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Noes—23.
Mr. Andrew Mr. Kelly
Mr. Bickerton Mr. Lawrence
Mr. Brady Mr. Molr
Mr. Evans Mr. Norion
Mr. Fletcher Mr, Nulsen
Mr. Graham Mr. Rhatigan
Mr, Hall Mr, Rowberry
Mr. Hawke Mr. Sewell
Mr. Heal Mr. Toms
Mr. J. Hegney Mr. Tonkin
Mr. W. Heghey Mr. May

Mr, Jemleson
Majority for—3.

THE SPEAKER: As there is an abso-
lute majority voting in the affirmative, I
declare that the Bill has passed the third
reading.

Question thus passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted
to the Council.

{Teller.)

House adjourned at 10.30 p.m.

Legislative Counril

Thursday, the 2nd July, 1959.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 2.15
p.n., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE.

GOVERNMENT EMPLQYEES.
Dismissals.
1. THE HON, H. €. STRICKLAND
asked the Minister for Mines:
(1) What is the total number of Gov-
ernment employees dismissed since the

Liberal-Country Party coalition govern-
ment took office?

(2) What is the number of employees
dismissed from each department or ser-
vice involved in the Government's purge?

(3) Does the Government policy relate
to labourers only, or are the professional
and administrative staffs to suffer simi-
lar fates?

THE HON. A, F. GRIFFITH replied:

The hon. member's question involves an
approach to all departments and it is
hoped to have the information available by
‘Tuesday.

In the meantime, the following is the
position in regard to the day labour
organisation of the Public Works Depart-
ment:;—

In the change-over from day labour
to private contract work—which is in
accordance with this Government’s
policy—the services of 131 men have
been dispensed with to date by the
Public Works Architectural Division.

Of these men, 58 have been placed
in private employment through the
efforts of the Architectural Division.

As 68 of the 131 men dismissed
have not registered with the Com-
monwealth Employment Service, it is
assumed that these 68 men have
themselves obtained employment
elsewhere. In the same period, 72
men have left of their own accord to
take up work elsewhere,

These figures compare with 217 men
who were sacked by the previous Gov-
ernment between October, 1958, and
the end of March, 1959, during which
time 57 left of their own accord and
eight retired.

RAILWAY ROLLINGSTOCK.
Construction Outside Midland Workshops.

2. THE HON, H. C. STRICKLAND
asked the Minister for Mines:

For what reasons is it the intention of
the Government to have new rolling-
stock for the W.A.GR. constructed out-
side of the Midland Junction Workshops
on the cost-plus system as practised by
Epe Oprevious Liberal-Country Party coali-
ion?

THE HON. A. F, GRIFFITH replied;

The reference to cost-plus system is not
understood. Tenders for 200 KA wagons
were called on a firm price basis and not
a cost-plus system.

CROSSWALKS.
Revocation of New Regulation.
3. THE HON. G. E. JEFFERY gasked
the Minister for Mines:

In view of the dangerous situation
existing in relation to the safety of ped-
estrians on crosswalks, will the Govern-
ment give consideration to the revocation
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of the new regulation governing traffic on
erosswalks which was gazetted on the 23vrd
June, 1959, in favour of the previous regu-
lation which provided the pedestrian with
greater protection.

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH replied:

The new traffic regulation 231, which was
recommended by the Police Traffic Branch
and the Mazain Roads Department Traffic
Engineering Section, gives greater pro-
tection to pedestrians in respect to motor-
ists who may cause a dangerous situa-
tion, which factor was not specifically in-
cluded in the previous regulation.

DEPUTY CHAIRMEN OF
COMMITTEES.

On motion by the Hon. A. F. Griffith
(Minister for Mines), resolved:

That in accordance with Standing
Order No. 3la, the Hon. E. M. Davies,
the Hon. G. C. MacKinnen and the
Hon. A. R. Jones, he elected to act
as Deputy Chairmen of Committees
during the current session.

COMMITTEES FOR SESSION.

On motions by the Hon. A. F. Griffith
(Minister for Mines), sessional committees
were appointed as follows:—

Standing Orders—The Hon. E. M.
Davies, the Hon. H. K. Watson
and the Hon. A. I,. Loton.

Library—The Hon. J. G, Hislop and
the Hon, R. F. Hutchison.

House.—The Hon. W. R. Hall, the Hon.
E. M. Heenan, the Hon. J. Murray
and the Hon. L. C. Diver.

Prinling.—The Hon, G. Bennetts and
the Hon. J. M. Thomson.

Sitling suspended from 2.25 to 2.33 p.m.

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS
(CANCELLATION OF
PROCLAMATION)
BILL.

First Reading.

Received from the Assembly and, on
motmr_1 by the Hon. A. F. Griffith (Minister
for Mines), read a first time.

Second Reading.

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (Subur-
ban—Minister for Mines) (2.34] in moving
the second reading said: Firstly 1 would
like to say how pleased I am that memhbers
did not listen to the suggestion made by Mr.
Wise vesterday, when I asked for a suspen-
sion of Standing Orders. He said, “Who
knows; we might not get this Bill for a
couple of weeks."” I am glad that we are
in a position to deal with it this afternoon;
although, perhaps, it arrived a little more
hastily than 1 expected. Nevertheless, I

am pleased that I took the precaution of
asking the House to suspend the Standing
Orders, and that members agreed to the
suspension.

The Hon. F. J. S. Wise: I think the word
“hastily” was well chosen.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: As we all
know, the last State general election was
held on the 21st March, 1959; and on the
24th March, of the same year, three days
after the general election, the Chief Elec-
toral Officer wrote to the Minister for Jus-
tice and told him of the number of seats in
the Legislative Assembly which, under the
Electoral Districts Act, were out of balance.
On the same day the Chief Electoral Officer
sent a memo to the Solicitor-General en-
closing a copy of his report to the Minister,
and advising him that the Minister for
Justice had said that it was Cahinet’s de-
sire that a proclamation should be issued
under the Electoral Districts Act—it was
Cabinet's desire that this proclamation
should be issued,

The report of the Chief Electoral Officer
indicated that seven metropolitan seats
were well over the quota; and two in the
agricultural areas and one in the mining
and pastoral areas, were under quota. On
the 1st April, 1959, the Governor-in-Coun-
cil signed the requisite proclamation direct-
ing a redistribution and appointing three
commissioners as is provided for in the 1947
Act. It is interesting to note that on this
particular day two things became most
evident—one was that there were two
members of the previous Cabinet who at-
tended on his Excellency at the Executive
Council meeting, one being Mr. Wise and
the other Mr. Nulsen; the other members
of Cabinet, for some inexplicable reason,
were not there. The second point of in-
terest is that no other business was con-
ducted on that particular day.

The Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: That is not true;
I repeat, it is not true.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: T can re-
member one oceasion when I made a simi-
lar statement; by interjection I said, “That
is not true.” I did not mean that the hon,
member was a liar, but I was accused of
calling him such,

The Hon. F. J. S, Wise: T just say that
your statement is not true.

The Hon, A. F, GRIFFITH: 1 realise
that by the use of the words, ‘““That is not
true,”” the hon, member means that it is
a misstatement of fact and that I am not
a liar! However, I am informed that that
was the case but the hon. member should
know better than anybody else, because he
was there.

The Hon. P. J. 8. Wise: That is right.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am sure
the hon. member will correct me on that
peint. I do not deny that the action taken
by the then Government was in order—it
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was in no way illegal—but I strongly ques-
tion the circumstances under which the
action was taken on that day.

The papers which led up to this pro-
clamation were prepared by the Solicitor-
General at the verbal request of the Minis-
ter for Justice, and were submitted to the
Minister by the Solicitor-General under
date the 25th March, 1959; and by which
date it had surely become abundantly
clear that the previous Government did not
hold a majority of seats in the Legislative
Assembly.

The Solicitor-General at that time made
it perfectly clear to the Minister for Justice
that, under the Electoral Districts Act,
the commissioners’ final report was not
required to be submitted until eight months
from the date proclaimed, in accordance
with the provisions of Section 3 of the Act,
and, accordingly he recommended that
the proclamation should state that the
date of its issue should be the date from
which the period should start.

It has heen questioned as to why it was
necessary to call Parliament together
earlier than usual for the express pur-
pose of dealing with this piece of legisla-
tion. That was contained in the opening
paragraph of His Excellency’s Speech.
Anybody who has made a study of the
Electoral Districts Act, 1947, knows why
it was necessary, because all one has to
do is to calculate the time factor. One
will then easily see that unless some action
had heen taken, and Parliament called to-
gether earlier than usual, the Electoral
Commissioners might have found them-
selves in more difficulties. I want to con-
trast this action of the previous Govern-
ment—and there are many members in
this Chamber who were in Parliament
during that period of contrast.

The Hon. R. F. Hutchison: It is quite
normal.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I suggest
the hon. member keep out of this, because
her knowledge of the subject is limited
to interjections, which will get her no-
where.

The Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: That is only
your idea!

The Hon. R. F. Hutfchison: I say it is!

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I will be
able to contrast this matter a lot quicker
if I am permitted to tell the story without
interjections. It will be remembered that
we had a general election in 1956. Some
interesting questions were asked in the
Legislative Assembly in and around that
time. If members refer to page 182, Vol. 1,
of the 1953 Hansard, they wiil find that the
member for Vasse—the present Minister for
Lands-—asked the Premier (the member
for Northam) the following questions:—

Has the Chief Electoral Officer re-
ported to the Minister concerned that
from the state of the rolls made up for

the triennial election held on the 14th
February, 1953, not less than five
electoral districts fall short of, or ex-
ceed by 20 per cent., the quota as
ascertained for such districts, pro-
vided for in the Electoral Districts
Act, 18477

The answer to that question was, “Yes.”
So it was clear on the 19th August, 1953—
and that was the date the question was
asked by the member for Vasse—that the
Chief Electoral Officer had reported the
circumstances.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: To the pre-
vious Government?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH; To the hon.
member’s Government.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: To the pre-
vious Government,

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: To the hon.
member’s Government.

The Hon. F. J. S. Wise: 1 suggest you
should not be complaining about an over-
sight on your part.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am not
complaining about an oversight on our
part at all. The hon. member will have
his turn shortly, and I think he is ready
charged with all guns.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: There are a few
blanks,

The Hon., F. J. 8. Wise: I wish my gun
was well charged,

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: As my col-
league has said, T expect some of them will
be “fizzogs."”

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Minister
will proceed with the Bill and not listen to
interjections.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Very well,
Mr. President. This did indicate there was
a necessity to give attention to the issuing
of a proclamation for a redistribution of
boundaries. On the same day, the then
member for Vasse continued with the ques-
tion in these terms and said—

If so, what actlon has been taken
by the Government to comply with,
the provisions of the Electoral Districts
Act, 19477

The then Premier {the member for Nor-
tham?} in reply said—

This matter is receiving consideration.
That is where it stood apparently until
the 2nd December, 1953, If members will
refer to Hansard, page 2205, they will see
that the member for Vasse submitted a
further question to the then Premier (the
member for Northam). In this question
the member for Vasse—the present Minis-
ter for Lands—asked—

With reference to my question of
the 19th August, 1953, concerning the
action by the Chief Electoral Officer
and the Government necessary fto
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comply with the provisions of the
Electoral Districts Act, 1947, and in
view of the replies given by him that
the matter was then receiving con-
sideration, will he inform the House
what action has been taken by the
Government?

The then Premier (the member for North-
am) replied—

The Government has not yet been
able to give this matter full considera-
tion.

Time passed until the 14th April, 1854,
I would now refer members to Vol. 137 of
Hansard, page 201, where the same mem-
ber for Vasse, now the Minister for Lands,
asked the then Premier (the member for
Northam) a further question, namely—

With reference to my questions of
the 19th August, 1953 . . .

‘We are getting now to the posmon where
we have to remember years—not weeks
and months—

..... and the 2nd December, 1953,
concerning action taken hy the Chief
Electoral Officer and the Government
necessary to comply with the pro-
visions of the Electoral Districts Act,
1947, and in view of the replies given
by him that the matter was receiving
consideration, will he inform the
House what action has been taken by
the Government?

