officers preparing the material
are constantly referring to the Common-
wealth Government.

Mr. T. D). Evans: There is no reference
to the Commonwealth Government either,
by the way.

Mr. Q'NEU.,: The reference is to the
Government of the Commonwealth of Aus-
tralia.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Yes.

Mr. 0ONEIL: It is of interest to me be-
cause part of what I believe to be an in-
sidious plan to create a pseudo-nationalism
Is the non-appearance on letterheads and
the like of our central Government of any
reference to the Commonwealth.

Mr. T. D. Evans: That makes us proud
to be Australian.

Mr. OINEIL: of course we are proud to
be Australians.

Sir Charles Court: it is still a Common-
wealth, and always will be.
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Mr. T. D2. Evans: Overseas the word
"Commonwealth" is probably meaningless.
The use of the words "Australian Govern-
ment" leaves no-one in doubt.

Mr. O'NEIL: What does the word mean
to the Attorney-General?

Mr. Hartrey: It means--
Mr. O'NEIL: I asked the Attorney-

General. The member for Boulder-Dundas
would know.

Mr. T. D2. Evans: I hope I would know
too.

Mr. O'NEIL: Tell us.
Mr. T. D2. Evans: The Australian Gov-

ernment. We within Australia know what
the Commonwealth Government means but
the term could be quite meaningless over-
seas.

Mr. O'NETL: I am asking the meaning
of the term "Commonwealth" but the
Attorney-General of this State does not
know its meaning. The minister for Agri-
culture Is prompting him.

Mr. T. D. Evans: He Is not.
Mr. O'NEIL: However, this is purely

Incidental. After that interlude I will refer
to section 96 of the Constitution. It has
been suggested In a number of quarters
that In the event of the Government being
denied supply by the Parliament of West-
ern Australia-

Mr. T. D. Evans: By one House of it.
Mr. O'NEIL: The Attorney-General can

be as pedantic as he likes.
Mr. T. D. Evans: He is being specific

and accurate.
Mr. O'NflL: That means then that if

the Government were denied supply in this
House the Attorney-General would say that
it would be fair and above board.

Mr. Hartrey: Yes, of course.

Mr. O'NEIL: The Premier Indicated, by
way of Interjection, that the only way we
could defeat It would be to call off Pairs.
I thought of three ways. As a matter of
fact you, Sir, reminded me of the third.
Tonight a member was almost suspended
from the services of the House. It could
be that such a member was on the Gov-
ernment side. That is a third way by
which the Government could have legitim-
ately lost its majority. A simple one is by
a member missing the division, which is not
unusual, but Is unlikely on an occasion
such as this.

It has been suggested that in the event
of the Government finding itself without
supply, the Federal Government would
come to its assistance by way of a grant
under section 96 of the Constitution.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Tut, tut, tut!
Mr. O'NEIh: It can be done? I am not

sure. I1 do know that such a move would
be a grant which, to me, is something

which does not have to be repaid. How-
ever I am advised that one of the condit-
tons which can be applied to the grant is
that It ought to be repaid.

Grants made under section 96 of the
Constitution carry terms tld down by the
Commonwealth. So let us assume that is
the case. The amount which would need
to be granted, of course, is that which
appears in the Supply Bill and which, in
total, is $285,000,000. If the Federal Gov-
ernment was not absolutely certain it
would get the money back-and the Par-
liament which denied the Government
supply would equally deny it the right to
Put through a Budget-I cannot see that
it would come to the party and grant the
State Government $265,000,000. So I think
that argument is completely impractical. I
cannot see that any Commonwealth Gov-
ernment, no matter what its political col-
our, would come to the party to that ex-
tent. That argument has been put forward
purely as a red herring with respect to
finding alternative ways to finance the
State without a Supply Bill.

The Premier has made his position per-
fectly clear. He said he will not bargain
with respect to this Supply Bill. He will
not make any decision to have supply on
terms and conditions which we laid down;
namely, If an election were held. I asked
the Premier, by way of interjection, if he
would allow the dire set of circumstances
to exist where the employees of the State
receive no pay. He did not really answer
my question because he said if that hap-
pened it would be our fault.

I do not believe that any Premier-no
matter in what situation he found himself
-would go so far as to deny the public
servants of the State, the teachers, the
nurses, policemen, and so on, their pay.

Mr. T. D2. Evans: Nor should any res-
ponsible Opposition.

Mr. O'NEIL: I do not believe he would
deny the Public servants of this State
their pay in the hope of retaining govern-
ment.

Mr. T. D2. Evans: Nor would a respons-
ible Opposition put the Premier In that
position.

Mr. O'NEIL: We are not doing that. Our
proposition is Quite clear. We are prepared
to vote for the Supply Bill in this House
on the basis of the Premier setting a date
for an election as early as possible. The
date selected was the 6th October, be-
cause between today and that date there
would be ample opportunity for the nec-
essary machinery to be put into operation
to hold an election.

Another matter which I want to talk
about was raised by my leader, and on
this occasion I think the Premier must
concede that we are correct. The manage-
ment of this House-whether through the
fault of the Premier or anybody else-has
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not been what it ought to be. A leader
appears in this morning's issue of The
West Australian which refers to the prob-
lems of getting legislation through this
House. The article is biased to the extent
that it states the blame Is not all with the
Government,

Mr. T. D. Evans: It is biased, is it?
Mr. O'NEIh: I understand the Govern-

ment Imagines The West Australian is
biased, and in this case it Is biased in the
direction of the Government.

Mr. T. D. Evans: it is biased?
Mr. O'NEIL: It is biased to the extent

that the blame is not placed on the Gov-
ernment. Some blame is placed on the
cumbersome procedure we sometimes fol-
low. We have certainly streamlined our
procedure to some extent but we do not
want to strip Parliament of Its basic func-
tions.

It is a fact, and it cannot be denied,
that for some reason members of the Op-
Position-and sometimes Ministers of the
Government-are placed in awkward posi-
tions because we do not know, from one
day to another, with reasonable certainty,
which Orders of the Day are to be dealt
with, or if they are to be dealt with at
all.

I do not know whether I am correct but
I have heard that the Attorney-General
has been allocated the task of acting as
a house manager and that, In fact, he will
ensure that the notice paper is in the
right order. He will also probably make
sure that Ministers handling Bills are In
their places at the right time-or present
at all-and this will take a load off the
shoulders of the Premier. However, the
system has not worked up to date and
this is only the second day of the session.

It was only last night that the Attorney-
General came to me and spoke about the
matter of private members' business which
was brought on this afternoon. The first
Order of the Day was a third reading, and
the next matter was finally handled by
the Premier. However, when looking at
the notice paper last night I asked the
Attorney-General if we would skip over
that item because the Minister for De-
velopment and Decentralisation Is absent.
The Attorney-General answered that he
would be handling the matter, but he was
not here until 8.15 tonight.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The matter was
handled.

Mr. O'NEIL: The point Is that the
Attorney-General told me, as the House
was about to adjourn last night, that he
would be handling the first Order of' the
Day. When I inquired as to his where-
abouts I was told he would not be present
until 8.15 this evening.

Mr. T. D. Evans: But I made arrange-
ments for somebody else to handle the
matter, and it was handled by the Premier.

Mr. O'NEIL: If the Attorney-General is
manager of the House surely it Is his re-
sponsibility to let the Opposition know.
He has just been appointed to the lob and
on the first day we see a breakdown.

Mr. May: The member for Wellington
was supposed to take up a debate tonight,
but the member for floreat got up. It
Is the same thing.

Mr. O'NEIL: How does it follow that
the member for Wellington should take
the debate?

Mr. May: It does not follow, but it
does not apply on this side either.

Mr. O'NEIL: The Minister for Mines
must know that the person who takes
the adjournment of a second reading de-
bate does not necessarily take it up. This
was an entirely different matter because
the Attorney-General told me, at 11
o'clock last night, that he would handle
the first order of the Day.

Mr. May: Does the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition not think that Ministers
sometimes have certain duties to per-
form?

Mr. O'NEIL: I am not objecting to the
fact that the Attorney-General was not
here; I am objecting to the fact that he
did not inform us of what was to take
place.

Mr. May: How pedantic can you get?
Procrastination is In evidence and you
talk about such matters.

Mr. O'NflL: When the tumult and
shouting has died down I will get back
to the point. Perhaps I raised my voice.
I have said the management of this House
has not been satisfactory.

Mr. H. D. Evans: You have not ex -
plained why.

Mr. O'NEIL: The management has noc
been satisfactory and the Government has
seen fit to try to do something about it
by appointing a House leader. However,
on the first occasion the system is used
It breaks down.

Mr. May: In your opinion.
Mr. O'NEIL: It has broken down. The

Attorney-General will not deny that at
11 o'clock last night he said he would
handle a certain motion.

Mr. T. D. Evans: Was the debate im-
paired or Interrupted?

Mr. O'NEIL: The situation may well have
been covered; I am not denying that.
However, if there is an alteration to the
programme the opposition ought to be
told.

Mr. T. D. Evans: The Bill still went on
in Its proper order.

Mr. O'NflL: We might just as well
not have a manager unless the Opposition
is to be told what Is happening.
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Mr. May: We will decide whether or
not we will have a manager.

Mr. ONEfL.: The Government will
decide whether to tell us what Is happen-
Ing, and that is what is wrong.

Mr. May: Provided the notice paper Is
followed It does not matter who speaks.

Mr. O'NEIL: That attitude Is just one
miore reason why the Ministers on the
front bench are not fit to manage this
State.

MR1. A. R. TONKIN (Mirrabooka) [1.59
am.]1: Once again we have heard a threat
made with regard to the Legislative Coun-
cil. The Brand Government did not have
to worry about receiving supply. In fact,
I would say that when the Brand Gov-
ernment is in Opposition the bi-cameral
system of Parliament Is a fraud.

Never once, in 12 years, did the previous
Government have to lank over its shoulder
and wonder whether. in actual fact, supply
would be denied. That Government could
make errors-and every Government does
make errors-but it knew It had the
acquiesenee of the so-called House of
Review.

We have now heard fromn the Opposi-
tion that, in Its opinion, the Government
has lost the confidence of the people and,
therefore, it should go to the people.
Does this mean to say that every time
when, In the opinion of the Opposition, a
Government loses the confidence of the
people there should be a general election?
If this is the doctrine, I should imagine
that most Oppositions would believe that
the Government had made errors, that
the people had moved away from the Gov-
ernment after an election, that supply
should be denied, and that perhaps the
Government should go to the People
after a few months. What kind of
Rafferty's rules are these?

The people are given the opportunity to
vote and make a decision, whether that
decision is right or wrong. However, the
Liberal Party believes It has a divine right
to rule and says, "We will not take any
notice of what the people say. We are
going to destroy the Government even
though the People elected It for three
Years.' That is an example of the op-
position's contempt for the people and for
democracy.

Mr. Hutchinson: No-confidence motions
have been moved by your side In Opposi-
tion.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: I am not arguing
about a no-confidence motion. What I
am saying Is that when a Government
has the numbers in the Lower House,
which, for a long time, has been properly
considered as the House which determines
the Government then It should be per-
mitted to govern.

Mr. Hutchinson: You are not denying us
the right to perform as we have today?

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: No.
Mr. Hutchinson: That is all right.
Mr. A. 11. TONKIN: I am talking about

comments made about the Legislative
Council. Members opposite say that if
public servants are not paid because supply
is stopped we would be to blame.

Mr. Thompson: Yes.
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: The Opposition is

saying that we should be forced to go
to the people although, in actual fact, the
people have already given us three years.

Mr. Mensaros: Do you think you would
win an election now?

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: Fourteen of the
members in the Legislative Council-and
some of those, of course, would be Gov-
ernment members--were elected in 1988.
If the Legislative Council were to refuse
supply the situation would be that a Gov-
ernment in 1971 could be destroyed by
People Who represent electoral opinion of
198. The Opposition says that we have
lost the confidence of the people since
1971 but how much more likely is it
that those people have Inst the mandate
which was given to them-if such was
given-in 1988?

Mr. Thompson: They face the people.
A member: Not all were elected in

1968.
Mr. A. R. TONKCIN: That is correct.

Nevertheless, the fact remains that the
stoppage of supply would not occur under
present political circumstances unless
some of the people elected in 1968 were
to vote against the measure.

Mr. Mensaros: Do you think you would
win an election today?

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: I did not catch
that comment.

Mr. Mensaros: Do you consider you
would win an election election today?

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: Do we consider we
would win a general election today?

Mr. Jamieson: Yes.
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: This is not the

point. The Brand Government was In
office for 12 years although there were
times when it was extremely unpopular.
I mention the word "Comalco".

Mr. Mensaros: I still ask my question.
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: I mention this by

way of suggesting that Perhaps the Brand
Government should have gone to the
people-

Mr. Mensaros: You have not answered
my question.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: -before a three-
year term had expired.
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The situation in actual fact is that the
people in Western Australia-and it is
the people who matter-are being told
that they may elect a Liberal Govern-
ment and know that it wll last for three
years, but if they dare to displease the
Liberal Party by electing a Labor Govern-
ment, the Liberal Party may toss out the
Labor Government before it has run Its
course. Members opposite say they respect
the opinions of the people.

Sir Charles Court: We do.
Mr. A. Rt. TONKIN: That is not respect

but contempt for the people's opinion. If
they dare to elect a Labor Government it
may so happen that the Liberal Party will
use measures to destroy that Government
before it has run its proper term of three
years.

Mr. E. H. M. Lewis:, People would like
to express their opinion now.

Mr. Blaile: What would you do?
Mr. A. Rt. TONKCIN: I was interested to

notice in the Liberal Party propaganda
for the Balcatta by-election a sentence
which read-

The basic Issue of this election Is
one of personal freedom.

Mr. Rushton: It simply is.
Mr. Mensaros: How true!
Mr. A. Rt. TONKCIN: I wonder who

would agree to that amongst the people
In the lottery of death which some
people euphamistically called "The Nation-
al Service Act". Members opposite talk
about Personal freedom!

Mr. Rushton: Defence of their country.
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: I knew young men

who were drafted, went to Vietnam, and
died. Yet, members opposite have the tem-
erity to talk about personal freedom.

Mr. O'Connor: Don't you think that
some of us went?

Mr. Hartrey: You were not forced to
go.

Mr. Jamieson: The member for Mt.
Lawley is fairly old for the Vietnam con-
scription.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: Secondly, on the
subject of personal freedom, I wonder
about the personal freedom of the Viet-
namese to decide their Issue, or do they
not count because they are Asians?

I believe our Vietnam adventure was an
insurance policy which we put into effect
as part of our grovelling subservience to
the United States of America. The Whit-
lam Government has put an end to such
grovelling subservience, to the shock and
consternation of people who are used to
doing exactly as they are told and licking
the boots of the United States. I will quote
to members opposite the words of a real
Liberal, Alfred Deakin, as long ago as 1908.

Mr. O'Connor: The member for Mirra-
booka is trying to better the member for
Boulder-Dundas.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: He said, "Loyalty
does not mean subservience." That was
said by Deakin when "empire" was a, big
word. He was saying "I am loyal to
Britain but I will not be subservient."
Members opposite should read how that
man carried on. He did not grovel, snivel.
or talk about "Waltzing Matilda with you",
or "All the way with L.B.J." He was proud
to be an Australian; he was born in Aus-
tralia; and he stood on his own feet at a
time when Australia was weaker than It is
now and when there were Russian scares.
He was a real Liberal and it would do some
of the people opposite who do not have
the honesty to call themselves Tories the
world of good to look at the life and
ideas of a real Liberal which Alfred Deakin
was.

Let us consider the people who suffer
daily from restrictive trade practices. Last
night the Deputy Leader of the Country
Party asked me to tell him about such
practices. The Deputy Leader of the
Country Party is supposed to represent
farmer interests and farmers have suffered
from restrictive trade practices more than
any other section of the community.
Nevertheless, the Deputy Leader of the
Country Party comes to Parliament com-
pletely unprepared and asks me to tell
himn what restritive trade practices there
are in Australla.

Mr. W. G. Young: Are you going to
tell us?

Mr. A. R. TONKIN,: That is an indict-
ment of the Country Party. No, I am not
going to tell the Deputy Leader of the
Country Party because it is not my job
to educate him. He should endeavour to
educate himself before, in actual fact, he
tries to represent the people he pretends
to represent.

Sir Charles Court: Tell us about the
time Curtin went to the Americans!

Mr. A. ft. TONKIN~: Members opposite
should not talk to the people about per-
sonal freedom when such things as restric-
tive trade practices exist.

Mr. Rushton: You are confused.
Mr. A. Rt. TONKIN: I would now like

to comment on a statement made by the
Leader of the Opposition and recorded in
The West Australian on the 30th July,
1973. The Leader of the Opposition spoke
about the dead hand of Labor.

Mr. E. H. M. Lewis: Hear, hear!
Mr. A. Rt. TONKIN:' I suppose this

"dead hand" includes the consumer pro-
tection legislation which we passed to Pro-
tect the consumer but which the previous
Government refused to introduce over a
period of 12 years.

Mr. Rushton: What rubbish.
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Mr. A. RL. TONKIN: The dead hand of
Labor-what nonsense!

Mr. Rushton* It was in our policy
speech.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: What is the point
of that? The previous Government was
saying, "For 12 years we have done nothing
but, give us 15, and we may do something."
Cut it out! We should not be expected to
take much notice of the promises of a
Government which has been in office for
12 years. Promises made by an Opposition
are different because the Opposition has
not previously had the opportunity to put
Its ideas into effect, if members opposite
had been dinkuxn in connection with con-
sumer protection they could have Intro-
duced legislation In 1970 because they had
control of both Houses of Parliament;
Instead, they did nothing.

Members of the Opposition talk about
"the dead hand of Labor". We appointed
an Ombudsman; that was not the work of
a dead hand. Was it a dead hand that
gave this State the best community recrea-
tion legislation in Australia?