The reply of the then Premier {(the
member for Northam) was, “No action has
been taken up to date.” The member for
Vasse then, without notice, asked the then
Premier a further question as follows:—

In view of that reply will he give
the House an assurance that action
will be taken soon to comply with the
existing law?

The Hon. W. F. Willesee: Surely he was
not disappointed when he got his answer?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: He certainly
had to try hard enough. This titme the
then Premier (the Hon. Mr. Hawke) re-
plied in the following terms:—

I will undertake to have the matter
investigated and advise the hon. mem-
ber by letter,

It certainly does not appear fo have
been of much consequence to have been
told after all that time that he was going
to consider the matter and that the hon.
member for Vasse would be advised by
letter.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: We did not
want to be caught like that again.

The Hon, L. A. Logan: That was in
1954.

The Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: These are all
reasons why the Bill should not be intro-
duced.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It may be as
well to point out at this time that between
the first action and the second action
3% months had elapsed.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Not an elec-
tion, though.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: That could
he a very important statement; a state-
ment which I will perhaps deal with a
little later. Between the second and third
action, 4 months had elapsed, making a
total of eight months during which the
matter had not received final consideration.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: You are
complaining because we acted immediately
this time.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Ultimately,
the proclamation which brought about the
redistribution of seats at that time was
issued eight months later on the 1léth
December, 1954; and it will he realised that
it took the Government 18 months to
arrive at that decision. Sixteen months!
This last one took about six days.

The Hon, H. C. Strickland: As a result
of the insistence of the member for Vasse.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The hon.
member does not do himself much credit
when he makes interjections of that nature.
We know the circumstances that existed
then, and we know the circumstances which
existed on this last occasion.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: You knew
before the 1953 election.

The Hon. F, J. S. Wise: Do you recall the
1853 election?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I recall that
very well,

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: You knew the
circamstances,

The Hon, A, F. GRIFFITH: 1 recall the
1953 election extremely well. I have good
reason to do so. It was on that occasion
that I departed from the Legislative As-
sembly. Therefore there is nobody better
able to recall that election than I. How-
ever, what a good thing happened to me,
1eally. because I found myself here three
months later,

; 'I;he Hon. L. A. Logan: And now a Minis-
er!

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: And I have
énjoyed it ever since. On the first occasion
it took 16 months, which can be contrasted
with the six or seven days this time. It was
quite clear that this particular proclama-
tion was issued by a Government which
had lost control of the Treasury bench.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: BPut had
no idea when the others would take con-
trol.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: If the Leader
of the Opposition would only keep on in
those terms, I am sure I would be able to
convinece everybady that this Bill should
be passed. The history is this: The elec-
tion was held one week before Easter—a
most inconvenient time.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Just as well
it was not a week after.
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The Hon, A. F. GRIFFITH: We would
have won more seats if it had been. 1
say it was 2 most inconvenient time.

The Hon, H. C. Strickland: I agree with
you. I wish it had been a week later.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It proved
to be an inconvenient time because Easter
came and the system of postal voting,
which we have, made it very difficult for
the electoral officers to get their papers
down, record the votes and count them.
There were some seats in doubt but it was
still apparent that the Government had
last contrpl in the Legislative Assembly.
I know the fate of the Murchison seat had
not been seitled, but that would not have
made any difference to the ultimate situa-
tion because the then Gavernment would
still not have had the majority even if it
had retained the Murchison seat. It
had lost control.

The Hon. F. J. S. Wise: In spite of that,
they were requested to carry on.

The Hon. A. FP. GRIFFITH: Because of
the situation which prevailed.

The Hon. F. J. S. Wise: Because the
Liberal Government received such a shock
when it found it had got back, that it was
not prepared.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I think it is a
poor state of affairs to hear Mr. Wise, with
the experience he has gained, saying that
it was asked to carry on because of those
circumstances.

The Hon. F. J. S. Wise; I am in a good
mood, 50 do not be too provocative.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am not
being provocative at all. The Premier (Mr.
Brand) phoned the then Premier (Mr.
Hawke), I am told, and said it seemed
obvious that the ultimate result of the
doubtful seats would not be known until
the rest of the preferences had been
counted. The position at Mt. Lawley was
also not at all clear. Mr. Brand said,
“Could I make a request of you to carry
on for another 5 or 6 days until the re-
sults can be known?” Mr, Hawke said,
“Very well,” and he carried on. And how
he carried ont

He carried on in such a manner that
I am quite sure that very few members
in this Chamber will think he was fair
or reasonable. Some members might think
so, but I personally do not. His party was
acting in a caretaking capacity and should
not have taken the action it did in hav-
ing this proclamation issued. In his speech,
the Leader of the Country Party, now the
Minister for Education, said that if his
party had sufficient numbers in Parlia-
ment to form a Government with my own
party, he would bring down g Bill to
amend the Electoral Distriets Act to pro-
vide for more seats. I think he envisaged

one more, and he explained that it might
be beiter to have more than 50 seats to
try to overcome the possibility of a dead-
lock.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: That would
not necessarily overcome a deadlock.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am not
suggesting that it would but at least it was
an explanation that he tock to the people
of the country in a policy speech; and the
present Premier gave voice to the same
idea when he spoke at places like Gerald-
ton and Kalgoorlie, He said that in c¢ol-
laboration with the Leader of the Country
Party he would give consideration to the
matter that the Leader of the Country
Party had submitted. Therefore, when the
people went to the polls on the 21st of
March they knew that part of the policy of
the two parties, if they formed a coalition
Government, would be to amend the Elec-
toral Districts Act.

The Hon. E. M. Davies: They do that
every titne they are in office.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFITH: That state-
ment is not true.

The Hon. E. M. Davies: It is.
perfectly true.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: The Elec-
toral Districts Act was amended in 1847,
and it is interesting to note, sitice the hon.
member wants to interject, that the Bill,
opposed violently by Mr. Wise who was
then in another place, found its way on to
the statute bhook in 1947.

The Hon. F. J. S, Wise:
right.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: 1t was
passed with the votes of the Government
members of the time, and the two inde-
pendent members of the time; and—bhe-
cause the Government of the day did not
have a majority, and to make sure the Bill
was passed—one member of the Labour
Party voted for it also. That is how that
Bill got on to the statute book. The late
Mr. Needham went over to the Government
side and voted for the Bill; and it is be-
cause of his assistance at that time that
this legislation is now on the statute book.
Is it not also interesting to observe that
the hon. member who so violently opposed
it in 1947 is now prepared to say that we
should act on it?