Dr. Dadour: That remains to be seen.
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: Was it "the dead

hand of Labor" that provided that Warn-
bro Sound would not be industrialised?

Mr. Rushiton: Don't talk rubbish. I know
more about that than you do.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: Members of the Op-
position object when they hear facts.
They are not used to hearing facts, and
facts worry them. Was it "the dead hand
of Labor" that produced the Karifel re-
port which brought a breath of fresh air
into education and which will in time lift
education to the very high level It should
have reached years ago?

Mr. Rushton: You ought to be ashamed
of yourself.

Mr. may: You are four Inches to the
right.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Mirrabooka.

Sir Charles Court: That stunned him.
Mr. A. RL. TONKIN: The Chamber sounds

like the jungle at moonrise.
Mr. Jamieson: Law and order, they call

it.
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: I am now about to

make a comment which I think will stand
up. I suggest the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, who dearly wants to form a Govern-
ment and believes the present Government
has outlived its usefulness and should be
destroyed, Is not fit to lead the people.

Mr. Rushton: Let the people make that
decision.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: Members of the
Opposition may carry on like Yahoos; It
does not surprise me. The larrikin element
is very strong in some sections of the oppo-
site side. .I will deal with that if necessary.

(84)

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. A. RL. TONKIN: I state categorically
that the Leader of the Opposition has mis-
led the people and is therefore not fit to
lead the people.

Sir Charles Court: Tell us where.
Mr. A. ft. TONKIN: I am going to. Let

us look at unemployment. In 1970-the
last year of the Liberal Government-un-
employment In Western Australia increased
by something like 2,000. The rise in un-
employment in Western Australia in De-
cember. 1972, when the present Govern-
ment was in power, was not as steep as
that for December, 1969, or December,
1970, when the Liberals were in power.

Sir Charles Court: Give us the percen-
tages for unemployment in January and
February, 1971.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: In December, 1971,
unemployment in Western Australia under
Labor increased by 3,463. In the same
period unemployment in Queensland under
a Liberal-Country Party Government in-
creased by 9,047.

Sir Charles Court: Give us the percen-
tages. They are the things that matter.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: Is it suggested that
the work force of Queensland is more than
three times larger-

Sir Charles court: Give us the percen-
tages. You will be amazed.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: I will not be amaz-
ed. If the Leader of the Opposition has
any mathematical ability at all, he will
know that percentages tell the same story.
He is not prepared to listen.

Sir Charles Court: We are prepared to
listen.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: He will see how ri-
diculous his suggestion is. I have not the
percentages here.

Sir Charles Court: They are the telltale
figures. You would love to go back to the
figures for January and February, 1971.

Mr. A. RL. TONKIN: I am dealing with
December, 1971, and I am saying unem-
ployment in Western Australia increased
by roughly 3.400 while in Queensland it
increased by 9,000-odd in the same period.
If the Leader of the Opposition suggests
percentages will reveal a worse position in
Western Australia, he is surely showing an
elementary ignorance of the fact that the
work force in Queensland Is nothing like
three times the size of the work force in
Western Australia. So if vwe translate
those figures into percentages, the differ-
ence will still be great and will show the
same relative position.

The Leader of the opposition has mis-
led the people of Western Australia time
and time again by saying the unemploy-
ment position In Western Australia is due
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to the Labor Government. I will not fall
into the trap of saying a Liberal-Country
Party Government in Queensland was
responsible for the increased unemuploy-
ment in that State. if unemployment
results from having a Labor Government,
how is it that In those months the per-
centage In Queensland Increased more
under a, Liberal-Country Party Govern-
ment than did the percentage in Western
Australia?

Sir Charles Court: You are fooling your-
self.

Mr. A. R. TONflN: I am saying the
complexion of the State Government has
very little to do with the cause of un-
employment.

Sir Charles Court: It has everything to
do with It.

Mr. A. RL. TONKIN: If unemployment
in the State is related to the complexion
of the State Government, as the Leader
of the Opposition claims, I point out that
during eight of the 16 months from Jan-
uary. 1970, to April, 1971, Queensland had
the worst unemployment rate in Australia.
and for four of those 16 months it had the
second worst percentage of unemployment.
In other words, for 12 of those 16 months
the unemployment figures in Queensland
were the worst or the second worst in
Australia. Once again. I will not be dis-
honest and say that position was due to
the fact that Queensland had a Liberal-
Country Party Government. I am saying
it is quite false to assert that the unem-
ployment position is caused by a Labor
Government. If that were so, the figures
I have given would not have arisen.

Mr. O'Connor*. Which State was worse
than Queensland at that time?

Mr. A. RL. TONKIN: I have not the fig-
ures here but surely members of the
Opposition Can follow the logical point I
am making. The whole truth of the
matter Is that unemployment was Aus-
tralia-wide. In 1971 the unemployment
figures for the whole of Australia were the
worst since 1962. So in 1971, when we
were being blamed for the increased un-
employment in this State, unemployment
in Australia was the worst it had been
for nine years.

November, 1972. saw the highest in-
crease ever in November in Australia as a
whole. In November, 1972, Australia did
not have a Federal Labor Government. In
fact, in the three States which have the
largest work forces, and therefore have a
powerful effect on the total figure because
of the sheer volume of numbers, there
were Liberal-Country Party Governments.
How does that square with the Leader of
the Opposition's claim that unemployment
arises from having a Labor State Govern-
ment?

Unemployment is only one of the many
indicators of the health of the economy.
In the quarter ending March, 1971, when
the Labor Government came into power in
this State, the gross national product
rose by 5.1 per cent, on the previous
quarter. The figures I am quoting are
at current prices and are seasonally ad-
justed. In the next quarter, getting
further into the Tonkin Government's
period of office, the gross national product
-or gross domestic product, as it is now
called-rose by 1.4 per cent. How can
that be blamed on the Labor Government?
In the quarter ending September, 1971,
the gross national product rose by 3.1 per
cent. and in the quarter ending December,
1971, at the end of our first year In office
it rose by 1.6 per cent.

In March, 1972, in Australia as a whole
the increase in the gross national product
was 1.8 per cent.; in June 1972, it wa,§ 2.8
per cent.; in September, 1972, 3.4 per cent.,
coming out of the trough; in December,
1972, 3.5 per cent.; and in March, 1973, It
was 6.5 per cent. These are Australia-wide
figures which show a definite trough in the
performance of the economy throughout
Australia, coinciding largely with the term
of office of the Tonkin Government in this
State.

Mr. E. H. M. Lewis: We are not going
to be guided by unemployment-is that
the philosophy?

Mr. A. RL. TONKIN: The philosophy is
that the economic cycle may be measured
in several ways. One of these is by employ-
ment,' and another is by the growth of the
gross national product. However, other in-
dicators of a slack economy exist and I can
mention some of these. For example, 1972
was the worst year for 15 years for road
transport throughout Australia. This is
another indication of the downturn In the
economy, and 1972 was a period during
which this Government was in Power and
the employment figures were very bad.

Another indicator Is production. At
that time production was down and Aus-
tralian International trade was also in a
trough. We could look at retail spending.
As a whole for Australia, retail spending
rose 1 per cent. In the financial year 1971-
72 compared with the previous year. In
January, 1973, the indication at that time
was that retail spending was rising at the
annual rate of 6 to 8 per cent. That is the
point I am making. in 1971-72 this
Government came into office and retail
spending rose 1 per cent, on the previous
year. In other words, the whole Austra-
lian economy was In a very slack period.

if members look at the figures for Janu-
ary, 1973, they will see the economy is
obviously rising out of its trough. At
that period it was running at an annual
rate of 6 to 8 per cent.
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A seventh indicator of the economy
is, of course, Capital investment. If we
look at the gross fixed capital spending,
we see that this increased at a much lower
rate in 1971-72 compared with the pre-
vious year. For example, In 1969-70-
just over a year before we Came to office
-the capital investment throughout Aust-
ralia rose by 11.4 per cent. In 1970-71-
and half way through this financial year
we came into office-it rose by 12.1 per
cent. In 1971-72-the middle of this Gov-
ernment's term of office-it rose by 5.7
per cent., less than half the previous rise.
These figures give us an indication of the
tremendous drop In gross fixed capital
spending investment throughout Australia
-right in the middle of the Labor Gov-
ernment's term of office but with a Federal
Liberal Government.

For the third quarter of 1972, The Aus-
tralian Financial Review refers to the low
level of economic activity in 1971-72. The
Bank of New South Wales was more
Poetic and said that the performance
of the Australian economy in March, 1972
-that is last year, in the middle of our
term of office-was a "composition In still
life."

Mr. Hartrey: Very still!
Mr. A. R. TONIN: When we deal with

another economic indicator, we see a really
startling fact. In the June quarter of
1972, the Australian Population dropped
by something like 12,000. This was the
first drop in our population for 55 years.

Mr. Hartrey: A hefty drop, too.
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: What does that

indicate? It indicates that for the first
time in 65 years our population drotped
and again this shows a downturn in the
economy. Fewer migrants were attracted
to Australia, and some left us. it is for
this reason that I say the Leader of the
Opposition misleads the people. All these
things indicate that Australia was In a
very serious economic trough and there
were many reasons for It.

Mr. Hutchinson: Can that be caused by
the Government?

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: By the Government
of the whole of Australia?

Mr. Hutchinson: Yes.
Mr. A. R. TONKIN: The Government

for the whole of Australia was a Liberal
Party Government.

The slack economy was recognised by
the Reserve Bank on the 20th December,
1971, when this Government had been in
office for about nine months. Statu-
tory Reserve Deposits were lowered from
8.9 per cent, of trading bank deposits to
7.1 per cent. That was the lowest they
had been since the Initial ratio of 6.5 per
cent. was established in 1960. If the Re-
serve Bank dropped the statutory reserve

deposits In December to such a low figure
releasing large amounts of money to in-
crease liquidity, this was an indication
that the Reserve Bank-which is, of
course, an instrument of the Government:
a Liberal-Country Party Government at
the time-realised the necessity to inject
finance into the economy in order to give
it a boost. This is another indicator of
the slackness of the whale Australian
economy.

I would like to refer briefly to the causes
of unemployment which were external to
Western Australia. These include the
United States 10 per cent. surcharge in
tariffs. As members know, the surcharge
was aimed mainly at Japan. Japan cut
back on her steel industry, and the imports
of iron ore from here. This was outside
our control. The Japanese seamen's strike
tied up over 1,000 seagoing ships. Mem-
bers can imagine what a tremendous tie-
up this was, and its effect was greatest in
Western Australia-the main mineral-
exporting State of Australia.

Members may like to look at random
through some of the company reports of
the time. I have taken just one commodity
-rutile. The price of rutile dropped from
$140 to $100 per ton, indicating a slacken-
ing of demand. This affected the Eneabba
area, and Naracoopa, Rutile Limited went
out of production. Coastal Rutile Limited
went into the hands of receivers and As-
sociated Minerals Consolidated Limited re-
trenched 150 of its staff in New South
Wales. That is just one particular com-
modity, selected at random, but it indi-
cates the slackening of demand for a
mineral. And we must remember we are
the chief mineral-exporting State.

Factors within Western Australia caused
unemployment and we must recognise our
Isolation. An unemployed person in
Mildura, say, has only to move 50 or 100
miles to the next town where there is
perhaps a big demand for labour. This
man would not show on the unemployment
figures for Victoria. We must be aware of
the greater labour liquidity between the
Eastern States. They export their unem-
ployment to a greater extent that we can.
It is not so easy to move from Western
Australia-the most isolated State. People
out of work tend to stay here-they move
interstate less freely. This builds up our
unemployment figures.

Another factor is that we were enjoying
a tremendous boom in the year 1968-69,
and a lot of that boom was in the building
industry. As members know, the building
industry is one of the most volatile indus-
tries-it goes up and down very quickly.
It is a very sensitive barometer and it is
one of the first to move when the economy
takes off or sags.

Because the building industry is respon-
sible for a larger proportion of our
economy than is the case in other States,
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when the trough came it was much steeper
here because of the volatile nature of this
industry. Another factor-and I suppose
every Government must take the blame
for it although it Is not so much a question
of government as of economics or geo-
graphy-Is that we have a less diversified
economy than any other State of
Australia with the exception of Tasmania.
We do not have many industries, and
when one Is hit there seems to be a quick
f all. We put a lot of our eggs in
the one basket. Mining was booming but
with the United States 10 per cent. tariff
surcharge, the seamen's strike, and the
general monetary difficulties, the result
was felt in Western Australia to a far
greater extent than in the other States
where the industries were more diversified
and they did not have all their eggs In
the one basket.

I have been talking about unemployment
caused by cyclical conditions, and I1 want
to mention that part of this cyclical unem-
ployment was caused by a deliberate pol-
Icy of the Liberal Party when in Govern-
ment In 1971. I refer to the Snedden
Budget of that year. However, before I
get onto that I would like to mention
that a great deal of this unemployment
results from structural reasons. The Lib-
eral Party when in Government in Can-
berra had refused to do anything serious
about the retraining of people in the work
f'orce. As members will realise, as tech-
nology develops more quickly the
jobs of people become Increasingly less
relevant and less needed in a particular
trade.

In a sophisticated, modern economy the
only way in which people who have be-
come redundant can be reabsorbed into
the work force is, by retraining. Sweden,
which has one of the highest standards
of living in the world-possibly It Is the
highest-always has 2 per cent, of its work
force in retraining. This Is what we must
do. I believe that under the Federal Min-
Ister for Labour (Mr. Clyde Cameron) we
wvill see a tremendous upsurge in the de-
gree of retraining undertaken.

However, when we see the Liberal Party,
and perhaps the Country Party, getting all
choked up about the poor, unfortunate un-
employed, we must realise that many un-
employed people are not unemployed due
to cyclical reasons, but due to structural
reasons in the economy. What was done
by the Previous Government to overcome
this Problem? What job retraining was
undertaken? The amount of retraining
undertaken by the Department of Labour
and National Service under Conservative
Governments was minimal, to say the
least. The criteria-mainly redundancy
due to technological changes--under which
workers could be retrained were interpre-
ted so narrowly that in actual fact most
workers unemployed for structural reasons
could not benefit from it.

We have talked about the Leader of the
Opposition blaming the present State Gov-
ernment for unemployment, and I feel this
is largely cynicism on his part, because we
must realise that apart from the causes I
have already mentioned--structural rea-
sons, cyclical reasons, and reasons arising
outside Australia-part of our unemploy-
ment situation was deliberately caused by
the Snedden Budget of 1971. Alec Hairs,
the Finance Editor of The West Australian.
wrote in that newspaper on the 24th July,
1972 when referring to the 1971 Snedden
Budget that-

The underlying proposition was that
by holding down demand and allowing
unemployment to rise..

I stop the quotation there, because it con-
tains the point I am making. Alec Mairs
indicated quite clearly that he believed the
underlying proposition of the Snedden 1971
Budget was to allow unemployment to
rise; and yet we have the Leader of the
Opposition attacking us for this increas-
Ing unemployment.

We also had Peter Samuel writing in The
Bulletin of the 12th February, 1972-and
this can be found on pages 18 and 19 of
that publication-stating that Mr.
Snedden "sees no alternative to inflation,
even if it does mean extra unemployment t .
As we said when discussing the Excessive
Prices Prevention Bill last night, it is
all very well to talk about prices control
adding to the structure of prices, but
people like Mr. Snedden were prepared to
throw people out of work in an effort to
control inflation and make the few bear
the full cost. Peter Samuel went on
to say that to Mr. Snedden "unemployment
is a minor price not worth worrying
about".

That indicates a lack of concern for the
unemployed, and -yet we see crocodile tears
being shed by the Leader of the Opposition
over the unemployment situation. I won-
der what representation the Leader of the
Opposition made to Mr. Snedden in 1971
for money to be injected into the economy
and for an inflationary Budget to be
brought down in 1972. Of course, the 1971
Budget affected the whole of Australia.
Using many indicators I have already
shown how the economy was in a bad
shape at the time, but that Budget affected
Western Australia in particular because
we were already in the grip of a cyclical
downswing due to a slackening off of min-
eral activities--the end of the mining
boom.

To add a real slap in the face to the
people of Western Australia, the McMahon
Government refused to assist urban unem-
ployment, from which Western Australia
suffered. Urban unemployment in Western
Australia at that time was between 72 and
80 per cent, of our total unemployment at
various times. Rural unemployment was
severe in Queensland, New South Wales,
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and Victoria; so it was rural unemployment
that the McMahon Governme nt assisted. In
other words, Mr. McMahon was punishing
for narrow political reasons the people of
Western Australia for daring to elect a
Labor Government. He refused to assist
the majority of the unemployed people
in this State who were, in fact, in urban
areas. I think that action is in line with
the philosophy to which I have already
referred; that is, the people of Western
Australia were told. "If you elect a Liberal
Government it is likely to run its term
of three years, but if you dare to elect
a Labor Government we will do every-
thing in our power to frustrate and des-
troy it." So really this was a contempt
of, and an outrage upon, the people of
this State.

Under the McMahon Government we
experienced d el1i be ra te discrimination
against Western Australia, because that
Government refused to help us with our
urban unemployment. However, with the
election to office of the Federal Labor
Government that discrimination was re-
moved and Western Australia quickly be-
came the third worst State for unemploy-
ment Instead of the worst. So all those
lovely advertisements by the Federal Lib-
erals in the Press just before the 1972
Federal election saying that we would
have shocking unemployment under a
Labor Government were untrue, because
the new Federal Government said that
people are more important than narrow
political advantage, and we were given
assistance for our urban unemployment.