The Hon. F. J. 8. Wise:
know?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: And act
very quickly while there is time. And that
is what really took place. The last day that
they were in office they said, “Let us slip
into this because now we have the oppor-
tunity. Tomorrow we will not be the
Government.”

The Hon. F. J. S. Wise: Would you say
that I was opposed, at any stage, to the
two principles to which this Bill relates?

It is

Violently is

How do you
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The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am not
suggesting that the hon. member opposed
any principle, but I am peinting out the
speed and alacrity with which this action
was taken in 1959 in comparison with the
16 months that it took the same Govern-
ment to take the same action some time
before.

This Bill, shert as it is, will give the
opportunity of seeking the concurrence of
Parliament in the proposals which will
be put forward by the existing Govern-
ment in respect of electoral districts. If
Parliament accepts the alterations pro-
posed, all will be well. If Parliament does
not accept the alterations the proclamation
will be made; and it must be quite clear
that the present statute will be that under
which any redistribution of seats will be
carried out and put into effect. I think
it is reasonable and fair, in view of the
fact that the electors knew it was the
written and expressed intention of the
parties now in Government to bring down
a Bill to amend the Electoral Distriets
Act, that Parliament should at least be
given the opportunity to consider that Bill
and that it should not be forced, by an
action which took place on the last day of
the existence of a caretaker Government,
to bring about a state of affairs that would
foree a redistribution of seats before any-
one had a chance to see what was going
te be done about it.

The proclamation denied the right of
Parliament to give consideration to the
matter. When the present Government
toouk office on the 2nd April, 1959, having
ascertained that this proclamation had
been issued, it took steps to consult the
law officers of the Crown as to what action
should be taken, and they advised that
there was n¢ power in the Act for the
revocation of the proclamation that had
been issued or for the revocation of the
appointment of the commissioners, al-
though the Executive had, in their opinion,
a full and unfetiered discretion to decide
the date upon which the final recommenda-
tilondof the commissioners should be publi-
cised.

The law officers said it would be com-
petent for Parliament, by means of amend-
it:lg legislation, to revoke the proclama-
tion, and that a Bill for such amend-
ing legislation would require an absolute
majority on the second and third readings.
In the light of that advice from the law
officers, it was decided to introduce the
present Bill, As it was undesirable to
leave the decision of Parliament in doubt
any longer than the present month, it
was decided to call Parliament together
earlier than usual.

T have poinied out, on the records that
exist of the proceedings of Parliament, the
great and undue haste on the part of the
Hawke Government in connection with
this proclamation, and the lag of 16

months that occurred on the previous oc-
casion. I think the House will agree that
the action which was taken by the Hawke
Government was one which it had no
right to take. Certainly it had no right
to take that action, because it was there
in the capacity of a caretaker Govern-
ment, having been requested by the Leader
of the Party which it was obvious would
come into power in the space of a few
days, to carry on as a caretaker Govern-
ment,

When I go down to the office that I
now occupy I see flles marked ‘‘Left for
the incoming Government,” *“Left for the
decision of the incoming Minister,” and
“Left” because of this or that; and I think
it ill became the previous Goavernment not
to mark this matter “Left for the consid-
eration of the incoming Government.”
The action that the Hawke Government
took takes me back to about 1947, when
somebody asked did I remember the elec-
tion. Although Y was not then in Parlia-
ment I was very interested in politics, and
I well remember the 1947 election and the
set of circumstances which then arose,
leaving the incoming Government some-
thing to do. That Government, when it
came into office, found that a man had
been left in the condemned cell at Fre-
mantle Gaol for weeks and the file was
marked—not literally, but in effect—“Left
to the incoming Government.” But the
incoming Government did not have to
make up its mind as to whether the man
should be hanged or not, because he
did away with himself.

I am certain that actions such as that
of the Hawke Government, will eventu-
ally hang the Opposition, at least as far
as criticism by the public is concerned,
because it was not an ethical action. I
hope that the Bill will be agreed to; and
realising that this is Thursday afternoon
and that some members may have com-
mitments in the country, I hope that the
debate may be concluded by 6.15 p.m., al-
though that is in the hands of members, I
move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time,

THE HON. F. Y. §. WISE (North)
[3.71: 1 think, Mr. President, that I can
finish before 6.15 pm. If I were to take
the full time required to reply to the
arguments so far associated with the Bill,
they would now have been replied to
completely. We have listened to the great-
est trail of irrelevancies, expressed in a
desire to smother up an improper atti-
tude of Government, that it has been my
privilege to listen to. This is a weird
Bill; a Bill introduced in a most weird
fashion.

The Hon. G. E. Jeffery: They're a weird
mob.
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The Hon. P. J. S, WISE: The Leader of
the House was at some pains to continue
with his irrelevancies rather than to ex-
plain the reasons for the Government be-
ineg desirous of flouting the law. I will
endeavour to be kindly in my initial re-
marks to the hon. member, because he is
a new member of a Government, but he
will not be there very long before he knows
that a properly constituted Executive
Council at any time is composed of two
Ministers plus the Governor. May 1 let
him know that, in very kindly fashion?
May I let him know that, too, in view of
his foolish remarks regarding the proper
structure of the Executive Council, and
in order that the proper structure of the
Executive Council may gradually come to
him.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Is it not at
least two?

The Hon. F. J. §. WISE: 1t is two plus
the Governor; and in the absence of the
Governor, also, an Executive Council meet-
ing may be held.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Is it not at least
two?

The Hon. F. J. S. WISE: It is, two.
The Hon. L. A. Logan: At least two.

The Hon. P. J. 5. WISE: We need not
quibble over words, It is at least two if
the Minister likes it that way. Let us say
two; and that two were present. I sug-
gest that there will be hundreds of Execu-
tive Council meetings held when the Gov-
ernor will be absent and there will also
he hundreds of such meetings held when
two Ministers of the Crown are present,
tozether with the Governor. Mr. Simpson
knows that only too well, as you do, too,
Sir. So let us not quibble over the use of
words. I will leave the matter at that
and in a kindly fashion I conclude by say-
ing that the Minister will learn.