A remarkable thing occurred in January
of this year. For the first time in the his-
tory of Australia since reliable unemploy-
ment figures have been kept there was a.
fall in unemployment; for the first time
ever! If we look at Job vacancies for the
month of January-which is another in-
dex, of course-we find that the number
registered in January. 1970, rose by 5 per
cent.; in January, 1971, the number rose
by 8 per cent.; In January, 1972, it fell by
6 per cent.; and in January, 1973, it rose
by 28 per cent.

Those figures refer to the whole of Aus-
tralia, so how can the Tonkcin State Gov-
ernment possibly be blamed for the prev-
ious state of affairs when after a change
of Government at the Commonwealth level
and a change of budgetary policy the
situation was alleviated?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The honour-
able member has five minutes more.

Mr. A. R. TONKIN: The Leader of the
opposition stated that he would solve the
unemployment problem in six months if
he got into power. I think even the very
brief outline I have given of some of the
factors causing unemployment shows that
claim to be a fraud and a hoax. The
only reason he made the statemnent Is
that he knew he would not get to power

and therefore he would not have to pay
up or shut up. He could not have solved
the unemployment problem in six mnonths.
If he could have, why did he not tell
Mr. McMahon his secret? Why did he
not do something about the unemployment
which was continually rising in the last
year before he went out of office?

I suggest that these comments are a
damining Indictment of the credibility of
the Leader of the Opposition. Either he
does not understand simple economics and
is a fool, or he understands all right but
is deliberately misleading the people, in
which case he is not fit to lead a Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Hutchinson: Do you want an ex-
tension of time?

MR. COYNE (Murchison-Eyre) (2.39
a.m.]: I rise tonight to oppose the passage
of the Supply Bill, and at the same time to
Point out some of the shortcomings of the
Present Government in the area I repre-
sent. These shortcomings are causing
serious disquiet amongst people in the
towns in my electorate. Before I continue
I would like first of all to congratulate the
member for Mt. Marshall on his accession
to the leadership of the Country Party.

I also take this opportunity to congratu-
late the member for Ealcatta on his vic-
tory In the recent by-election. I must
admit that I was one of the doubting
Thomases because when I was canvassing
the Balcatta area, although the feedback
for the Liberal Party candidate was very
strong. I still could not believe that Bal-
catta was a seat we could win. If I had
worked up a little more enthusiasm I be-
lieve that with the assistance of others
we could have swung the pendulum the
other way. I think the Balcatta by-elec-
tion was, however. a moral victory for the
Liberal Party.

I am also of the opinion that that trend
is Australia-wide as evidenced by the re-
cent victory of the Liberal Party in Vic-
toria. This trend highlights the attitude
of the people throughout Australia as a
result of the shortcomings of the Federal
Government and the Labor Governments
in other States.

One of the matters I wish to speak on
particularly this evening is the massive
waste of public money, especially that
which is being squandered in the areas
inhabited by Aborigines and in some of the
towns, such as Laverton and Leonora, that
are adjacent to uninhabited areas. I do not
begrudge the spending of money in those
particular areas, but I do object to the way
in which it is being spent. I believe It is
a daiming misuse of public funds because
the money is being directed into the wrong
channels.

In Laverton a large number of bush
natives mix with the town natives and no
effort Is being made to find employment
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for them. I believe an opportunity now
exists to provide some sort of employment
for Aborigines so that they could be direc-
ted to an area where houses are to be pro-
vided. Recently a tremendous amount of
money was made available to build houses
In the Warburton area. All those houses
were transported from Perth. They were
of a type which has a polyurethane centre
inserted between two Panels of asbestos or
fibrolite. I have said before, and I say
again, that I believe the construction of
houses Is a means of employing Aborigines
because on site they could produce the
materials for the construction of this type
of house.

I do not deny that the type of house
built In the towns I have mentioned could
be of better quality and more in keeping
with the general standard of other houses
in those towns. However, in an area,
such as Warburton where 95 or 96 per
cent. of the population comprises Abori-
gines, the basic materials of the houses
could be produced by the manufacture of
cement bricks.

An experiment was conducted within
the Wiluna area by employing some
Aborigines on such a project. I was
greatly interested in It and I watched it
very closely. From a standing start, with
no experience whatsoever, some of the
bush natives employed were taught to
manufacture bricks. When the Common-
wealth Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
(The Hon. 0. M. Bryant) visited Wiluna
this year he was shown some of the pro-
ducts manufactured by Aboriginal work-
ers. In 10 days they produced 12,000
bricks, the cost of which was $280.

I think the basic materials for these
bricks, such as sand and metal, can be
readily obtained In the local areas and a
commencement should be made on projects
similar to the one that is now in operation
in Wiluna basically for the purpose of
employing the local Aborigines, it Is
essential that they be given some sort of
employment, and In view of the need for
houses for Aborigines throughout the State
this is an area of employment in which
they could effectively serve.

I wish to bring another example of
wastage of public funds to the notice of
the House. About the 14th July last I
was in Laverton where I found there was
a great publicity stunt. The R.A.A.F. was
called upon to drop supplies of foodstuffs
to the Aborigines in the Warburton area.
Great publicity was given to the fact that
the Aborigines in this area were starving
and a rescue team was sent there for the
purpose of dropping food supplies to them.
However, during that particular weekend
such a situation did not exist, and the
pilots of the ThA.A.F. aircraft and the
members of the team in charge of the
operation were extremely critical of the

Publicity that was given to this stunt.
They openly laughed at what had been
done during that weekend.

Obviously it was a planned stunt all
along the line, because at this stage a bus
was sent from Kalgoorlie to pick up foot-
ballers from Warburton and Docker River
to play a match in Kalgoorlie. The bus
went out to pick up the footballers it
Warburton, but the supervisor of the
Cosmo N'ewberry Mission stopped the
driver and told him he could not possibly
get through on that road as It was flooded.
The bus driver therefore returned to
Laverton and waited there. However, the
footballers came through over that same
road in a truck and Joined the bus at
Laverton. The people of Laverton were
aghast at the waste of public money on
this operation because It seemed to be
just a publicity stunt.

This Is one of the areas in regard to
which I want to pass some criticism. The
Commonwealth Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs (The Hon. G. M. Bryant) was
scheduled to Inspect the Warburton Mis-
sion. He arrived at Kalgoorlie with his
entourage before travelling to the War-
burton Mission and it was considered by
those in Kalgoorlie that the landing strip
at Warburton was unsafe.

They continued on to Kalgoorlie where
the Minister was dropped off; but his
secretary flew back to Warburton mission
to inspect the set-up at closer range. He
then went back to pick up the Minister
and took him to Warburton Mission.

There was an instance which occurred
at Wiluna earlier in the year when the
minister came through with an entourage
of 1'? people. The shire clerk rang me
to say he had heard a rumour to the effect
that a number of Ministers would be visit-
Ing the Wiluna area, and he asked me
whether that was correct.

I got in touch with the Prenier's
Department In Perth and with the Depart-
ment of Development and Decentralisation
to find out whether that rumour was cor-
rect. The Premier's Department knew
nothing about the matter. I met the
Attorney-General In the corridor of this
Parliament and asked him about the
matter. He said the rumour could not be
right as that matter had not been dis-
cussed in Cabinet.

I therefore sent a telegram to the
shire clerk to say it was only a rumour
and there was nothing authentic about
It.' However, the next day he sent a
telegram to me saying that it was con-
firmed the Minister would be visiting the
area. He got in touch with the Under-Sec-
retary of the Premier's Department and
asked whether the party would be coming.
He wanted to know because he might have
to cater for 17 people. The Premier's De-
partment indicated the party would pro-
bably have lunch on the aircraft, but
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the shire clerk asked what would happen
if the people concerned wanted to have
lunch In the town. The under-secretary
said he could not give the shire clerk any
notice of that, but indicated the shire
clerk could spread the party among the
hotels in the town. I should. point out
there is only one at Wiluna.

In due course the party arrived at
Wiluna and spent about 21 hours in the
town. I consider that was a misuse of
public funds, and the exercise was com-
pletely unplanned.

I wish to raise another matter, and I
would ask the Minister for Agriculture to
take notice of It. This concerns the pastoral
areas In my electorate. Since my election
as a member of Parliament I have taken
a keen interest in the eradication of ver-
min, particularly of goats.

Early In my term as a member of Par-
liament an operation was planned to
eradicate goats In the Murchison and the
Gascoyne areas. A number of inspectors
were appointed to find out how many
goats there were. The eradication pro-
gramme was put into effect, and it met
with a great deal of success. As a result
the goat population was reduced by a

large extent.
I felt that towards the end of last year

It was time the Government made a
tremendous effort to eradicate the goats
from the pastoral areas once and for all.
Many people do not seem to appreciate the
damage that Is caused by goats. I would
point out that they are a far greater
menace than kangaroos. I suggested that a
bounty of $1 Per head be placed on goats,
to ensure that the people who hunt and
trap goats will get some return for their
efforts.

The circumstances today are very ad-
vantageous for implementing the eradica-
tion programme, because of the shortage
of beef and the high price of wool and
lamb. As a result the price of goats has
risen substantially, and often it Is possible
to obtain a price of 130 per pound.

In some pastoral areas the goat trappers
are being inhibited by pastoralists. Recently
there was a case In Leonora concerning
some trappers who were trapping goats on
properties north of the town. One Pastoral-
ist took court action against these trappers
for trespassing on his Property and for
taking goats off it. Subsequently the case
was heard in Kalgoorlie, and the magist-
rate asked the pastoralist to establish
ownership of the goats. lie said he was
unable to do so, and the case was dis-
missed.

I have evidence to indicate that in the
Meekatharra area the pastoralists arc de-
manding 25 per cent. of the value of goats
caught by trappers on their properties.
I do not think that is fair. In the Gascoyne
area I understand the pastoralists are de-
manding up to 50 per cent. of the value.

There is a tendency for these people to
farm the goats, and some action should
be taken at this stage to resolve the situ-
ation.

Recently I had a discussion with one of
the members of the Vermin Control Board
who advised me that the position is that
the goats belong to the Crown. It is pos-
sible for the Vermin Control Board to
move onto properties and destroy the
goats, but it cannot commercialise on
them. I am wondering whether a way can
be found to enable the Vermin Control
Board to license trappers and so enable
them to go onto pastoral properties to
eradicate the goats.

I suggest the minister should make an
investigation to find out whether more
positive action can be taken to reap the
advantage of the high Price of goat meat,
and at the same time to make a tre-
mendous effort to clean up the goat men-
ace. This is a worth-while operation,

The Minister for Mines today made some
remarks about the attitude of the Fed-
eral Government to the mining industry
in this State. As a few mining operations
are being undertaken in my electorate r
would like to point out that the situation
is not as the Minister has indicated. He
said there has not been a downturn in ex-
ploration efforts, but I would contradict
that. I believe that to a large extent the
mining operations iii some of these areas
have been inhibited.

If we turn to the Selcast project at
Agnew we find it is reputed to be the
largest nickel strike in the world. It com-
prises something like 45,000,000 crude tons
of nickel ore averaging over 2 per cent.
At the moment the company is having
great difficulty in getting the project off
the ground, This all relates to the inflow
of overseas capital. This has been re-
stricted by the Commonwealth Minister.
That is just one area which has been in-
hibited because of Federal policies.

Mr, Bickerton: You do not believe that
the boom which took place for a while
should have continued, surely.

Mr. COYNE; I believe a project of this
nature, considered to involve the greatest
nickel strike in the world, should have
every opportunity to become mobile. It is
believed that the area will support 5,000
people.

Mr. Bickerton: We are not arguing on
that, but you know jolly well that things
were over-valued through that boom
period and they have come back to earth.

Mr. COYNE: At least it has been estab-
lished that that isolated area could sup-
port a large number of people and conse-
quently the development should be given
every encouragement to proceed.

Mr. Bickerton: I do not deny that.
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Mr. COYNE: Recently in one of the Mel-
bourne papers I read about some of the
major policy statements by the Federal
Minister, The article read--

First the Pilbara plan. Mr. Connor
put paid to it, if his remarks are fol-
lowed through to their logical con-
clusion1 in one sentence:

"There is also an urgent need for
the establishment of a steel industry
in Queensland, close to the coal fields,
to ensure a maximum return from
these resources."

Mr. Connor, with that statement,
seems to have virtually written off
WA's $6000 million scheme, which de-
pends on a giant steel industry to
populate a future town of 130,000 peo-
ple. These people were to have pro-
vided a stable workforce for the P11-
bars complex.

That is one project I think the State has
lost.

Mr. May: What do you mean by saying
that you think it is lost? Have you any-
thing to substantiate your thoughts?

Mr. COYNE: Only the words of an ex-
pert who wrote the article.

Mr. May: I mentioned, I think only last
night, that consideration was being given
to an oil refinery which Is a fundamental
necessity in getting the Pilbara plan off
the round. Surely you don't believe every-
thing you read in the newspapers.

Mr. COYNE: It sounds very logical to
me.

Mr. May: That does not make It right,
either.

Mr. COYNE: The article continues-
it is already behind scratch because

the author of the Filbara plan, the
former Minister for Decentralisatlon
and Development, Mr. Graham, has
abandoned his $6,000 million brain-
child and opted for chairmanship of
the State Licensing Court.

The demise of the Pilbars, plan will
be no great loss. As published, it in-
volved the use of $2,340 million of
public funds borrowed at 6 per cent.
over 25-50 years for the greater glory
of Western Australia and the subsidis-
ation of Pilbara industrialists.

That read fairly goad to me and made
good sense.

Mr. May: Why did It make good sense?
Mr. COYNE: It did to me.
Mr. May: Why?
Mr. COYNE: I think it was logical.
Mr. May: Why?
Mr. O'Neil: Because it was logical.
Mr. COYNE: I may be wrong.
Mr. Bickerton: 1 heard you were not

s3tanding for the Murciuson seat next year.
is that wrong?

Mr. COYNE: Another matter to which I
wish to refer concerns the $40,000,000 Goi'-
erment backing for the project envisaged
by the northern mineral development.
Something which h-as always puzzled me
is the backing of the Government for the
railway line to link up the Weld Range
area with the Port of Oeraldton.

I know that the proposal for the rail-
way line is subject to successful feasibility
studies by the mineral people who must
prove to the Government that it is a viable
project. However I cannot help realising
it Is causing a great deal of concern to the
people In the Murchison because the pro-
posed line will run side by side with the
existing line. It covers the Weld Range de-
posit and it will also take in Mt. Gould and
the Mt. Hale deposits and also the Rob-
inson Range and the Barramble deposits. I
understand that the line will be run by the
W.A.G.R. and that it will save no more
than about '70 or 80 miles. I consider it
would be much better if the existing line
were utilised principally because two of the
major deposits--the Robinson Range and
Barrambie deposits--are east of the railway
line. The route could very well follow the
exisinfg line thus servicing the towns of
Yalgoo, Mullewa, Magnet, and Cue. If the
proposed route were adopted those towns
would be isolated.

The railway line eventually goes to
Meekatharra where the tonnage is consid-
erable. I know I have heard the Minister
for Mines mention that it is envisaged
the Murchison railway system will gradu-
ally extend into the Pilbara and I would
think that it must be a consideration when
the route is under discussion.

Mr. May: After 15 years the line will go
to the Government. even though the Gov-
ernment will operate it in the meantime.

Mr. COYNE: What will happen after 15
years'.

Mr. May: The details are contained in
the Bill which has been read a first time.

Mr. COYNE: It will make the existing
line redundant.

Mr. May: No. You have evidently not
received a letter from the people In your
area because they are all in favour of the
duplication.

Mr.' COYNE: The people I spoke to are
not.

Mr. May; They circulated all members
of Parliament in regard to the railway line
and they are all in favour of It.

Mr. W. G. Young: Is the Railways De-
partment in favour of it?

Mr. May: Yes it is now as it has been
explained that the line reverts to the de-
partment after 15 years.

Mr. COYNE: Those are two matters with
which I wished to deal while I had the
opportunity on this debate. I wish to refer
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briefly to another one. Recently it was
announced that the Federal Government
had provided $300,000 for the purchase of
the Desert Farma Project. The money is
to be made available to an Aboriginal tribe
In the Wiluna area so that it might pur-
chase the farm.

I advocated the continuation of the pro-
ject because I felt it should be proceeded
with, particularly in view of the fact it Is
so close to becoming viable. My idea was
that the money should have been made
available to the promoter of the enterprise
(Mr. Jack Parr). I maintain that if the
Project Is handed over to the Aborigines,
it will not succeed.

I tried to ascertain a little more in-
formation about the tribe concerned while
I was In the Meekatharra area during the
last week or two, but no-one has ever
heard of it. I have some questions on the
notice paper for tomorrow because I am
seeking more details of the tribe-how big
it is. It is certainly not as big as the
Wongi tribe in the north-eastern gold-
fields. It was mentioned in the paper that
the tribe was not known at all except by
two aged Aborigines who refused to talk
about it. I cannot understand why the
project Is to be handed to that tribe when
It is on the verge of becoming viable. I
do not think the Aborigines have the ex-
pertise or the will to operate the farm
successfully and I fear very much for its
future.

Mr. Bickerton: They are known as the
"diatribe".

Mr. COYNE: I have personally followed
up some of the points which have led to
a feeling of disquiet throughout the Mur-
chison and eastern goldfields areas. People
are very conscious of the massive squan-
dering of public moneys. I do not begrudge
the Aborigines their financial assistance
but I feel in this ease the assistance is
misdirected.

The basic requirement is to provide some
form of employment and surely Govern-
ment money should be made available to
obtain people who can lead and direct the
Aborigines. A certain degree of firmness
is necessary, and they should be subjected
to some handicap If they do not work.

Mr. Cirayden: "Squandering' is the un-
derstatement of the year.

Mr. COYNE: It Is necessary for Abor-
igines to be taught to work. They could
be employed in housebuilding and road-
making, and then be upgraded to do other
jobs.

That is the extent of my remarks on
this Supply Bill and in conclusion I record
my objection to its passing.

MRt. COOK (Albany) [3.13 a.m.]: While
the question before the House is the pass-
ig or otherwise of the Supply Hill, it

seems that the debate which has occurred

during last evening and this morning has
developed into a question of the Govern-
ment's mandate to continue in office. That
such a mandate exists is without doubt in
my electorate.

I intend to substantiate that statement,
firstly, by demonstrating the convincing
manner in which the people of Albany
have supported the Labor Party and,
secondly, by illustrating that such support
has been fully justified. To illustrate the
first point, I will refer to recent election
results. In 1965 the result of the State
election was an absolute majority for the
A ,L.P. of 831 votes. In the 1968 State
election a rather interesting situation
developed. On that occasion the Liberal
Party endorsed Mr. Tom Knight as its
candidate. However, a week before nom-
inations closed he was forced to withdraw
for personal reasons and the Liberal Party
had to seek another candidate. Mr. Pat
Ayers was endorsed and he made a vali-
ant attempt to build up the stocks of the
Liberal Party in the short time available
to him. However, the absolute majority
for the Labor Party, on that occasion, was
1,572 votes.

A by-election was held in 1970 and on
that occasion Mr. Ayers-who polled well
in the 1968 election, considering the short
time in which he bad to campaign as a
last-minute fill-in-was overlooked by the
Liberal Party in favour of a man who was
considered to have a more popular public
Image. That decision was grossly unfair
to Mr. Ayers and rightly lie stood as an
Independent Liberal. Although that elec-
tion went to the distribution of prefer-
ences, thie A.LP, majority was 238.

In 1971 the people convincingly re-
elected the A.LP. candidate-I am very
pleased to say-and also helped in the
election of the present Government. The
people of Albany gave the A.L.P. candid-
ate an absolute majority of 488 against a
Liberal and a D.L.P. candidate.

The position regarding the election
which is due next year bears some exam-
ination. The Labor Party is united behind
its candidate and its campaign organisa-
tion is well under way.

Mr. May: It might not need one.
Mr, COOK: The Liberal Party, on the

other hand, held its selection meeting on
the 8th July to endorse one of two candid-
ates, Tom Knight or Leon Watt. Mr.
Watt was selected and it was expected
that, following normal procedure, his en-
dorsement would have been announced
after the executive meeting held in Perth
on the 9th July. However, the people of
Albany are still waiting for the announce-
ment.

Perhaps those people are not aware of
the "blood and guts" fight going on with-
in the ranks of the Liberal Party in
Albany. The fact of the matter is the
party is split asunder. Mr. Tom Knight,
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a long standing and conscientious mem-
ber of the Liberal Party, has been over-
looked in favour of a comparative new-
corner-someone whom the Liberal Party
considers to have a mare popular public
image. Shades of the by-election held in
1970!

It is understood that Mr. Knight has
threatened the Liberal Party that unless
he is endorsed he will stand as an Inde-
pendent. I ask: Can anyone blame him
for his attitude after all the years of
service he has given to the Liberal Party,
and after all the years of service he has
given, in his own way, to the town and
the people of Albany? I cannot blame
him for feeling slighted.

So Intense is the infighting that I am
led to believe party officials have leaned
on the news media in Albany to go easy
on the party. That belief appears to be
supported by an editorial which appeared
in The Albany Advertiser on the 1st
August, 1973. The article, in part, was as
follows-

Meanwhile the Liberal Party should
be preparing for the general election,
in particular at Albany where a can-
didate has not Yet been endorsed even
though interviews were conducted
some weeks ago.

Bearing in mind the election figures I
have just quoted, and the vicious infight-
ing which is occurring within the ranks
of the Liberal Party at Albany, I am sure
members will agree with me when I say
that the Leader of the Opposition has a
hide to suggest that Albany is a marginal
seat. The People of Albany have supported
the Labor Government in the past and
given it a mandate to govern, and Iam
certain they will continue to do so in the
future.

Mr. Hutchinson: Who is the Labor
candidate?

Mr. COOK: The support of the Labor
Party by the people of Albany has been
fully justified and I would like to review
the situation which existed in Albany
prior to the present Government taking
office. There has been a steadily rising
trend In the unemployment figures in the
district covered by the Commonwealth
Employment Service at Albany.

This can be illustrated by quoting some
of those figures.

For comparison purposes, I have chosen
the months of January, June, and Decem-
ber. In January, 1966, a total of 70 people
were unemployed in the Albany distlrct;
in June, 1966, the number was 65; and in
December, 1966, it was 85. Two years
later in January, 1968, the number was
99 in June, 1968, it was 103; and In Dec-
ember, 1968, it was 131. Two years
later again, in January, 1970, it was 262;
in June, 1970, 331; and in December, 1970,
353. In January, 1971, the total unemploy-
ment figure was 436.

Mr. Grayden: That was before the year
of high wool prices.

Mr. COOK: It was a trend which was
evident in Albany and must have been
known to the former Government, and yet
no action was taken by the former Liberal-
Country Party Government to arrest this
trend.

In November, 1966, a decision was an-
nounced by the O.S.R.A. to centralise wool
for shipment to the United Kingdom and
Europe at Fremantle. This announcement
shocked the people of Albany although it
had been known for some years previous-
ly that contalnerisation could have a ser-
ious impact on Albany.

Mr. MePharlin: The year, 1989, was the
year of the drought.

Mr. COOK: No action was taken by the
Liberal-Country Party Government to en-
deavour either to prevent Albany from
being bypassed or to arrange for alterna-
tive cargoes for the port.

Mr. Grayden: That was the responsi-
bility of the member for Albany.

Mr. COOK: The responsibility of the
member for Albany! What was the Gov-
ernment doing? This trend was evident
back in 1965.

Mr. Grayden: It was your responsibility.
Mr. COOK: No action at all was taken

by the previous Government. The Govern-
ment of the day did not say a word until
after the decision was made. It did noth-
ing although there was plenty of bleating.

From October, 1970, to approximately
June, 1971-in less than 12 months-the
number of employees at the Albany
Woollen Mills had fallen from 230 to ap-
Proximately 90. This retrenchment had
its heaviest impact on Albany early In
1971.

Mr. MePharlin: Wool prices were going
up.

Mr, COOK: When the mill announced
it would close its worsted section the
town's economic situation reached a crisis.

Mr.' Grayden: What did you do about it?
Mr. Bickerton: The same as the member

for South Perth did about the squirrels.
He should stick with the monkey.

Mr. COOK: It is quite clear from the
illustrations I have given that the new
Labor Government inherited a most serious
problem which had been aggravated to a
large degree by the inactivity of the pre-
vious Liberal-Country Party Government.
Urgent aovernment action was required to
recover the situation and this action was
forthcoming.

Following a well-attended meeting called
by the Lower Great Southern Trades and
Labor Council. and following conferences
I had with the Premier as well as those
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which the T.L.C. had with him, a pro-
gramme of assistance to Albany was
announced a few short months after the
Labor Government took office. This pro-
gramme included the bringing fox-ward of
the construction of the Albany Technical
School, the restriction on the calling of
tenders to local builders, and the specifica-
tion of local bricks for the construction.
This project was completed in December,
1972, at a cost of $943,206. The construc-
tion of garages, store, regional laboratory
and office for the Department of Agricul-
ture in Albany was completed at a total
cost of $106,069. Again, local builders and
bricks were specified. There was an ex-
panded Public Works Department pro-
gramme for town water supplies and
sewerage works. It is Interesting to note
that in the 1971-72 financial year $383,000
was spent on the Albany town water supply
and, in 1972-73. the amount was $454,000.
The total spent on sewerage work since
March, 1971, is $503,000.

orders valued at approximately $136,000
were made available to the Albany Woollen
Mills and this enabled the mill to reopen
its worsted section.

Mr. MePharlin: What about the better
wool prices?

Mr. COOK: Shortly after these decisionp
were announced, in an effort to assist the
port the Government also announced a
freight subsidy on wool railed to Albany
for sale. This action resulted in a sub-
stantial Increase in the amount of wool
made available for sale in Albany, the
employment of additional staff to handle
the wool, and the construction of addi-
tional wool stores.

The Government's Interest in Albany
has been a continuing one. The Main
Roads Department spent $258,870 in
Albany from February, 1971, to June, 1971;
it spent $331,112 in 1971-72; and $347,915
in 1972-73. Further, it anticipates an
expenditure of a little over half a million
dollars in 1973-74.

Mr. Grayden: What have you done?
Mr. COOK: I tell the member for South

Perth that I will make my own speech in
my own way. In the field of development
and decentralisation it has given rail
freight concessions of 10 per cent. to seven
manufacturing finms and an interest sub-
sidy of 1 per cent. to a firm in respect of
capital borrowings of $1,000,000. it has
provided substantial assistance to the
Albany Woollen Mills. The department
has actively and consistently promoted
Albany. It has maintained close liaison
with no less than three regional commit-
tees in Albany and recently announced the
establishment of a regional office there. It
has carried out surveys in Albany on
manufacturing and construction, tourism,
and transport to determine the relative
role of industry in the overall economic

activity of the region and to allow Pros-
pects for expansion to be assessed. Albany
has been recommended to the Australian
Government as a regional growth centre.

In an effort to assist the Fort of Albany,
the Director-General of Transport has
been directed to carry out a study of the
outport and the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has been invited to Join the State
in this study.

In the field of health, a new blood bank
building should be completed by the end
of this sear at a cost of $25,400. A local
builder has won the contract. Extensions
to the outpatient, X-ray, and laboratory
areas are expected to be completed shortly
at a cost of $45,000.

In the field of education I have already
mentionedf the Albany Technical School.
The Government has provided a water sup-
ply and reticulation system at the senior
high school at a cost of $8,742. 'A new
library and four classrooms are at present
being built at an estimated cost of $188,074.
During 1973-74 it Is proposed that a car
park, sufficient to accommodate in excess
of 60 cars and 12 buses, will be built at the
high school. The estimated cost of this
and other minor extensions is $56,500. A
new hostel, is to be built at the school at an
estimated cost of $350,000.

A six-teaching space open area cluster
was built at the Lockyer School to replace
the outmoded Bristol units. The cost was
$104,000. During 1973-74 Spencer Park
School is to receive a library-resource
centre at an estimated cost of $20,000. So
the list of Government assistance to Albany
continues. It is a fact the Government
has had to pour this assistance into Albany
to make up for the years of neglect suf-
fered by Albany aider the previous Liberal-
Country Party Government.

The State Housing commission is to
build a new office block in Albany at an
estimated cost of $130,000. It has assisted
13 pensioners and 289 families since the
present Government came Into office. The
State Electricity Commission's new office
block is nearing completion at a cost of
$94,000.

Mr. Speaker, this is only a brief summary
of Government activity in the electorate
of Albany, but it indicates the importance
the Government attaches to the develop-
ment of this area.

The Government's activities in trying
to stimulate the economy have been most
successful. Private enterprise has taken
up the cudgel, which must please members
of the Opposition. It senses a re-
newed confidence in the area, which is
evident from recent Press reports. I will
quote some of them.

Several members interjected.
Mr. COOK: The Hansard reporter can-

not hear me very well.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
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Mr. COOK: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Perhaps I can lower my voice a little.
For the benefit of those who are interested,
I will quote from The Albany Advertiser
of the 30th July, 1973-

Super Works Expansion.
Production capacity of the Albany

superphosphate works is being in-
creased as part of the continuing ex-
pansion of the works to remain ahead
of rising demand.

The $1,000,000 expansion will in-
clude extensions to the acid plant,
superphosphate bin and despatch faci-
lities and these are planned for com-
pletion by 1974.

The following report in regard to the
canning company extensions appeared in
The Albany Advertiser of the 20th July,
1973-

Hunts Canning Company has started
building extensions to the cold store
at its vegetable processing plant, near
the Albany pilot station.

The approximate value of the extensions
is $75,000. Earthwlck's extension pro-
gramme is reported in The Albany Ad-
vertiser of the 3rd August, 1973. The re-
port reads--

Another milestone In the staged $1.3
million expansion at Borthwick's meat-
works in Albany should be reached
on August 20.

W.A. manager, Mr. W. J. L. Ander-
son, said yesterday that at the moment
the hope was to start using the new
mutton-killing facilities on that date.

This was stage one of the expansion
program.

The Albany Woollen Mills have been as-
sisted considerably by the Government in
recent times. I will quote a report which
appeared in The Albany Advertiser on the
16th July, 1973,

Sir Charles Court: Do not get onto that
one.

Mr. COOK: The previous Government's
record in relation to the Albany Woollen
Mills is a sad one. I will simply quote an
article which appeared in The Albany
Advertiser on the 16th July, 1973-

The company is currently negotiat-
Ing with the State Government. If it
can obtain Government support it will
place orders before the end of the
month for all machinery needed. If
the orders are made by then the com-
pany expects delivery and installation
to be completed within a year.

The next paragraph will be of interest to
members of my own party, who have a
great deal of concern for workers and
the ordinary people. It reads-

At a staff meeting in Albany on
Friday, the mill's 128 employees were
told the company would make them a
bonus payment of a week's pay to

mark its 50th year of operation and
as a mark of appreciation of staff
loyalty during critical years in the
past.

The extension programme will include
$58 0,000-worth of new machinery, and
with working capital will represent an In-
vestment of more than $1,000,000.

It Is of interest that the company had
to receive a reply from the State Govern-
ment by the 31st July so that orders for
the machinery could be placed and delivery
secured within a minimum time. H-ad the
Government been reticent in giving its
decision, the delay In delivery of the
machinery could have extended into many
months. it is an indication of the Govern-
ment's intense interest in the Albany area
that on the 27th July the Premier an-
nounced the State Government would give
financial aid of $500,000 to the Albany
Woollen Mills. What a record!

I believe it is quite clear from what I
have said that Albany is on the move
again and that the Labor Government has
been the driving force behind It, in the
same way as the State is on the move
again as a result of the policies of this
Government. My electors In Albany want
the town to continue to prosper, as, indeed,
they want the rest of Australia to continue
to prosper. The continued growth and
prosperity of Western Australia for the
benefit of Western Australians depends on
the driving force of a Labor Government.
For the opposition to say the Government
does not have a mandate is to Indulge in
wishful thinking, not facts.

MR. MePHARFLIN (mt. Marshall) (3.36
a.m.]:- I intend to be brief. Some of the
remarks made by Government members
during this debate warrant a reply.

The member for Collie mentioned the
coal deposits at Collie and claimed that
the previous Leader of the Country Party
had made certain statements about the
extent of them; yet the member for Collie
admitted he was not aware of any great
reserves of coal at the time those state-
ments appeared in the Press.

Mr. Jones: Look at Hansard.
Mr. MePHARLIN: The member for

Collie admitted he was not aware at that
time of the coal deposits which have since
been found. He pointed the finger at the
Brand-Nalder Government and said it had
given Collie away. lie knows as well as
everybody else does that that was never
the poicy of the Brand-Nalder Govern-
ment.

Mr. Jones: Rubbish!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Jones: Talk about farms--sone-

thing you know about.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
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Sir Charles Court; Who gave Collie the
power station?

The SPEAKIER: Order! The Leader of
the Country Party has the floor.

Mr. MePHARLIN: At least most m~em-
hers are now awake. The member for
Collie went on to mention some newspaper
reports, including one statement at-
tributed to me. He also mentioned a
certain known communist who had written
a letter to The West Australian. I admit
making the remarks attributed to me, and
I inform the honourable member that I
have received Quite a number of phone
calls and letters endorsing what I said,
and the callers and writers informed me
they thought the same way and were
pleased to see I had made remarks of
that nature. Two people did not agree
with what I said but a great number did
agree with It. I treated with the con-
tempt It deserved the letter by the known
communist. I would not even reply to It.

Mr. Jones: It opened the wound.

Mr. McPHARLIh': I treated it with the
contempt It deserved.

He also made remarks about the possi-
bility of an alliance, or a wedding, as he
put it, between our party, the D.L.P., and
the Liberal Party. Because of the tone
of his remarks, I believe this possibility
has caused him some concern.

Mr. Jones: Can you tell me whether
it is on or not?

Mr. MePHARLIN: Apparently the
articles published In the Press have con-
cerned the member for Collie. I am sure
he will keep his eye on the Press in the
future to see what happens.

Mr. Jones: You never know, I may even
get an invitation to the wedding.

Mr- MOPHARLIN: I was amazed to sit
here this evening and hear the speech
made by the member for Mirrabooka.

Mr. Harnan: He made a good speech.
too.

Mr. McPHARLIN: He cast aspersions
and condemned the American people for
what they have done. Unfortunately the
member for Mirrabooka is not in his seat
because I would like to remind him that
had It not been for a former Prime Minis-
ter and General MacArthur making Plans
during the last war, he and I may not
have been sitting in this House in the
comfort we presently enjoy. We must
remember this. It is easy for the Minis-
ter for Works to laugh but we must not
forget what the Americans did to save
Australia during the war.

Mr. Jamnieson: They worked the same
as we all did-far their awn advantage.

Sir Charles Court: That is not a very7
kind thing to say. Their co-operation was
the result of a Labor Prime Minister's rep-
resentation.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members will

keep order.
Mr. MoPHARLmN: I wish to refer now

to an interjection which was made whilst
I was speaking to the amendment moved
by the Leader of the Opposition. I re-
ferred to the Grants Commission Bill and
the Minister for Health commented that
the Country Shire Councils' Association
had agreed to the Bill. An article in to-
day's issue of The West Australian refers
to the annual conference, and reads as
follows--

The annual conference of the Coun-
try Shire Councils Association in Perth
yesterday called far an immediate in-
vestigation of the new Commonwealth
Grants Commission Act.

The investigation will be carried out
by the association's executive.

The conference directed the execu-
tive to call a special meeting of the
association after the investigation if
any action was required.