Most members who spoke were trying
to find reasons why other Governments in
the past did not act quickly or at all
However, most of those remarks were
barely relevant because now the com-
plaint is that the Government acted in
a proper way to put the law into effect.
It acted within the full authority of the
law which was initiated and introduced hy
& coalition Government in 1947. So, not
only did the previous Government perform
an act which was nof unlawiul, but alse
it carried out the provisions of the law to
the full.

I will now analyse the Bill a liltle fur-
ther. It is a queer and most unusual Bill
for a most unusual purpose. The short
title is framed with the object of tying it
to the existing law. It does not seek to
amend that law. The short title is:
“Electoral Districts (Cancellation of Proc-
Iamation) Act, 1959”, and the parent Act
is the Electoral Districts Act, 1947. That

Py,

is if this legislation were to he an offshoot
of that parent Act, but its sole purpose
is to nullify the effect of the 1847 Act.
Its sole purpose is to prevent the law being
put into operation. Yet the short title
attempts to suggest that the Bill is tied
ta the Electoral Districts Act of 1947.

Portion of the long title is: “An Act to
cancel a Proclamation promulgated pur-
suant to the power conferred by the Elec-
toral Districts Act, 1947.” That is indeed
a nice portion of a long title! So the law
of 1947, by deliberate intent, is paraded—
as it was on its introduction—as possess-
ing two or three special virtues and, par-
ticularly, the virtue of automatic action.
Much was said on that point. Another
point in particular was the automatic
effect of it on its presentation to Parlia-
ment. Much was said on that point, too.
Those are two principles of the many
that I oppose, and which will become law if
the Bill is passed.

When the parent Act of 1947 was intro-
duced, the Press gave it great support
mainly because of the two principles which
this legislation will destroy; and yet the
gentlemen sitting in the front bench have
sworn to uphold the law in every particu-
lar. That is one of the oaths they took.
Despite that, they have decided to flout
the law; to destroy the specific import of
this law in which they found such virtue
when it was introduced, and to say now,
“We will have none of it on this oecasion,”
even though the effect of the notification
issued by the Chief Electoral Officer is that
action must he taken under that law,

When the Bill of 1947 was introduced
in November of thal year, many vital
provisions in it were paraded. But that
Bill destroyed three Labour seats. That
was rather vital! That was done with de-
liberate intent.

The Hon. H. K. Watson: A couple of
rotten pocket boroughs!

The Hon. F. J. . WISE: It also destroyed
a Country Party seat. Was that a rotten
pocket horough, too?

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: What do you
think it will do on this ocecasion?

The Hon. F. J. 8. WISE: This Bill can-
not do anything such as that, but the
result of implementing its contents will
be just as sinister, as members of the
Country Party will find out.

‘The Hon, A, F, Griffith: You have a very
fertile imagination!

. The Hon. F, J. 8. WISE: No, I am speak-
ing jn aceordance with history. No amend-
ment to the Electoral Act, in the history
of this State, bas ever been placidly intro-
duced. Also, there has never been a placid
introduction of an amendment to the Elec-
toral Districts Act. I recall reading some
remarkable comments made by you, Sir,
as the Hon. ¢. @&, Latham, M.L.A,, when
you were paying some attention to the
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Bill introduced by the Mitchell Govern-
ment, If I have time I will read them to
the House.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: Take Your time.

The Hon. F. J. 8. WISE: I will say what
I want to say in my own time!

The Hon. L, A. Logan: You asked if you
had time. You have three hours.

The Hon. P. J. 8, WISE: If the Minister
is to adopt that attitude I will mention
that the debate on the third reading of
the 1947 Bill lasted for nine hours. That
is how pernicious it was! Also, all the
speakers were on one side of the House.
So, do not let us have any flippant remarks
about my taking my time!

The Hon. L, A. Logan: There was hothing
flippant about my remarks. You have
three hours.

The PRESIDENT: The Minister will stop
interjecting.

The Hon. F. J, §. WISE: I will now
acquaint the House of how the 1910 Bill
was dealt with. At that time The West
Australien described the proceedings as
being pandemonium, The following is an
extract from page 2366 of Vol. 2 of the
1947 Parliamentary Debates; and they are
my own remarks:—

If members wish to know what hap-

- pened in 1910, I am sure they will get

an inspiration from the index of the
bound volume of Hansard of that year.
That index of the “Redistribution of
Seats Bill" gives the order of the com-
ment on the proceedings as they de-
veloped—

Leave to introduce, point of
order, dissent from ruling, point of
order on the motion to print, car-
ried on division, motion amend-
ment to refer to select committee,
negatived on division, to fix com-
mittee stage, point of order, dis-
order, point of order, dissent from
Chairman’s ruling, disorder, mem-
bers suspended and removed, dis-
sent from Chairman's ruling,
privilege, inaccurate Press report,
progress, committee resumned,
points of order, members sus-
pended, dissent from Chairman's
ruling, Opposition members leave
Chamber, committee concluded,
Standing Orders suspension, point
of order, memhers suspended, dis-
sent from Speaker's ruling, pass-
ing and transmitting to Council.

That was the reception which the redis-
tribution Bill received in 1910, and history
has repeated itself. It had a somewhat
similar reception when introduced as a
Bill on more than one occasion. I would
quote for inclusion in Hansard the debate
which is reported on page 2366 of the 1947
Hansard.

It was the Bill of 1929, introduced by
the Collier Government, which governed
the action of the 1947 Bill which has now

, three held all the seats,

become the law. In the 1847 Bill, some
drastic and dreadful things were doue,
For 41 years the North had four seats in
the Legislative Assembly. In 1947 the Gov-
ernment held none of them, The Bill
absolutely provided for one of those seats
to disappear. During the years when the
four seats remained, and a provision was
put into the law that they should always
remain, the same Government which
changed the representation from four to
There may be
some connection. Of course, in the Bill
which is to come forward with these elec-
toral reforms and which we hear spoken of
almost mythically, another one or two
North-West seats are likely to disappear.