The intent, scope and implication of
the Act were debated during a stormy
session at the conference yesterday.

This indicates quite clearly that the legis-
lation was not received enthusiastically.
Many of the delegates at the conference
were in grave doubt as to the imnplica-
tions of the Bill and so it is seen that
what I said before is perfectly true.

Mr. Davies: But it was still carried.
Sir Charles Court: No it was not.
Mr. Davies: Of course it was.
Mr. May: It was. still carried.
Mr. Davies: But that is exactly what is

In that Press report.
Sir Charles Court: They have to study

it. They did not accept it.
Mr. Davies: Read It.
Sir Charles Court: I have it in front of

me now.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. MePHARLIN: The delegates have

not accepted the legislation without sub-
jecting it to further study.

I wish to mention briefly an extract of
a speech made in the Commonwealth Par-
liament. I refer to a printed book which
was apparently written by the Present
Prime Minister of Australia. It is entitled,
"Labor and the Constitution", by Mr. E.
0. Whitlam. It says-

Much can be achieved by Labor
members of the State parliaments In
effectuating Labor's aims of more
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effective Powers for the national par-
liament and for local government.
Their role is to bring about their own
dissolution.

Sir Charles Court: That is the point.
Mr. MePHARL~I: The quote con-

tinues-
Mr. WhItlam says that what State

Labor parliamentary members must do
to bring more effectual policies for the
national Parliament and local govern-
ment is to work for their own destruc-
tion-

What sort of a policy is that? We, on
this side of the House, got up and spoke
about opposition to centralism. Here we
have quite clearly illustrated the alms of
the Federal Government. They are to take
away the autonomy and the authority of
local government and State Parliaments.
So again we stress that we are quite Justi-
fied in taking a strong stand against cen-
tralism prevalent at the present time.

MRL RIODGE (Kimberley) [3.44 a.m.]: I
wish to oppose the Bill, and in so doing
I wish only to make reference to one par-
ticular subject which concerns the Minister
for Housing and the North-West. Before
doing this. I would like to congratulate the
newly-elected member for Balcatta.

in a Cabinet reshuffle which was pub-
licised in The West Australian of the 22nd
May it was, announced that the North-
West portfolio had been transferred from
its grouping with the Department of De-
velopment and Decentralization and that
the Minister for Housing (Mr. Bickerton)
had been appointed Minister for the new
department.

Mr. Bickerton: Up to date you are accu-
rate.

Mr. RIDGE: Thank you. The news of
this reshuffle was received with almost
complete disinterest in Perth and in the
north of the State. The people regarded
the announcement as an indication of the
Government's ineptitude and as proof that
its sincerity is thin and Its hide is thick.

Mr. Bickerton: They reckoned they were
not getting sufficient.

Mr. May: Who wrote that?

Mr. RIDGE: Let me carry on and tell
members a little about that. There was
justification for the people of the north-
west adopting this attitude because it was
only 21 months ago that the present Gov-
ernment abolished the north-West depart-
ment and sacked the administrator for the
north-west.

Mr. Bickerton: Wrong.

Mr. RIDGE: Not wrong-right. What
is wrong with it?

Mr. T. D. Evans: Hie has not been sacked.
Mr. Bickerton: You are wrong.

Mr. RIDGE: Perhaps the Minister will
remind me of this later and I will Pro-
duce proof.

Despite the fact that the Government
received strong protest from shire coun-
cils, from service organisations, and people
right throughout the north over the aboli-
tion of the department and the sacking
of the administrator, the Government
thumbed its nose at the people of the
north and it proceeded to emasculate the
department.

In the course of doing this at least four
Cabinet Ministers saw fit to hail the move
as being in the best interests of the people
in the north of this State. Now we find,
without any form of explanation or apology
whatsoever to the people in the north,
Cabinet has done a complete somersault.
In trying to Justify the reformation of the
department, the new Minister is using the
same argument in favour of establishing
the department as he Previously used In
favour of getting rid of It.

Mr. Bickerton: Did he re-employ the
administrator?

Mr. RIDGE: No.
Mr. Bickerton: Thank you.
Mr. RIDGE: To me the Minister's com-

ments have a fairly hollow sort of ring.
Mr. Bickerton: How do you get a ring

which isn't hollow?
Mr. RIDGE: I am amazed that the Min-

ister credits the people in the north with
having such short memories.

A comparison of the ministerial com-
ments made in 1971 as against the state-
ments made in 1973 provides the founda-
tion for a rather comical farce. I would
like to make brief reference to some of the
statements that have been made. We see
this statement under the heading, "Evans
defends N.W. decision" in The West Aust-
ralian of the 6th November, 1971-

The decision to discontinue the posi-
tion of Administrator of the North-
West was a logical and planned move
to reduce duplicated Government
effort, the Acting Minister for the
North-West, Mr. T. D. Evans, said
yesterday.

In the News of the North of the 20th June,
1973, we see a statement under the head-
ing. "People to get priority". The Minister
(Mr. Bickerton) was commenting on his
new department, and the article reads--

He said it was going to serve the
purpose for which it was originally
created-as a pipeline to Perth and the
seat of Government and adminstra-
tion for the people of the North-West.

These are two conflicting statements over
the course of 18 months.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Has the position of
administrator been reintroduced?

Mr. Bickerton: No.
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Mr. T. D). Evans: That Is a distinction,
surely.

Mr. RIDGE: I do not get the Minister's
point. It is a rather weak one.

Mr. T. D. Evans: I do not expect you
to. That would be asking too much.

Mr. RIDGE: An article appeared In
The Hedland Times of the 16th December,
1911. It is headed, "Minister Supports
decision on Administrator", and it reads
as follows--

At a meeting of shire councillors in
Port Hedland last Sunday, the Minis-
ter for Housing and Fuel, Mr. Arthur
Bickerton, M.L.A., and member for
Pilbara, supported the Government's
recent decision to discontinue the
position of Administrator of the North-
West and to abolish the Department of
the North-West.

Mr. Bickerton: Not abolish the depart-
ment.

Mr. RIDGE: That was attributed to the
Minister and published in The Izedland
Times of the 16th December, 1971.

By the 26th May, 1973, the Minister was
playing a, different tune and in the Week-
end News of that date the Minister made
the following statement when commenting
on his new job as Minister for the North-
West--

Mr. Bickerton said he was extremely
happy to get the post.

That is despite the fact that the Minister
said it was abolished 18 months ago. In
The Hedfland Times of the 16th December.
1971, we find the following-

Mr. Bickerton said that the name of
administrator was a misnomer, as he
had only been an advisor to the Gov-
emnent.

Mr. Bickerton: He was not even an
adviser.

Mr. RIDGE: I know a damned sight
more about the administrator than the
Minister does.

Mr. Bickerton: I'll bet you do.
Mr. RIDGE: By 1973, Mr. Bickerton,

referring to himsel f, said he would be the
voice of the people in Cabinet. So in other
words we sacked an adviser and got a
voice. Meanwhile, back in the north the
Deputy Premier wanted to get into the act
and from a civic reception at Carnarvon
came a headline In the newspaper of the
1st March, 1972, stating that Mr. Graham
was explaining the administration. The
article stated-

Referring to the abolition of the
post of administrator of the North-
West, Mr. Graham said the job had
become nothing more than a letter-
box.

He said the right way for people to
approach a problem was to take It
through their local member direct to
Parliament.

I can just Imagine him saying that, too.
Mr. Bickerton: That has been changed.
Mr. RIDGE: Obviously times change

fairly quickly, because less than 14 months
later the new Minister said that his de-
partment could also be a method of letting
the people of the North-West press their
desires and complaints through an official
channel. Once more, instead of having a
letterbox we have a channel.

I think the next act was rather hilarious,
and the scene was an Informal function
In Carnarvon where Labor supporters,
according to a newspaper, were providing
a few hours of relaxed companionship at
the end of a hot day. The headline in
The Hedland Times of the 2nd March, 1972,
was, "Deputy Premier speaks on North-
West". Mr. Graham said that--

The Liberal Government's appoint-
ment of a special North West Depart-
ment was an insult to the people's
elected representatives.

lie also said that there was no need for
any special department. But the new Min-
ister had an answer to the arch villain,
because In the News of the North supple-
ment of the 20th March, 1973, we find he
said that the demand for the detachment
of the department from the Department of
Development and Decentralisation had
come from the people.

The same request came from the people
in 1971. but on that occasion the Govern-
ment saw fit to ignore it until it suited
the Government to reinstitute and re-
organise the department.

Mr. Bickerton: Do you know why you
had an administrator in the first place?

Mr. RIDGE: Probably I know better
than the Minister.

Mr. Bickerton: You were not even there
when he was appointed.

Mr. RIDGE: What makes the Minister
think that? I happened to occupy an office
at the other end of the building in which
the administrator had his office. I was
there the day he was appointed, and I was
there for a couple of years before he ar-
rived. So do not try to tell me that I do
not know. On the 21st April Mr. Graham
said that whereas the North West Depart-
ment set people apart, his Government
considered the north-west as part and
parcel of the whole of Western Aus-
tralia. That is in contrast to what was re-
ported In June, 1973, that the present
Minister for the North-West had said that
the people did not want to feel they have
been dumped in an isolated place and just
forgotten. Just how gullible does his Gov-
ernment think the people in the north-
west are?

Less than two years previously the Gov-
ernment sacked the Administrator for the
North-West, condemned the department,
ridiculed the previous Government over
the appointment of a special North West
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Department, and was critical of the
large annual amount of taxpayers' money
which was used to maintain the depart-
ment.

Now we find the department has been
reformed and the cost for the first year,
as the Minister mentioned yesterday, will
be $210,000. We also find that the former
service is to be virtually duplicated. This is
a slur on the Government because it is
not being done out of compassion for the
people in the area; it is being done for the
single Purpose of promoting Labor mem-
bers of Parliament who represent northern
electorates, because with good reason the
Government is fearful that it will lose
seats at the next election, and it can see
that this department may help it.

Mr. Bickerton: Labor members do not
need any promotion.

Mr. RIDGE: Not much. What of the
former administrator? Why was he sacked
and why did the Government try to mis-
lead the People into believing that he had
been posted to a higher position? In John
Tozer the Government had an honest.
dedicated, and highly efficient officer who,
in the course of over seven years' service
with the North West Department,
helped many hundreds of people and ac-
quired an uncanny and intimate know-
ledge of the people and the problems of
the north-west, generally. In other words,
the office of administrator was a clearing
house for every conceivable type of prob-
lem the north of the State could produce,
and ifift was a letterbox It was an ex-
tremely efficient one.

Mr. Bickerton: You go and have a chat
with him in his office and ask' him why he
was appointed in the first place.

Mr. RIDGE: Is the Minister finished?
Mr. Bickerton: I am sorry, I did not

mean to upset you at this hour.
Mr. RIDGE: I assure the Minister that

he is not upsetting mne. At the time this
took place newspapers published minister-
Ial comments, such as the following one
which appeared in The West Australian of
the 3rd November, 1971-

The need for help and liaison by the
Administrator had diminished and
therefore the two positions would be
discontinued.

it was suggested at that time there
was no need for local authorities to have
on-the-spot guidance, help, and advice
from a representative of the State Gov-
erniment, and in the same newspaper on
the 6th November, 1971, there was a com-
ment that most Government departments
had representatives in main centres and
were able to deal with specific problems
quickly and with full knowledge of local
conditions.

That was a lot of garbage because In
fact the local authorities In the area were
in greater need than ever of real advice,

guidance, and support. There was an in-
creasing demand for liaison and co-ordin-
ation between local authorities, Govern-
ment departments, and the people gener-
ally. With the exception of the boaom
towns, Government dapartusents were not
better represented In northern areas, and
in some cases senior officers were so
bogged down with the Port Hedlands and
Karrathas that they spent less time than
ever at the Halls Creeks and Marble Bars.

The conclusion drawn by many people
was that Mr. Tozer's services had been
disposed of either because he spoke his
mind on behalf of the people he represen-
ted, or the present Government resented
the fact that he was appointed by the
previous Liberal Government.

At the time of the fiasco many grossly
misleading ministerial statements were
made, and a great injustice was done to
John Tozer. In The Hecland Times of
the 16th December, 1971, the Minister for
Housing was quoted as saying-

Mr, Tozer had been moved to Perth
so that there would be someone close
at hand to Cabinet Ministers, who
knew the local people In the Pilbara
and Kimberleys, and their problems.

The announcement was made to sound
almost as though Mr. Tozer had chosen
to be transferred or was being promoted.
That was far from the truth because in
point of fact he had no wish to leave the
Job or the area. But the only alternative
offered to him was another three-year
contract of service with a drop In salary
of almost $6,000 per annum. Yet someone
on the other side had the bide to say he
was not sacked.

When the Premier was replying to pro-
tests over the termination of the office of
administrator, he chose to say that the
reorganisation of the administration of
the north-west was precipitated by the
reallocation of Mr. John Tozer to a Posi-
tion with the planning section of the De-
partment of Development and Decentrali-
sation.

To say that reorganisation of the depart-
ment was precipitated by the reallocation
of Mr. Tozer to another job was a deceit-
ful claim, to say the least, because the
other Job to which the Premier referred
was not accepted by Mr. Tozer until after
he had been sacked as administrator.
Somebody on the other side claimed a
short time ago that he was nut sacked. I
claimed that he was and suggested I could
produce evidence. I have here a copy of
a letter written to Mr. Tozer by Mr. H. E.
Graham, the then Minister f or the North-
West, on the 26th October, 1971. The letter
states In part--

I wish to confirm discussions which
you had on October 21st with Mr. T). C.
Munro, Acting Co-ordinator of De-
velopment and Acting Chairman,
North-West Planning and Co-ordinat-
Ing Authority.
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You are now advised that a decision
has been taken to abolish the position
of Administrator-North West and for-
mal notice is given of the cancellation
of your Indenture to take place three
calendar months from the date of this
letter, as provided for In Clas 2 of
the Indenture.

I propose to Issue a press statement
on the subject of discontinuing the
position of Administrator-North West
within a few days o2 your receiving
this notification.

Not much he wasn't sacked! The Press
statement to which the Minister referred
was issued in the course of the next few
days, and during the next few months
various Ministers criticised the department
and Its function as frequently as they
could in an endeavour to Justify the sack-
Ing. But after a very short time the wheel
of hypocrisy has turned a full circle
and for no reason other than selfish
political expediency the Department of
the North West Is being re-formed.

The new Minister has already displayed
his inconsistency by systematically con-
tradicting the statements he made 18
months ago, and if he intends to use his
North-West portfolio as a springboard to
achieve electoral success he needs to be
careful he does not finish up in the mud,
because the people In the north are not
as gullible as he may think.

Mr. Bickerton: It does not interest me
one Iota.

Mr. RIDGE: It is rather Interesting to
bear a statement such as that and if
political gimmickry is the name of the
game he was playing he should be given
full marks for his announcement of a Kim-
berley study about three weeks ago. Despite
the fact the Government does not seem to
know where it is going with the irrigable
land at Kununurra, the Minister for the
North-West recently released details of
the possibility of harnessing three Kim-
berley rivers and opening up 1,000,000
acres of prime dollar-earning land. The
preliminary cost estimate in the state-
ment issued by the Minister is a mere
$400,000,000. That is chicken feed. What
amazed me was that the "pie In the sky"
was not announced by the Minister for
Development and Decentralization, but
perhaps he Is not aware of the plan .

I think political gimmickry was also
practised a week or so ago when the
Minister announced that a plan was being
developed to double the berthing space at
the Broome jetty. It Is not as though this
is a completely new scheme, because I
questioned the Minister on the subject
as far back as the 8th November, 1972 and
he gave mue the exact information for
which the present Minister for the North-
West Is currently taking credit as evidenced
in the article he released quite recently.

The Minister now tries to claim he is
not making Political capital out of this
announcement, and whilst he would not
be subject to any objection from the Min-
ister for Development and Decentralization
over a project such as that he has also
made an announcement recently on cotton
or some such similar project. I would have
thought the Minister for Agriculture would
have made that announcement. Obviously
he is not upset, either, but I can say that
there are some officers In certain Govern-
ment departments around this city who
will be upset over the Minister taking credit
for something their Minister should be an-
nouncing. The public servants In question
deserve a little more credit for that which
the Minister is taking upon himself.

Mr. Bickerton: I agree with you, but do
you realise that what Is upsetting you is
that when your Government was In power
all the announcements were made by the
present Leader of the Opposition. He was
the only one that announced them.

Mr. RIDGE: The Minister does not know
what he is talking about. From a personal
point of view I can agree with the Min-
ister that he has every right to be associ-
ated with such an announcement, but I
do not believe he should be making ft. I
consider he should be thinking of other
Government departments which have been
associated with the Project. The Gov-
ernment lacks sincerity on this question,
because I can recall when the Mini-
ister was speaking in 1971 on the aboli-
tion of the Department of the North-West,
the former Minister for the North-West
and Deputy Premier (The Hon. H. E.
Graham) had this to say-

After all, If there are activities
required In respect of water supplies,
the Minister for Water Supplies Is
the proper person to investigate the
matter. If It is a matter pertaining to
education, the Minister for Education
Is the proper person. If more houses
are required, then It is the Minister
for Housing, and so on. That applies
In all the rest of Western Australia.
It was a Political gimmick that there
should be this organization set up to
operate to some extent as a secret
society and to divorce the Labor mem-
bers of Parliament of the district from
what was going on in the area.

Mr. Bickerton: I do not think you could
make a speech without quoting from a
newspaper.

Mr. RIDGE: Quite often there is some
fairly good material published in the news-
papers.

Mr. Bickerton: That is up to you.
Mr. RIDGE: It is my belief that the

Department of the North-West can make
a real contribution to the improvement of
the way of life and the living standards
of the People in that area. The officers
who have already been appointed are well
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liked, highly respected, and they are cap-
able People. The residents of the north-
west will accept these officers and utilise
the new department to advantage. I am
pleased to see we have a Department of
the North-West again as it should never
have been abolished. As I said previously,
the new department will be well accepted,
but not if It is used as an arena for poli-
tical grandstanding.

Mr. Bickerton: What did your leader do
with it?

MR. BLAIKIE (Vasse) (4.07 am.]: As
other members have done, I also wish to
congratulate the member for Balcatta on
his election to this Parliament. I would
now like to correct one or two statements
that members of the Opposition have
made.

Mr. May: Members of the Opposition?

Mr. BLAIKIE: Well, the Minister is a
member of the Opposition as far as I amr
concerned. What I meant to say is that
I wish to correct some statements that were
made by members on the Government side
of the House. I refer to the comments
made by the member for Albany.
Quite readily one can take one's mind
back to an event in 1971 which the mem-
ber for Albany very conveniently forgot
to mention. At that time he was loud in
his praise for the people of Albany in
recognising the representations he had
made on their behalf.

The honourable member also went on
to say that they have a magnificent fight-
ing force in Albany ready for the next
election and that, In his opinion, the
Albany electorate was not a marginal seat.
I would like to remind the member for
Albany of the stand he took on the road
transport of wool. I can certainly recall that
this finished up quite well. However I am
quite sure that other members can recall
what happened on that occasion. I would
venture to say that the People of Albany,
at that stage, were certainly not im-
pressed with the representations made by
the member for Albany.

Mr. Jamieson: If You stick to your own
territory you will be far better off.

Mr. Cook: I venture to suggest that we
were not disadvantaged in any way.

Mr. BLAIKIE: Mr. Speaker, if I may be
allowed to interrupt at this stage-

Mr. Cook: You had a shot at me and
I am entitled to interject.

Mr. BLAIKIE: I was about to say that
the member for Albany continued on in
rather glowing terms by thanking the
Government for what it had done in
Albany since that occasion.

Mr. Cook: You are wrong.

Mr. BLAIKIE! The honourable mem-
ber has made his speech and I am now
making mine.

Mr. Cook: Get your facts right.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. BLAnIIE: I found It most interest-

Ing to hear of the amount of public money
that had been spent in the electorate of
Albany, because I have also been looking
at the amount of public money that has
been spent in the Vasse area. I think the
money was probably spent in an endeavour
to get the people in that area to overlook
the blunders the Government has made.

Busselton has been promised a hospital.
I am hopeful that when the Government
Is preparing the Estimates it will an-
nounce that the hospital project will be
proceeded with. We have also been
promised a police station; and 18 months
ago we were given a commencing date, a
completion date, and the contract price
of the project; yet all this was of no
avail. The delay has certainly not been
caused by lack of representation.

Mr. Hutchinson: The Government is
spending all the money in Albany.

Mr. BLAnGE: That Is the point I am
making. I realise the Government has
been spending its money in Albany be-
cause of the predicament of the memnber
for Albany when he had to vote against
what the people of Albany really wanted.

Mr. Cook: You are misconstruing the
position.

Mr. BLAIKlE: I wish to speak to the
Bill before us which is vital, and which is
the most important to be debated since I
have been a member of this House. At the
outset I indicate that I oppose the Hill
because the Government has lost the con-
fidence of the people of Western Australia.
I do not want to rehash what has been
said, but I do wish to reiterate some points
that have been made. We have seen what
happened as a result of the last Federal
election and three successive State by-
elections. One recalls the tremendous
promises that Mr. Whitlamn made when
he visited Western Australia during the
last Federal election campaign.

The people of Sunbury were most
appreciative of the announcement that it
would be the first city outside the metro-
politan area In Western Australia to bene-
fit from an injection of capital by the
Federal Government. The present
Prime Minister said his Government
would pour money into the town if it were
elected. What a hollow promise that
turned out to be! The Salvado plan is
now before the people. The people were
not duped, and the Labor Party lost the
seat of Forrest and the seat of Stirling.
The vote in Western Australia was against
the trend of the voting in other States;
the vote here was against the Labor Party.

In the Blackwood by-election a con-
certed action was made by all parties to
win the seat. One issue raised by the
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Labor Party was the Legislative Council.
I recall that the Minister for Agriculture
attended meetings and told the people that
their apple Bill had been defeated as a
result of the action of the Council. In
spite of all that, we won the seat, and
did so most convincingly.

Similarly, at the Bunbury by-election,
a concerted effort was made by all parties.

Mr. J, T. Tonkin. Another seat you won
convincingly!1

Sir Charles Court: We won by more than
you did at Balcatta.

Mr. BLAU=I: At the Bunbury by-
election the Government stood on its re-
cord and its policies. Consumer protection
and prices control were issues which the
Labor Party raised. Once again at that
by-election reference was made to the
Legislative Council and its actions.

On a more personal note, one issue which
was brought forward at the Bunbury by-
election by the Labor Party-I regard
this as kitefeying-was that it was offering
the people of Bunbury an experienced
politician as its candidate. The Labor
Party said he was a professional candidate,
whereas the Liberal Party had only a car
salesman to offer as its candidate. How-
ever, the people of Bunbury knew the re-
cord of the Government and they voted
accordingly. I am proud to see mry col-
league, the member for Bunbury, is with us
now, and he has turned out to be a fine
member.

At the Balcatta, by-election the issues
raised by the Labor Party were interesting.
They included prices control and the
actions of the Legislative Council. On
every occasion when the role of the Legis-
lative Council was bandied around at by-
elections the Labor Party lost miserably.
Even in the Balcatta by-election what a
shock to the Government, which is so bent
on electoral reform, the result turned out
to be In winning the seat only after pre-
ferences bad been distributed.

These matters are of considerable con-
cern in the Government ranks. We also
know that they have caused concern
among the people of Western Australia.
Let US look at the record of the Govern-
ment. I believe The West AUStralian of
the 30th July gave a true indication of the
Government's record. In it appeared a car-
toon. This was on the Monday after the
Balcatta. by-election had been held. It is
a cartoon depicting the comments of the
Premier. Among the excuses given by the
Premier in that cartoon were the follow-
Ing-

it
it
it
it
it
it

was the Americans!
was the McMahan Government!
was not my fault.
was the world economic situation!
was the Upper House!
was the mining slump]

We inherited it from the previous
Government!

It was Japan!
it was devaluation!

Mr. Brown:, Who drew that cartoon?
Mr. ELAInIE: Irrespective of who drew

that cartoon the description is accurate.
Mr. Brown: I think he must be a comic.
Mr. BLAIKIE: Irrespective of who drew

the cartoon this is the type of excuse that
has been put forward. It seems to be the
fault of everybody else but that of the
Government,

Mr. Brown: It is only the opinion of the
person who drew the cartoon.

Mr. BLAIK3hI: Let us look at the Gov-
erment's legislative programme; and in
this respect I draw attention to the road
maintenance tax legislation introduced In
1971. 1 have said this time and time again
in the country areas, "Thank God for the
legislative Council." What a diabolical
Bill that was, and what diabolical legis-
lation It would have been if passed. How-
ever, we have a similar Bill before us again.
I say once more that I hope the Legisla-
tive Council will act responsibily. That is
the very House which the Government Is
doing its best to abolish.

There Is also the Mining Bill which is
supposed to be the be-all and end-all of
mining legislation. We have got as far as
Page 8 only. There is also the Companies
Act Amendment Bill which Is supposed to
introduce a new concept and a new deal;
and that Bill has yet to be dealt with in
Committee.

There is my old favourite, the Dairy In-
dustry Bill, and what a diabolical piece of
legislation it turned out to be. It was in-
troduced In November last, after the dairy
industry and particularly the section which
I represent had been waiting for it for
two years. The legisation 'was dealt 'with
in the House In March, April, and May,
but we have dealt with only clauses 1 and
2 in the Committee stage, because the
priorities of the Government did not allow
the Bill to be brought forward on the
notice paper.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Your garrulousness
has had something to do with the delay.

Mr. BLAIKIE: How many times have I
asked the Government to continue the
Committee discussion on the Bill? I have
done that time and time again.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Had it not been for
your garrulousness we would have got
through the Bill.

Mr. B3LAIKIE: was I garrulous? That
Is an absolutely pathetic comment by the
Minister-that my garrulousness has been
responsible for the Dairy Industry Bill not
being brought on for discussion. I do not
think I have that much control in the
Housel
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Mr. H. D. Evans: Do not get carried
away. You are partly culpable, and the
attitude of the Opposition in wasting time
has also been responsible for the delay.

Mr. BLAflCIE: We have not wasted time.
The Government has been allocating the
priorities for Bills to be considered. Des-
pite this the Government had the audacity
to bring in the Margarine Act Amendment
Bill while the Dairy Industry Bill was
awaiting consideration in Committee.

That is the sort of thinking members
opposite have in regard to the people I
represent. Members of the Opposition did
not oppose the margarine legislation. We
gave It Godspeed and our blessing and
tried to improve It. However, on top of
that Bill we now have the Government's
Federal counterparts talking about having
no licensing controls in the Australian
Capital Territory and such a scheme
would completely nullify anything this
State Parliament has done. Does this
type of policy Inspire confidence in rural
industries? No it does not.

Mr. H. D. Evans: What is the case with
the A.CT.? Tell us. Do not make insinua-
tions.

Mr. BLAflCIE: In addition we know of
the proposal concerning the withdrawal of
the dairy subsidy. In reply to a question
today, the Minister said-and I accept his
answer-that without consultation the
Australian Government announced that
It would withdraw the dairy subsidy with-
in two years.

Mr. H. D. Evans: Don't forget this was
recommended 11 years ago.

Mr. BLAflCIE: But it was not acted
upon.

Mr. H. D. Evans: The party with which
you are associated would not touch it and
within the course of those 11 years the
situation has worsened.

Mr. BLAIKIE: Is the Minister condemn-
ing the party I represent for not with-
drawing the subsidy 11 years ago?

Mr. H. D. Evans: I am saying that that
was the recommendation.

Mr. BLAIKIE: I know the recommen-
dation, but is the Minister trying to tell
me that the Liberal Party should have
withdrawn the subsidy 11 years ago? His
Federal colleagues have done so in a cold-
blooded, ruthless manner overnight with-
out any consultation with the industry.

Mr. H. D. Evans: But surely they should
have done something to remedy the situa-
tion.

Mr. BLAIKIE: This Is not the end of
the matter because it goes far deeper than
that. The industry will face major prob-
lems in the State: make no mistake
about that. As I see it two or three
alternatives exist. Some adjustment could
be made to the equalisation scheme and

I certainly hope this will be possible.
Another alternative is for the Price of
butter to rise to offset the loss which will
occur right now.

The industry has already received veiled
threats from the Australian Government
that there could be an importation of
New Zealand butter. This Government
is associated with a party which is respons-
ible for policies which do not inspire con-
fidence in any shape or form.

The Federal Government is hellbent on
centralising all power in Canberra and,
because of its political affiliation, and be-
cause it works under the same constitution
and policy, the State Government has no
alternative but to act towards this end,
even though at times it makes some token
reference to an attempt to halt the flow.
However, such a halt is not possible and
the Surfers Paradise conference reaffirm-
ed what those on this side of the House
know and what the people of Western
Australia know.

This matter concerns us deeply. We
must halt the abrogation of State rights.
What used to be referred to as living-
away-from-home allowances are now
known as isolated children's assistance. On
this subject a major anomaly existed when
the Commonwealth first undertook to pro-
vide assistance. It did not take into con.
sideration any assistance for students at-
tending technical schools. A hue and cry
followed and a member In another place
was castigated by a Federal Minister for
having allegedly stirred up trouble. How-
ever, the anomaly has since been rectified,
but parents in this State still face a big
problem.

Under the old system parents with such
a problem would approach the department
for a solution and if they were not satis-
fied then ultimately, if necessary, they
could contact the Minister. Now I ask:
How does a parent in this State with a
problem in this regard see a Minister do-
miciled in Canberra? It just cannot be
done. This is the type of controlling
authority the Government is throwing away
and this will not react in the interests of
Western Australia or Western Australians.

Mr. Bryce: Is that why Freeth lost his
seat?

Mr. BLAIKIE: The Bills dealing with
the Salvado development and with land
control are further examples of the dia-
bolical legislation that has been intro-
duced, once again at the behest of the
Australian Government. This is the type of
legislation it is trying to perpetrate and
the State Government is working hand in
glove in this regard.

The land control legislation provides for
specific land to be Placed under Govern-
ment control; for power for the resumption
of all or any part of any controlled land
at any time the Government wishes during
the time the -land is under control; and for
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the price of controlled land to be fixed
according to the valuation on a date the
Government may specify.

If any member on the Government side
can demonstrate that that is sound legis-
lation in the interests of Western Austra-
lia I would like to hear him do so. Such
legislation takes away all the rights of the
individual and the very core on which
this State was founded. However, once
again at the behest of the Commonwealth,
this is the diabolical type of legislation
being introduced in this State.

I now ask the Premier: Has the State
Government attacked the Australian Gov-
ernment on its foreign investment policy?
As far as I am cone mced, although I am
a comparatively young man, this Is the
first time I have ever heard British capital
being referred to as foreign investment.
We must all be very concerned about such
a policy.

Mr. Hartrey: Are we associated with the
European Economic Community?

Mr. BLAIKIE: We are Australians in our
own right and we should welcome invest-
ment.

Mr. Hartrey: But we are not affiliated
with the European Economic Community.

Mr. BLAnCIE: This is the type of
attitude which is being cultivated in Aus-
tralia. British investment is regarded as
foreign capital and something with which
we ought not to be associated. The same
attitude is taken to American investment.
I was disgusted to hear the member for
Mirrabooka claim that we adopted a
grovelling subservience to the United
States and that we were forever licking
their boots. This is the type of attitude
I abhor as does the biggest majority of
Western Australians and Australians.

Mr. Bryce: Rubbish!
Mr. BLAICIE: The member for Ascot

can stand on his own Petard and I will
stand on mine, but I will finish up far in
front of him.

Returning to the question of investment
policy, I understand that 25 per cent. of
foreign investment Capital must be de-
posited free of interest with the Common-
wealth Treasury. As far as I am aware
the Commonwealth also requires to have
a say in the contracts being signed. This
means that if a company wants to invest
$100,000,000 it has to submit free of
interest another $25,000,000 to the
Treasury, virtually as a gift. I ask: Is this
the sort of policy which inspires con-
fidence? Quite frankly, the answer is, "No".'

Mr. HartTc-: Has Richard Nixon in-
spired confidence in America?

Mr. BLAUCIE: When the Premier replies
I will be interested to hear whether or not
these policies are affecting the Alwest pro-
ject or the wood chip industry. Are those
industries in jeopardy, or has the policy of
the Commonwealth Government been

changed so that the companies will no
longer be required to deposit 25 per cent.
of their capital in the Reserve Bank?

It is necessary for a Government to show
leadership, drive, and initiative and to
create an atmosphere conducive to indus-
try and employment in order for it to win
the confidence of the community.

Mr. Hartrey: Well, the Whitlamn Govern-
ment has done that.

Mr. BLAflCE: We have the role
of being a responsible Opposition. It is all
very well to be a responsible Opposition
but on looking back over the last two
Years one can recall many instances and
actions of the Government which have not
inspired any confidence. Previous speakers
have highlighted those instances. I refer
to the Government participation in the
moratorium movement-personal partici-
pation-and the suggested Government in-
volvement in the form of a guarantee for
Trades Hall.

There has been a constant blaming of
everyone else from the Government
benches, but the Inability of the Gov-
ernment to manage the affairs of the State
has destroyed the confidence of the com-
munity. The Government has done just
that. The confidence of the People of this
State has been destroyed by the Govern-
ment, and not by the Opposition. I
oppose the Bill.

MR. BRYCE (Ascot) [4.37 am.): Dur-
Ing the course of this debate there has
been some heavy trading in slogans and
Phrases by some members of the Opposi-
tion in their efforts to denigrate the
Government. In particular, we have heard
quite a num~ber of references to the effect
and the Influence of a democratic socialist
Government in Western Australia on the
Western Australian economy during the
last couple of years.

I believe my colleague, the member for
Iwirrabooka, very capably pointed out to
members some very sound and valid rea-
sons why Western Australia was caught
up in an economic recession during the
first 18 months of the Tonkin Labor Gov-
ernment. A great deal of criticism has
been levelled at some of the Government's
fundamental policies-policies which
clearly differentiate us from our conser-
vative opponents.

I would like to say that I, for one, will
be very proud and only too happy to go
to the people of this State at any time the
Opposition might consider desirable. I
firmly believe that members of the Op-
position, from their leader down, will get
a great surprise-

Sir Charles Court: We will take the risk.

Mr. BRYCE: -when the people of Wes-
tern Australia are eventually asked to
voice their opinion as to whether they
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want a return of the type of Government
which controlled the State between 1959
and 1971.

Some of the fundamental issues to
which I would like to draw attention have
already been touched on by a number of
other speakers. However, I have the dis-
tinct impression that members opposite
have not really tried to understand the
policy of the Labor Party on a number of
these issues, or they have set out deliber-
ately to misrepresent our policy. I intend
to speak on the fundamental areas of
difference between ourselves and the con-
servative parties, and also to speak In
support of our approach to the question
of Australia's relationships with other
countries--not purely In terms of foreign
affairs. I will also mention what we
believe to be the role of the Government
In the economy and In the society gen-
erally.

Mr. H,. L. Young: That will be very
interesting; I look forward to your speech.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. BRYCE: The hour is getting ex-

tremely late and the interjections are be-
coming more and more inane. Funda-
mentally, there is a very real difference
between the Labor Party and the non-
Labor parties. That difference has been
clearly emphasised, in an historical sense.
In respect of the relationship between
this country and the rest of the world, we
believe that we should pursue a policy
which will encourage ownership of Aus-
tralia by Australians. That would be a
fairly accurate representation of our
position.