It could be that the gquotas provided for
in the 1947 law would be so0 varied that
the Country Party might indulge in a little
introspection and a little anticipation be-
cause, after all, one of the prime objectives
of the Liberal Couniry League is to abolish
the Country Party if it cannot absorb the
Country Party. I can give some evidence
of this if members would like to hear it,
but I am afraid it will be most uncomfort-
able for some members opposite.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: That is quite
irrelevant to the Bill,

The Hon. F. J. 8. WISE: It is quite rele-
vant to the Bill. Now the Country Party
in its coalition will endeavour ta ensure
that its numbers are not further reduced,
but with very slim prospects if the atti-
tude of the Liberal Party is given full
rein. One can imagine how long it will
be before a Bill to amend the Electoral
Districts Act or the Electoral Act will see
the light of day,

Here we return to the case of a Gov-
ernment ensuring that certain action shall
be taken under the law, and being the first
to insist that that action be not taken,
These two principles stand out in the 1947
Act: The automatic action of setting in
motion a commission to adjust boundaries
if five or more districts fall short of, or
exceeded by 20 per cent. the quota ascer-
tained for such districts under the Act.
Members will find that provision in Section
12 of the Electoral Districts Act of 1947, The
latter part makes it clear that on receipt
of recommendations they shall have the
force of law, and the Parliament shall ac-
cept the report of the commissioners as
deciding the next electoral boundaries,
without Parliament having any say. This
is t0 be found in Section 11 of the 1947
Act. It says that the final recommenda-
tions shall, without reference to Parlia-
ment by force of this Act, have the force
of law and shall be effective as if enacted
by Parliament.

So the law as it stands provides, firstly,
for certain quotas to be applied to metro-
politan, country and North-West seats:
and, secondly, for action to be taken when
the 20 per cent. either way comes into be-
ing. With much applause those principles,
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when introduced, were said to be the cure
for all time of any difficulty in or eman-
ating from Parliament in regard to hav-
ing the electoral districts and their boun-
daries properly put in order.

The arguments which were put up by
the hon. member that the law should be
prevented from taking its course until
the Government gives effect to something
said by its leaders in their policy speeches
is absolutely specious. There is no harm
in permitting the commission teo continue
to aet, and to proceed with an investiga-
tion of the 10 seats out of the total of 50
acknowledged by law to be out of plumb,
in readiness for any amendments tc the
Electoral Districts Act.

Also, 1 have pointed out—and I am
certain the Country Party will find itself
in an extremely bhad position—it is not
the prime object of the Liberal Party to
ensure that there will be more country
seats. Would anybody be led into believ-
ing that? Whatever emerges will fix or
vary the quota to give maybe one or more
seats; not that one or more seats will
avoid a deadlock. In States and countries
where the number is odd there are still
deadlocks.

The Hon. A. P, Griffith: Tell us why
the Hawke Government, in 1954, intro-
duced a Bill to increase the seats in the
Legislative Assembly to 527

The Hon. F. J. S. WISE: I do not know.
The Hon. A. F. Griffith: He did.

The Hon F. J. S, WISE: That may be so.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Not may be s50:
he did.

The Hon. F. J. 8. WISE: I turn to the
very important and substantial point in
this case. The Bill is framed to avoid
the use of the law: to prevent the law
from operating; and to prevent bound-
aries from being adjusted in accordance
with the law—the law which had its
genesis, by the action of a previous Gov-
ernment, quite lawfully. Here we have
the Government anxious to stultify the
action of the comimissioners; anxious to
flout the law; and anxious to prevent the
law from heing put into operation. We
have had no reason given to us as to why
that is necessary.

Let the Leader of the House read his
own speech on the matter. He gave no
reason whatsoever that was tangible as
to why this course was necessary; and
until a Bill can be brought forward to
either juggle with the boundaries, the
quota or something else, it is advantageous
that the law by this Bill shall not be put
into effect.

I am conscious of the fact that if one
were to analyse the situation for hours,
one could get nowhere, This Bill will pass.
It will become law; one of the quaintest
laws ever promulgated; amending no law,

but applying a corrective to the principles
of the law in respect to which the Gov-
ernment credited itself and applauded
itself. I oppose the Bill.

THE HON. H. K. WATSON (Metropoli-
tan) [3.321: I have listened to the Minis-
ter's explanation of this Bill and to the
dissertation upon it by Mr. Wise. It seems
to me that the measure really does not
merit discussion on redistribution, the
principles of redistribution or the great
risks which some of our brethren in an-
other place may suffer each time a re-

istribution Bill is brought down.

It would seem that this Bill has a two-
fold purpose which may be stated this way:
Firstly, it is designed to frustrate an ac-
tion by a retiring Government, which
could hardly be said to be one done in
good faith. Secondly, it seems that the
Bill seeks to do nothing but clean up a
drafting mistake in the relevant Act.

It is very extraordinary that Parliament
should be called together to revoke a
proclamation. TUnder general parliamen-
tary practice, the power to do also implies
the power to undo; and it seems extra-
ordinary that the proclamation which was
magde by the Governor on the advice of
Executive Council could not, with egual
force, be revoked by the Governor in Ex-
ecutive Council. It seems to be nothing
but faulty drafting in the Act which has
occasioned Parliament being called to-
gether to deal with this problem.

For example, Section 38, of our Inter-
pretation Act, provides—

Power given by any Act to make
regulations, rules, or hy-laws shall be
deemed to include . . . power from time
to time—

(a) to revoke the same absolutely,
in whole or in part.

That seems to be a logical proposition
with respect to proclamations also. Gener-
ally in an Act we find that when the
Governor has power to do this or that hy
prociamation, he has power to revoke or
vary the proclamation. I am rather sur-
prised that that particular provision is
not ineluded in the Electoral Districts
Act, 1947, as it is included in many other
Acts. I am also surprised that this Bill
has not been brought down to amend the
f;lectg;al Districts Act; presumably Sec-
fon 12.

Section 12 of the Electoral Districts Act
says that the Governor can issue a pro-
clamation and such proclamation shall he
issued on a resolution being passed by the
Legislative Assembly in that behalf; or, if
in the report by the Chief Electoral Officer
to the Minister to whom the administra-
tion of the Electoral Act, 1907-1940, is for
the time being committed, as to the state
of the rolls made up for any triennial elec-
tion it appears that the enrolment in not
less than five Electoral Districts falls short
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of or exceeds by 20 per centum the guota
as ascertained for such districts under this
Act. What should have appeared in that
Act is the provision which is in so many
others; that any proclamationn made under
Section 12 may be revoked or varied from
time to time.