I intend to remark on our attitude to-
wards foreign investment because it has
been grossly and consciously misrepre-
sented in this Chamber tonight.

Mr. Rushton: What about an opinion on
the Ealcatta by-election?

Mr. BRYCE: One aspect which is worth
clarifying is that the Australian Labor
Party has never repudiated the need for
foreign capital, irrespective of what some
members opposite have chosen to read
into statements made by Federal Min-
isters.

Mr. R L. Young: Did you ever see the
cartoons published prior to the 1968 elec-
tions?

Mr. BRYCE: I do not take very much
notice of cartoons.

Mr. R. L. Young: I am referring to your
own party cartoons.

Mr, BRYCE: Will the member for
Wembley give me the Opportunity to put
the record straight? I am putting for-
ward the viewpoint of the A.L.P., which I
think I am slightly more qualified to do
than Is the member for Wembley.

Regarding the ownership of our re-
sources, I believe that one of the reasons
the people of Western Australia voted
against the Brand-Court Government in
1971 was the policy of the Government of
pursuing development at any cost what-
soever. "Boom or bust" was the philosophy
and absolutely no cognisance whatsoever
was given to the long-term effect of simply
transferring ownership of our resources
and our economy to foreign countries.

There Is a vast difference between
foreign investment and simply transfer-
ring ownership and control of the econ-
omy. The - people of Western Australia
would be very pleased to have drawn to
their attention the statement made by
the Leader of the Opposition In this
House when he said he would prefer
private capital-the "golden" phrase
-from Japan, Taiwan, South Africa,
Rhodesia, or any other country one cares
to name rather than capital borrowed by
the A.L.D.C., alternatively known as the
Mctwen Bank. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition would prefer to see private capital
from those countries used to develop the
wealth of the State rather than allow Itie
people of the State and this country to
have an interest in the development of
our resources through the A.I.D.C.

Sir Charles Court: You are mnisquoting
what I said.

Mr. BRYCE: When the Leader of the
Opposition was making his speech I
specifically asked him to clarify the point
and he indicated the position quite
clearly. I am sure the people of Western
Australia will appreciate this.

They would also be interested to know
that the Canadian people have learnt a
very serious lesson. With the extent of
the control of Canada's economy by Its
very powerful next-door neighbour, it has
learnt that whenever there Is an economic
recession of practically any type, it simply
crosses the border.

Sir Charles Court: We do not have a
border.

Mr. ERYCE: Most of the multi-national
companies based in the United States
make decisions that will affect companies
established In the economic colonies first.
The people of Western Australia would be
interested to hear that a surtax has been
levied on Canadian citizens to establish
a fund to "buy Canada back". It will be
a long haul indeed but this is clearly the
intention of a Government which has
realised that a serious mistake has been
made. The Canadians no longer control
their own economic destiny.

Mr. McPharlin: The Prime Minister of
Canada does not agree with that.

Mr. BRYCE: I only have the Leader of
the Country Party's word for that. I have
heard the stories which he has given to
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the media after his visit to Canada but
II am not inclined to believe his stories
from 'interesting individuals".

Mr. W. G. Young: Is your word better
than his?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
honourable member will address the Chair.

Mr. BRYCE: There are a few other In-
teresting differences between the policies
of the A.L.P. and those of conservative
parties on the question of Australia's re-
lationship with other countries. Some-
thing which has been grossly and deliber-
ately misrepresented is the A.L.P.'s
approach to the United Kingdom. For
example we believe it is time to give con-
sideration to whether the Union Jack
ought to remain as part of the Australian
flag. It comes down to a question of
national maturity.

Sir Charles Court: Hawaii still keeps it.

Mr. BRYCE: I am a fifth-generation
Australian but my ancestors on both sides
of the family came from parts of the
United Kingdom. I am proud of this but,
first and foremost, I am proud to be an
Australian. I believe the last of the Queen's
men quit politics when Sir Robert Menzies
died and it is high time that serious con-
sideration was given to the question of
national maturity.

Mr. O'Neil: Sir Robert Menzies is not
dead yet.

Mr. R. L. Young: It is like the Bills
which members opposite say are dead.

Mr. BRYCE: I applaud the action taken
by the Australian Government to establish
a national anthem to replace "God Save
the Queen". I suggest members opposite
should consider the words of that song
when next they sing it because, in this
way, they will see how totally Irrelevant
that anthem is in 1973 in Australia. In
saying this there is no sense of disrespect
whatsoever. As a matter of fact T have
a great deal of respect for the British
people and for the achievements of the
British nation.

Mr. Hartrey: So have 1.
Mr. BRYCE: I have a great deal of res-

peat for the British parliamentary institu-
tion. although not in its entirety by any
means.

Mr. Hartrey: Members on the other side
of the House do not.

Mr. BRYCE: Ours is the only Parlia-
ment of the seven Parliaments in Australia
which bothers to fly the Union Jack when
in session. I have taken the trouble to find
out that thin is a fact. If the Leader of
the Country Party disputes my word I
suggest he should write letters similar to
the ones I have written to the other Par-
Ilaments to find out. It is high time we
discontinued this practice. I would like

to ascertain who is responsible for fly-
ing the Union Jack over the State Parlia-
ment because I believe the practice should
be discontinued. Perhaps it is flown be-
cause we have three flag poles on Parlia-
ment House. After all, we fly the Austra-
lian flag and the Western Australian flag,
so perhaps it balances things to fly the
Union Jack as well.

Mr. R. L. Young: Do You want to Put up
the Russian flag?

Mr. Hartrey: The Opposition would put
up the Japanese flag.

Mr. BRY CE: The question of the extent
to which the Australian Labor Party is
Prepared to use the Power of the Govern-
ment in the economy and in society is an-
other fundamental area of distinction in
the Political Philosophies of the A.LP. and
those of members opposite.

Mr. Rushton: What about the rights of
the individual?

Mr. BRYCE: That is a fair enough start-
ing point. Our Government is proud that
it is prepared to use the power of govern-
ment in a free enterprise economic sys-
tem to eliminate some of the social injus-
tices which naturally occur, We are quite
prepared to do this and are proud of the
fact.

Mr. Rushton: Inflicting discrimination
upon schools.

Mi'. BRYCE: I am quite prepared to dis-
cuss the question of aid to schools at a
later time if the member so desires.

Mr. Rushton: You are discriminating in
the State schools as well.

Mr. BRYCE: Perhaps the interjections
should come one at a time. Almost since
time began free enterprise economies have
been widely known for the extent to which
they create economic inequalities and
both social and economic injustices.

The obvious difference between the phil-
osophies of members opposite and the Phil-
osophy of members on this side of the
House is the degree to which we are pre-
pared to use the Power of government to
eradicate those injustices and inequalities.

Mr. Rushton: Do you need to take over
the States?

Mr. BRYCE: One specific example of the
differences between the philosophies of
members opposite and our philosophy is
the question of social services. This is a
fundamental matter. We are proud to go to
the People of Western Australia and say,
"We are the party which has introduced
the widest range of social service legisla-
tion on the Statute books in the seven
Parliaments of Australia." In most of
those instances it was necessary to wait
for the arrival of an Australian Labor
Party Government before the social leg-
islation was Placed on the Statute books.
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Representatives of the free enterprise
economy and exponents of private enter-
prise have argued, "Where is the money
coming from? Do not do that, because it
Will destroy the initiative of the individual.
This cannot be financed. It is impossible."

I recently read some interesting debates
relating to the introduction of the widow's
Pension in New South Wales in the 1930s.
The Conservatives of the day referred to
It as the "Harlots Act"-so complete was
their revulsion at the suggestion that a
woman, whose husband had died, should
be paid a pension by the State. The sug-
gestions were scurrilous Indeed.

This long- established attitude of opposi-
tion to social legislation has been a funda-
mental difference between the two philoso-
phies. However on not one occasion when
there has been a change of Government in
the seven Parliaments have we seen a con-
servative Government repeal one single
piece of significant social legislation intro-
duced by a Labor Government despite the
fact that the conservatives fought the same
legislation tooth and nail when It was in-
troduced.

There is another fundamental difference
to which I think it is worth drawing at-
tention; namely, our role In the economy.
I propose to quote a specific example to
illustrate the Point I1 will make. The Aus-
tralian Labor Party is prepared to use the
power of government in the development,
protection, and distribution of the re-
sources of this State. Members opposite
are quite happy to, "Leave this entirely to
the private sector".

Sir Charles Court: Always operating
within guidelines laid down, of course.

Mr. BRYCE: One specific example I
would like to draw to the attention of
the House is one I mentioned in a speech
in this Chamber over 12 months ago and
it concerns migrants. I propose to explain
to members some of the extremely inter-
esting developments which occurred in re-
spect of this matter.

I suggested to the House that the ques-
tion of migrants being brought to this
country was not one which should he the
preserve of private enterprise, and that the
best interests of migrants to Western Aus-
tralia would be served if their entry Into
Australia was properly and adequately
supervised by Governments at both Com-
monwealth and State level.

Members are aware that since 1965 a
scheme has been operating in this State to
nominate migrants, essentially from the
United Kingdom. The scheme is known as
the Housing Company Nomination Scheme.
My basic contention is that this scheme
should be discontinued, and I am very
pleased to know that the Commonwealth
Immnigration task force has given very
close attention to the human problems
which have arisen because of the opera-
tion of the scheme.

Mr. R. L. Young: You referred to it
as "the Commonwealth Government". You
just lost two points. You have eight to go.

Mr. Hartrey: Very funny!
Mr. BRYCE, The criticisms of this

scheme are fivefold, the first being the
method of recruitment. Migrants are
recruited in the 'United Kingdom by pri-
vate building companies which make very
extravagant promises to provide the mi-
grants with homes. many of the promises
are not maintained; they Just do not ma-
terialise.

The real difficulty as far as we are con-
cerned is that these companies appear to
bear the imprimatur of the State and Com-
monwealth Governments. I have estab-
lished this fact from questions asked
in the Federal Parliament. When the
Commonwealth Government conducts its
immigration evenings in the United King-
domn, the companies are invited to be Pres-
ent. Promises arc made about how super-
ior the employment opportunities will be
if people migrate through the nomina-
tion of the building companies. The com-
panies concerned have been accused of
setting out deliberately to denigrate the
Government's migration facilities.

I might add I am now speaking on the
basis of almost three flies full of evidence
received by me, in the form of telephone
calls and letters, since I drew the atten-
tion of this House to the question just over
12 months ago. Very much to my surprise,
the problem was a very real one in all the
migrant-dominated parts of the city.
Letters simply poured in.

it has also been suggested to me that
both of the Government Departments of
Immigration receive accusations from the
migrants concerned that there is at least
one spotter in each of those departments
who refers migrants to building compan-
ies. It is suggested the spotters are pick-
ing out the migrants with the greatest
amount of capital, who of course make
the most ready market for the purchase
of houses.

The second criticism is the question of
reception on arrival In Australia. The
migrants who arrive as the nominees of
building companies are met by salesmen
operating on a commission-only basis. They
are met by salesmen at the airport. No-
one can suggest to me that from that mo-
ment the pressure is not put on to per-
suade these people to sign agreements to
purchase homes.

Mr. T. J. Burke: And refrigerators and
motorcars.

Mr. BRYCE: That Is an extension of the
argument. I have also been Informed that
many of the building company salesmen
are spotters for certain selected car firms
and they receive a spotter's fee every time
they refer a maigrant-in many Instances
an unsuspecting migrant-to one of the
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firms. I have received letters from
migrants who have been duped about the
model and Price of vehicles they have
purchased as a result of being told, "Go
and see Mr. So-and-so. You can trust
him. Tell him I sent you." This sort of
arrangement is a natural consequence of
allowing the profit motive to enter Into
the venture. I believe it should be re-
moved.

The State should supervise far more
closely the movement and transfer of
people from the United Kingdom to West-
ern Australia. Under the regulations gov-
erning the operation of the scheme, the
companies which bring migrants out are
expected to provide accommodation for at
least six weeks. I have also received com-
plaints in this respect. I was asked to go
out to meet some of the migrants in one
of these sets of apartments. They hadt
refused to sign up and wanted to look at
other blocks-they were wise-and they
were being threatened with eviction from
the accommodation to which they were
entitled under the scheme.

I received other complaints from
migrants who, having already signed the
documents, were also being shown the
door. The first time an approach was
made to me about this matter, I saw the
people concerned and told them if there
was any suggestion of evicting them from
the accommodation to which they were
entitled they should get in touch with the
media and draw attention to the company,
which was, of course, particularly sensi-
tive about the whole question. There was
no doubt that the company would not pur-
sue its threat of eviction because there Is
an instruction in black and white that
these people are to be given accommodation
for six weeks.

The fourth aspect of criticism concerns
employment opportunities. One of the
nine fundamental conditions of operation
of the scheme Is that employment oppor-
tunities are to be Provided by the building
companies which nominate the migrants to
Western Australia. In practice, it happens
that meaningless interviews are arranged
for many of the migrants so that the letter
and the word of the condition of the
scheme have been met. Some of the men-
ial Jobs which have been offered to pro-
fessional People cause them a great deal
of annoyance.

I was approached by a number of these
people once it was known to them that I
was Investigating this question and had
expressed some interest in it. It was amaz-
ing how many people were highly critical
of the scheme because they had been
offered an unsuitable type of job. One
man wrote to me saying a Particular sales-
man who was applying pressure on him to
buy a house had suggested he state he was
already employed at Brownes Dairy. I do
not know what the Manager of Brownes
Dairy would have to say about it-I have

not had the opportunity to check-but one
of the salesmen suggested it could be ar-
ranged for the migrant to obtain a letter
saying he was employed at the dairy, al-
though he had never been near it. This
is a most unsavoury practice.

In my previous address to the House on
this question I suggested that probably the
worst feature of the scheme was the
duplicity which was being entered Into with
respect to financial arrangements made for
building society loans. I do not intend to
cover the ground I have already covered
in the previous speech.

Having made that speech 12 months ago,
I was staggered by the number of People
who contacted me to indicate the extent
to which they had been encouraged in
these schemes by the building companies.
At the time of my speech, over 12 months
ago, some of the Important heads of the
building societies whitewashed the whole
issue. They said they had never received
any complaints whatsoever and they were
not likely to. Literally dozens, and possibly
hundreds of people, were party to the
deception and, in fact, were guilty them-
selves. It Is significant that a number of
people have refused to be a party to this
sort of deception.

The deception Itself falls into three very
nice neat categories. The first instance I
wish to refer to Is that of a man who gave
me a statutory declaration to say he was
asked to state that his weekly wage was
$75 a week in order to qualify for a loan
with a building society.

Mr. Rushton: Is this the same example
you used last time?

Mr. BRYCE: No, It is a different one.
I suggest the honourable member should
do his homework.

Mr. Hutchinson: The last one was $74.
Mr. Rushton: It sounds very similar.
Mr. BRYCE: He was asked to state that

his income was $75 a week. In fact, he had
been offered a Job as a labourer for $55 a
week. He took one look at this suggestion
and backed off. Unfortunately, a lot of
people have gone along with the practice.
This man backed off because he realised
that not only was It dishonest to sign such
a document but also that he would
obviously land himself in financial diff-
culties because he was committed to repay
a loan based on a wage of $75 a week. The
repayments would be more than he could
afford on a wage of $55 a week.

He was encouraged by the salesman to
fill in the declaration which stated
the name of his supposed employer.
The salesman informed him that he could
obtain a statement from the manager of
the specified company to the effect that
he was earning $75 a week, purely for the
purpose of deceiving the building society.

The question of falsification of age is
the second category of deception. A con-
stituent of mine in Bayswater rang me.



2498 ASSEMBLY.)

I went to see him at his home and he ex-
plained that he had come here in exactly
the same way. The agent suggested that
he reduce his age from 52 years to 40
years. He happened to be a particularly
youthful looking 52 and the salesman sug-
jested that his application would be more
likely to be accepted if the building society
thought he was only 40.

Mr. O'Connor: It would make him feel
better.

Mr. BRYCE: It probably did make him
fee! goad. I am concerned about the un-
suspecting migrants. A person may forget
that he will stop work at the age of 65
and he may be in financial difficulties with
a 25-year commitment.

I believe I adequately covered the prac-
tice of falsifying bank balances when I
addressed myself to this question previ-
ously and I1 do not intend to canvass this
ground again.

I have been involved In some of the
human problems which occur when people
have overcommitted themselves as a re-sult of some very sharp selling techniques
in this particular area. The fundamental
point I wish to put to members is this: I
believe that migrants who make a very big
decision to come halfway across the world
and resettle and build a life for themselves
In this State should not be subjected to
practices of this type. The fundamental
basis for assisting these migrants to come
here from the United Kingdom should not
be a profit motive. There is ample oppor-
tunity for these people to buy homes and
motorcars after they have arrived.

Human problems have arisen through
financial overcommitnient, and falsifica-
tion of agreements In connection with pur-
chases has caused very serious difficulties.
The whole matter is before the Migrant
Task Force and I sincerely hope that the
Government will take the necessary
action to see that this particular
scheme is discontinued. It has outlived
Its usefulness. I have no doubt that
members opposite, in view of the fact that
the scheme was incorporated during the
term of the previous Government, will de-
fend its operation. This Is the sort of
approach to government which I would
be very pleased to see our party take to
the people of Western Australia in a
general election.

Mr. R. L. Young: You only lost two
points-that was good.

MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Treasu-
rer) 15.06 a.]: The comments in connec-
tion with this motion for the second read-
ing of the Supply Hill have been many and
varied. Some have been serious, sonmc
amusingl and some quite interesting. I
very much appreciate the fact that
acrimony has been absent. Some members
have expressed their point of view quite
forcibly, and I think, as often happens,

with some exaggeration. Nevertheless, all
in all it has been an exercise which has
been worth while watching.

It is all good experience for those mem-
bers who have not previously experienced
an "all-nighter". It is a good thing to
break them in and show them what is
possible.

I rather enjoyed the speech of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition. It is not
often that a member gets down to the real
subject matter of a Bill or a motion. I
would like to congratulate him upon his
examination of the position and his ex-
planation. Unfortunately, I cannot tell
members the amount of money which we
have spent without authorisation. Although
I have asked for this information the
Under-Treasurer was unable to supply it
at the time. Of course, it is not unusual
for Governments to go beyond the period
for which provision has been made by Par-
liament. As a matter of fact, it woul4 be
unusual if it did not occur. So all we have
done is to follow general practice.

The main speaker for the Opposition, of
course, was the Leader of the Opposition.
He spoke for 65 minutes, 25 of which he
devoted entirely to Federal matters. He
initially commenced with Federal matters.

Sir Charles Court: That is true, but
they affected the State.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: This is a Bill to
authorise the State Government to raise
supply. I would have thought that if
there were Justification for the attitude
adopted by the Opposition, then the
primary consideration would have been an
attack on the State Government to be
followed up subsequently, if desirable, by
linking it up with the Commonwealth.
However, the Leader of the Opposition
spoke for 25 minutes initially without re-
ferring to the State Government at all.

Sir Charles Court: I related it back to
the State Government.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: But he pointed out
the shortcomings of the Commonwealth
Government.

I am surprised that he should say that
the inflation which is existing in Australia
commenced with the coming to office of
the present Australian Government.

Sir Charles Court: I did not say that.
I said that the present rampant inflation
was the result of the present Government's
activities. That is a different thing.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: All right, let us
accept that.

Sir Charles Court: It is running at 13
per cent. now which is quite new.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: On the 3rd February,
1D71-almost 12 months before the present
Federal Labor Government got into office
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-the following article appeared In the
Daily News under the headline, "Price rise
too much"-

Grocery wholesalers have Increased
prices at such a rate recently that
Perth supermarkets say they cannot
keep up with the rises.

Some say they are being forced to
sell hundreds of items at a loss.

One supermarket manager said that
if he spent every day marking new
prices on goods be would have more
than a fortnight's work ahead of him.

The Courier-Mail of the 19th February,
1972, under the heading of, "Government
'need to control prices'-Gorton wants
tribunal" had this to say-

The Federal Government should ap-
point a prices justification tribunal to
prevent companies making unwar-
ranted prices rises, Mr. Gorton, M.H.R.,
said yesterday.

Mr. Gorton, the former Prime Min-
ister said such a tribunal would have
compelled Broken Hill Proprietary Ltd.
to seek Government approval before
its latest steel price rise.

Now, in connection with that steel price
rise the following article appeared in the
Sunday Independent on the 20th February,
1972, under the heading "Mr. Court was
left speechless"-

The BRP price hike was certainly
the best break hard-pressed political
figures have had so far this year. The
beleagured Prime Minister and Treas-
urer were at last able to kick someone
else if ever so faintly.

All the State Premiers had plenty to
say, none of it complimentary to the
steel monarch.

The only figure with nothing to say
-a very unusual situation for him-
was Charles Court whose paeans of
praise for BHP over the years left him
speechless on this occasion.

Sir Charles Court: That happened to be
wrong, because I was in Melbourne at the
time and I was very much in the news
over it.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: In The Australian
of the 22nd January, 1972, under the
heading "Massive rise In price,-Poll shows
14.1 pc Increase since June" the following
appeared-

A survey by Thte Australian shows
that most prices have increased in
the past six months at a rate greater
than Indicated by the consumer price
index.

A simple, unweighted average price
Increase of 14.1 per cent was shown
by the survey, which covered Items
from funerals (up 30.4 per cent) to
lipsticks (up 10 per cent).

A massive Price rise was occurring before
the Present Australian Government went
into office.

Sir Charles Court: Have you got the
percentage there?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: So it Is Idle for the
Leader of the Opposition to attempt
to fasten to the present Commonwealth
Government the responsibility for the
rapid increase In inflation. it was on long
before that. As a matter of fact, as has
been pointed out already from this side
of the House, the reason for the stiff
Budget of 1971 was deliberately to create
unemployment in order to counter infla-
tion.

Sir Charles Court: And what was the
Percentage at that time? Wasn't it 6.5?

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Yet my Government
was blamed by the Opposition for the
existing unemployment in this State which
was deliberately caused by the then
Liberal-Country Party Federal Govern-
ment.

A good deal of Play has been made
of the fact that we lost two seats in
Western Australia at the time the Whitlam
Government was elected, and It was said
by opposition speakers that the reason
for this was the unpopularity of the State
Government. Let us consider the situation.
The Bunbury by-election occurred after
the Federal election. I would remind mem-
bers that when we came into office with
a large majority of votes, although with
a majority of only one in number, we failed
to win the seat of Bunbury. Although we
won sufficient seats to put us Into office
we failed to win Bunbury at the general
election.

Sir Charles Court: And again at the
by-election.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Despite this so-
called unpopularity of the State Govern-
ment the result we achieved after the
Federal election In the Bunbury by-election
was an improvement upon our perform-
ance at the State general election.

Sir Charles Court: And it was quite a
disappointment to you because of the
changes.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Never mind about
disappointment; let us look at the facts.

Sir Charles Court: And we won.
Mr. J. TV. TONKIN: It cannot be denied

that the Liberal Party won Bunbpry at
the general election when we came into
office, and it won that seat by fewer votes
after the Federal election.

Sir Charles Court: We won It by five
times the majority You had In Balcatta.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: That has nothing
to do with It. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion must face UP to the logic of the
situation.
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Sir Charles Court: We would be in-
terested In your logic regarding the Bal-
catta by-election.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: if there is anything
In the argument of the Leader of the
Opposition about the unpopularity of the
State Government, his party should have
been able to win the seat of Bunbury at
the by-election by a far greater margin
than it had at the general election. But
the opposite was the case.

The Leader of the Opposition, after
spending 25 minutes on the Federal Gov-
ernment, turned his attention temporarily
to the State Government and all he could
pick to complain about were the following
three things-

Our failure to supply adJequate labour
of the right type.

Our guarantee for the finance for the
Perth Trades Hall.

Our mismanagement of the House.
Sir Charles Court: They are not the

only things.
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I have been he-c

longer than any other member, and this
so-called mismanagement has been going
on every session since I have been here.

Sir Charles Court: But never as bad as
it has been in the last two years.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: There are occasions
when, to meet the exigencies of the situ-
ation on the Government side, or out of
special consideration for the Opposition,
alterations are made to the order of busi-
ness. I acknowledge with grateful thanks
the alterations made by the previous
Government to suit the convenience of
myself and other members of the opposi-
tion, but I never used those alterations to
complain subsequently about the mis-
management of the business of the H-ouse.
It cannot be denied that since I have been
the Premier I have met every request from
the Opposition-and I include both the
Liberal Party and the Country Party-to
vary the notice paper to suit the conveni-
ence of members who wish to speak.

Sir Charles Court: There have not been
very many by comparison, you know, be-
cause I do not like making changes.

Mr. J. T TONKIN: When Ministers
sometimes are called away at short notice
it is Impossible to proceed with certain
orders of the Day in the order in which
they appear on the notice paper, because
immediately there would be Justifiable
complaints from the opposition that the
Government was proceeding 'with a certain
measure without the presence of the
Minister who Introduced it, and that, per-
force, means that a change has to be
made In the order of business. The Leader
of the Opposition speaks as if it were
a simple matter to draw up the notice

paper the night before and not deviate
from it, but my experience is that this is
the exception rather than the rule.

Sir Charles Court: You must admit that
the deviations have been much more
marked over the last two years than ever
before, and look at the number of Bills
that have been carried forward.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: The member for
Vasse had something to say about a car-
toon drawn by one, Mitchell. I happen
to have here the result of an interview
with this cartoonist, and what I ant about
to read is what he said him-self. In answer
to the question, "Has a politician or other
public figure ever taken offence?" he re-
plied, "Only once has a politician person-
ally rung me to complain about something
I did about him." He also said that on
one occasion ha was threatened with aL
libel suit over a cartoon. He said, "One
I did about Whitlam taking flowers off a
digger's grave and handing them to a
North Vietnamese caused a stir in Federal
Parliament and State Parliament."

He also made this reply in answer to
the question, "What's your own political
philosophy?" From this answer I think
one can judge what type of man he is.
He said, "I am a middle of the road left-
wing fascist republican with royalist ten-
dencies who thinks no politician Is to be
trusted."

Mr. Jamieson: One could get a lot of
change out of him.

Mr. 'J. T. TONKIN: This is the gentle-
man whom the member for Vasse was
pleased to quote.

Mr. Hutchinson: There is nothing wrong
with that.

Mr. Jamieson, Any one of us would get
a lot of change out of him.

Mr. J. T. TONKIN: Some criticism has
been made of the Federal Government be-
cause it is attempting to control foreign
investment. I venture to say that the
majority of Australians believe there
should be some control over foreign in-
vestment; that we should endeavour to
retain ownership of our wealth in this
country leaving room for investment by
foreign capital. It is interesting to read
what a former Prime Minister had to say
on this very subject. it is true he was
deposed, but he was, for a time, a Prime
Minister and the following is what he had
to say-

Justify prices, says Gortoni.

The former Prime Minister, Mr.
Gorton, today advocated the creation
of a prices justification tribunal.

In a hard-hitting speech on the
economy, Mr. Gorton made a number
of paints that were in direct conflict
with Liberal policy.
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Here Is one of the points-
Greater control over the inflow of

foreign capital.
The article went on to say-

Mr. Gorton said that inflation had
been caused by all forms of remunera-
tion. Apart from wages, it included
such things as doctors' fees, politicians,
salaries and company directors' ex-
pense accounts rising faster than pro-
ductivity.

Prom such a highly-Placed Liberal who
one must concede was in a position to be
well versed with Liberal philosophy, that
is quite enlightening to say the least.

I could go on for half an hour and
enjoy myself, but having some regard for
the time of day it would be unfair to
many people, particularly to the Hansard
staff, and after all is said and done I think
most of us would be better home in bed.

I indicate quite clearly that it is my
belief that there is no justification what-
ever for the Opposition denying the Gov-
ernent supply and not giving it the facility
to pay the wages which will be due to
all civil servants. My Government claims
it is entitled to remain in office for the
term for which it was elected before it
appeals to the people, and when the time
comes to do that we will do so with con-
fidence, standing upon our record during
this Government's period of office.

Question put and, a division.- taken with
the following result--

Mr. Batemnan
Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brawn
Mr. Bryce
Mr. B. T'. Burke
Mr. T. J. Burke
Mr. Cook
Mr. Davies
Mr. H. D. Evans
Mr. T. D. Evans

Mr. Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Dr. Dadour
Mr. Grayden
Mr. Hutchinson
Mr. A. A. Lewis
Mr. E. H. Mt. Lewi
Mr. MePharlin
Mr. Mensarca
Mr. O'Connor

Ayes
Mr. Bertram
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Seweli
Mr. Lapham.
Mr. Brady
Mr. Mclver

Ayes--19
Mr. Pletcher
Mr. Harman
Mr. Hartrey
Mr. Jamleson
Mr. Jones
Mr. May
Mr. A. R. Tonkin
Mr. J. T'. Tonkin
Mr. Mailer

('Teller)

NoeRa-19
Mr. O'Netil
Mr. Ridge
Mr. Runciman
Mr. Rushton
Mr. Sibson
Mr. Thompson

Is Mr. R. L. Young
Mr. W. 0. Young
Mry. 1. W. Manning

(Teller)

Pairs
Noes

Mr. Stephens
Mr. Gayfer
Mr. Naider
Mr. W. A. Manning
Sir David Brand
Mr. Coyne

The SPEAKER: The voting being equal,
I give my casting vote with the Ayes.

Mr. Thompson: I thought there were 20
members on this side of the House voting
with the Noes.

The SPEAKER: The tellers have
counted the numbers, and a decision has
been made.

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

in Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr.

Bateman) in the Chair: Mr. J. T, Tonkin
(Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title-
Sir CHARLES COURT: I rise to say

that we on this side do not propose to
contest each of the clauses but I want to
make it clear and have it recorded that
we are opposed to the Bill in its entirety.
Having recorded that I hope the Treasurer
will accept the position as such. In a
spirit of co-operation, so as to enable the
third reading of the Bill to be reached, we
will not press the Commnittee stage unless
there is a response from the opposite side
of the Chamber.

Mr. J. T. Tonkin: I appreciate that
very much.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.

Third Reading
MRt. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-

Treasurer) [5.34 am.J: I move-
That the Bill be now read a third time.

SITR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Leader of the Opposition) [5.35 a.m.);- I
desire to make it clear again that we are
opposed to the Bill and we will be calling
for a, division on the third reading, be-
cause once before when, to expedite pro-
ceedings, we did not call for a, division on
the third reading of a Bill one of the
Premier's ministerial colleagues was indis-
creet enough to make some comments on
this point; so, we decided to oblige to
ensure he will not do that again. On a
previous occasion a minister chided us for
not opposing each clause after strong op-
position to the second reading, and he
said that in doing that we were not sincere
in our opposition; but he learnt to his cost
because on the next occasion those com-
ments cost him six hours of the time of
the H-ouse!

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr. Bateman
Mr. Bickerton
Mr. Brown
Mr. Bryce
Mr. B. T'. Burke
Mr. T. ,J. Burke
Mr. Cook
Mr., Davies
Mr. H. D. Evans
Mr. T'. D. Evans

Ayes-ill
Mr. Fletcher
Mr. Harman
Mr. Harirey
Mr. Jamieson
Mr. Jones
Mr. May
MJr. A. R. Tonkin

Mr. J. T'. Tonikin
Mr. Mailer

(Teller)
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Noes-lB9
Mr. Blikie Mr. Cxciil
Sir Charles Court Mr. Ridge
Dr. Dadour Mr. Runciman
Mr. Orayden Mr. Rush=o
Mr. Hutchinson Mr. Gibson
Mr. A. A. Lewis Mr. Thompson
Mr. E. H. M. Lewis Mr. R. L. Young
Mr. MoPharlin Mr. W~. 0. Young
Mr. Mensarca Mr. 1. W. Manning
Mr. O'Connor (Teller)

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr. Bertramn Mr. Stephens
Mr. Taylor Mr, Gayfer
Mr. Seweil Mr. Nald er
Mr. Lapham Mr. W. A. Manning
Mr. Brady Sir David Brand
Mr. Mclver Mr. Coyne

The SPEAKER: The Voting being equal,
I give my casting vote with the Ayes.

Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted

to the Council.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

MR. J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Premier)
(5.38 n~lm.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 2.15 p.m. today (Thursday),

Question put and passed.
House adiourned at 5.39 a.m. (Thursday..

Thursday, the 9th August, 1973

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (The Ron.N. E. Baxter) took the Chair at 2.30 p.m.,
and read prayers.

SUPPLY BILL
Standing Orders Suspension

TH1E HON. J. DOLAN (South-East
Metropolitan-Leader of the Howse) (2.42
P.m.]: I nove-

That so much of the Standing
Orders be suspended as is necessary to
enable a Supply Bill to pass through
all stages at any one sitting.

Question put and passed.

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

on motion by The Hon. J. Dolan (Leader
of the H-ouse), read a first time.

Second Reading
THE RON, j. DOLAN (South-East

Metropolitan-Leader of the H-ouse) [2.43
p.mn.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a, second
time.

The purpose of this measure is to seek a
grant of supply to Her Majesty of
$265,000,000 for the services of the State
In the year ending the 30th June, 1974.

The Revenue Budget and the Loan
Estimates for 1973-74 are now in the
course of Preparation and will be pre-
sented to Parliament, with the respective
Appropriation Bills, later in the session.

In the meantime, funds must be pro-
vided to carry on the services of the
State and to meet our continuing obli-
gations, and the Bill now before the House
authorises the provision of funds for
these purposes.

An Issue of $230,000,000 is sought from
the Consolidated Revenue Fund and
$30,000,000 from moneys to the credit of
the General Loan Fund. Provision is also
made in the Bill for an issue of $5,000,000
from the Public Account to enable the
Treasurer to make such temporary ad-
vances as may be necessary.

The proposed issue from the Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund is greater by
$30,000,000 than the corresponding pro-
vision in the Supply Act of 1972. The
amounts to be drawn from the General
Loan Fund and the Public Account are the
same as were provided last year.

The increased issue from the Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund is required to finance
the higher level of expenditure on Govern-
ment services resulting principally from
the continued rise in the Government's
wages bill.

The rapid Increase in wage levels ex-
perienced in recent years is presenting a
problem of very considerable magnitude to
all State Governments. Although the
Financial Assistance Grants formula.
under which the Australian Government
provides general revenue grants to the
States, takes into account the movement
in the general level of wages in the com-
munity, these grants constitute only about
half of the State's revenue.

The balance of our revenue is derived
from State taxes and charges and the
earnings of business undertakings. Of
these, only the payroll tax increases in any
direct relationship with the rise in average
wage levels, with the result that the States
are faced with a progressively widening
revenue gap.

This worrying trend in State finances
was apparent in the year just concluded
and it was only by careful husbanding of
our resources that we were able to con-
tain the deficit last year to the figure of
$3,490,000 which was eventually realised.

It Is gratifying to note that, through a
combination of circumstances, the actual
deficit was $1,587,000 less than the Budget
estimate of $5,017,000.

Expenditure for the year exceeded the
estimate by $2,809,000 mainly as a result
of a higher increase in the wages bill than
had been anticipated.

Departmental expenditures were gener-
ally close to estimates but a number of
departments exceeded their votes, for the
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