Such a provision can be found in the
Wheat Products (Prices Fixation) Act, and
I have no doubt that it is in numerous
other Acts. Why it is not in the Electoral
Distriects Act is not at all clear to me. I
am also at a loss to understand why the
Bill now bhefore the House does not place
that provision in the Electoral Act and
stop the farce of, perhaps in another two
or three years, Parliament being ecalled
together again to revoke some future pro-
clamation.

The Hon. A. P. Griffith: The Govern-
ment was anXious to give Parliament an
opportunity to consider a Bill at a later
date.

The Hon. H. K. WATSON: That does
not answer my question. I see no reason
why the Electoral Districts Act should not
contain a simple provision that a pro-
clamation made under that Act may be
revoked. Had that Act contained such a
provision, all that would have been neces-
sary, when the new Government took office,
was for it to issue another proelamation
revoking the earlier proclamation.

I am surprised at this Bill being in the
form it is, even if it is necessary. It does
not amend the 1947 Act to overcome the
really extraordihary position that has been
disclcsed by the action that has taken
place.

I am going to support the Bill, because
I think it is directed by an action which,
in my opinion, was not taken in good faith,
but at the same time, for the reasons L
have explained, I feel the Bill falls short
of what it really ought to do.

THE HON. R. F. HUTCHISON (Subur-
ban) [3.38]1: I would like to inform the
Minister that I am probably as well advised
on this Bill as he is. I consider that the
action of calling Parliament together at
an early date to revoke a perfectly lawful
act by the previous Government should
receive the adverse publicity it deserves.

When we think of the action of the men
who are now in the Government in trying
to deprive people of their lawful right to
register a vote in the ballot box in this
State, we must say it is an impertinence
for them to act as they are doing now.

The PRESIDENT: That has nothing to
do with the Bill, It does not deprive eleg-
tors of anything.

The Hon. R. F, HUTCHISON: An attempt
was made to deprive electors of their right
to vote, Objection was taken to the names
of 700 electors in the East Perth and West
Perth electoral districts, but it was dis-
allowed by the court.

The PRESIDENT: Will the hon. member
come back again to the Bjll? This Bill
is to set aside a proclamation.

The Hon. R. F, HUTCHISON: I can
see an analogy. I think the Bill
before the House will prove to have
no analogy in  history because, as
Mr. Wise pointed out, an Act to
undo what is lawful, or something that
has heen done in proper sequence, does
smack of something besides democracy.
We know this measure will be carried in
the House, and no doubt during the ses-
sion we will see, as I have often reiterated
here, what might against right really
means.

The Rill, which is the fault of the pre-
sent Government, will be carried; but I
just want to note the fact and let the
people of Western Australia know the
things that will happen here. The Gov-
ernment has already brought trouble and
misery among the people of the Staie by
the sackings that have been made and
attempted, and by the other things that
the Government has made public that it
intends to do. I oppose the Bill.

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (Suburban
—Minister for Mines—in reply) [3.431: I
do not propose to take up much time in
replying because, for one reason, there is
not much to reply to. It is, however, in-
teresting to see the attitude that is go-
ing to be adopted by the hon. member
who has just sat down.

The Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: By all her
mates, t00.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: She ought
to be very happy that her party is now in
opposition, because this will enable her
to blast the Government of the day from
one end of the State to the other.

The Hon. E. M. Davies: That is not in
the Bill, is it?

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: That is not
in the Bill.

The Hon. R. F. Huichison:
rather not have the opportunity.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It was said
by Mr. Wise that I did not explain the
necessity of the Bill. I think I did; but
in case he did not understand what I
said, may I briefly repeat that the Bill
is necessary, as members will know, to
prevent the proclamation that was issued
by the previous Government on its last
day in existence, from taking the passage
that it is required to take before Parlia-
ment can be given a chance to consider
a Bill which the Government of the day
will bring down. The hon. member said
that the commissioners had to deal with
only 10 seats.

The Hon. F. J. S. Wise: No, T did not.

The Hon, A. F. GRIFFITH: 1 under-
stood the hon. member {o say so.

I would
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The Hon, F. J. 8. Wise: I accept your
suggestion that I did not understand what
you said, but I did not say that.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: The hon.
member is a bit touchy today. I was not
going to do any more than point out my
particular point of view. However, we are
in agreement, because we are agreed on
what I was going to say. So, I will let
it go at that.

The Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: I have just as
good a working knowledge of the Act as
you have.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: The hon.
member probably has a befter one;
but I would point out this to him:
There would be nothing to stop the pres-
ent Government from allowing the com-
missioners to take their ecourse of action,
and for the boundaries to be redistributed,
and then for the objection period which
is provided for in the Act, to run. If
some members object, the objections are
heard and the alterations may be made.

Sitting suspended jrom 3.45 to 4.5 p.m.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I wish to
take the opportunity of pointing out to
members, by quoting the first few words of
Section 11 of the Electoral Districts Act,
how the Governmen{ could have found an
easy way to defeat the action of the out-
going Government in having the proclama-
tion issued just prior to its leaving office.
If the Government had wanted to commit
a dishonest act it could have waited until
the report had been made by the com-
missioners, and then it could have put the
report in the waste-paper basket, because
the Act lays down the things that shall be
done. Section 12 of the Act states—

(1> The State may from time to
time be wholly or partially redivided
into electoral districts and electoral
provinces by comumissioners appointed
under this Section in manner here-
inafter provided whenever directed
by the Governor by Proclamation.

(2) Such Proclamation should be
issued—

{a) on a resolution being passed
by the Legislative Assembly in
that behalf.

The outgoing Government had all the
opportunities in the world, had it wanted
to do so, to present a resolution to the
Legislative Assembly; there was no need
for it to be presented to this Chamber—
it could have been done in another place.
While I am not certain, I venture to sug-
gest that the seats which are now out of
balance have been out of halance for
some considerable time, and had the pre-
vious Government wanted a redistribution
the words I have just guoted would have
applied: but noe such action was taken,

As members know, on the issue of a
proclamation certain things are reguired
to be done under the Act. The Chiei
Electoral Officer should report; the &ap-
pointment of the electoral commissioners
should take place; the electoral commis-
sioners should deliberate and they should
realign or readjust the boundaries if they
think fit; and they should give a period of
time for members of Parliament to object
to what they have done—I think two
months are allowed. When those objec-
tions have heen overcome, the commis-
sioners have to draw a new map showing
the new boundaries, and they then have
to complete their report,

The next step is set out in the first
half a dozen words of Section 11 of the
FElectoral Districts Act, which reads as
follows:—

At such time as the Governor should
deem fit . . .

their actions should become valid. If the
Government had wanted to be dishonest
about this matter it could have put the
report of the commissioners in the waste-
paper basket; but that would have been
wasting the time of the commissioners and
wasting the time of members who objected
to the conclusions reached by the com-
missioners. As members can see by the
words I have just quoted from Section
11, the report is not promulgated until
such time as the Governor should deem
fit; therefore there is no obligation on the
Government to do anything, If a Govern-
ment were in power for 20 years it could
continue to refuse to take action because
of the wording of Section 11. But it was
not this Government's desire that such a
set of circumstances should prevail. All
the Government asks is thai this Bill he
passed so that Parliament will be given an
opportunity to consider amendments which
will be presented later in the session.

It is easy for Mr. Wise to draw on his
imagination and foreshadow what will take
place. He said that he would judge it by
history, and he tries to put into the hearts
?f members of the Country Party & great
ear—

The Hon. P. J. 5. Wise: That is already
there.

The Hon. A, ¥. GRIFFITH: —that the
Liberal Party is out for the annihilation
of the Country Party. But I would peint
out to him that this Bill was introduced
into the Legislative Assembly by the At-
torney-General, who is the Leader of the
Country Party. Therefore the hon. mem- -
ber’'s veiled insinuations will not earry
much weight with those who give this
matter any thought.

The Hon, J. Murray: Usually we call
them red herrings. :

The Hon. A. F, GRIFFITH: It is so
easy, when one has nothing else to say,
to resort to red herrings in order to have
something {o say.
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The Hon. F. J. S. Wise: You would be
a good judge of that.

The Hon, A. F. GRIFFITH: That is an
easy statement to make, too. I want mem-
bers to consider the action that the Gov-
ernment could have taken; but all the
Government desires is to bring this matter
out into the open and not take advantage
of the wording of Section 11.

The Government wants this Bill passed
in order temporarily io put aside what we
refer to as a hasty action on the part of
the previous Government. Therefore 1
can see no reason why this Bill should hot
be agreed to; I see no reason for the fears
mentioned by the hon. member and, after
all, if this or any other piece of legislation
is presented to Parliament, it is for Par-
liament to decide its ultimate fate.

As regards the hon. member’s statement
that the Bill prevents the law from taking
effect, everyone knows that laws are
amended from day to day ahd from year
to year, and thai has heen so from the
beginning of time. Where the law has not
been effective on occasions, amending leg-
islation has been brought down to improve
or alter the law. Therefore the hon, mem-
ber’s argument in that respect is not
soundly based. I hope members will agree
to pass this Bill.

The PRESIDENT: As this Bill requires
the concurrence of an absolute majority
it is necessary $o divide the House. Ring
the bells. .

Bells rung and a division taken with the
following result:—

Ayes—I16.
Hon. C. R. Abbey Hon. R. C. Mattiske
Hon. J. Cunningham Hon. J, Murray
Hon. L. C. Diver Hon. H. L. Roche
Hon, A. F. Griffith Hon. C. H. Simpson
Hon, J, G. Hislop Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hen. L. A, Logaen Hon. H. K. Watson
Hon. A. L. Loton Hon, F, D. Willmott
Hon. G. C. MacKinnon Hon. A. R. Jones
(Teller.)
. Noes—I12.
Hon, E. M. Davles Hon. H. €. Strickiand
Hon. J. J. Garrigan Hon. J. D. Teahan
Hon, E. M. Heenan Hon, R. Thompson
Hon. R. F. Hutchlson Hon. W. P. Willesee
Hon. G. E. Jeffery. Hon. F. J. §. Wise
Hon. F. R. H. Lavery Hon. W. R, Hall
(Telier.)

Majority for—4.

THE PRESIDENT: I declare the motion
carried with the concurrence of an abso-
lute majority.

Question thus passed.
. Bill read a second time.

In Commillee, elc.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reporied without amendment and
the report adopted.

Third Reading.

THE HON, A. F, GRIFFITH (Suburban
—Minister for Mines) [4.17]1: I move—
That the Bill be now read a third

time.

THE PRESIDENT: In order that the
motion may be carried it is necessary that
there shall be an absolute majority of
members present and voting in favour of

"it. I shall divide the House.

Bells rung and a division taken with the
following result:—

Ayes—16.
Hon. C. R. Ahbey Hon. G. C. MacKinnon
Hon, J. Cunningham Hon. R. C. Mattiske
Hon. L. C. Dlver Hon, H. L. Roche
Hon. A. F. Griffith Hon. C. H, Simpson
Hon. J. G. Hislep Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hon. A. B. Jones Hon. H. K. Watson
Hon. L, A, Logan Hon. F. D. Willmott
Hon, A. L. Loton Hon. J. Murray
(Teiler.)
Noes—12.
Hon. E. M. Davies Hon. H. C. Strickland
Hon. J. J. Garrigen Hon. J. D. Teahan
Hon. E. M. Heenan Hon. R. Thompson
Hon. B. ¥, Hutchlson Hon. W. F. Willesee
Hon, G. E. Jefifery Hon. F. J. 8, Wise
Hon. F. R. H. Lavery Hon. W, R. Hall
(Teller.)

Majority for—4,

THE PRESIDENT: I have assured myself
that there is more than a constitutional
majority of members present and voting
in favour of the motion and I therefore
declare the gquestion carried in the
affirmative.

Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and passed.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY,.

Third Day.

Debate resumed from the previous day
on the motion for the adoption of the
Address-in-reply, to which the Hon. H, C.
Strickland had moved an amendment to
add the following words;—-

We wish to protest strongly against
the Government’s policy of deliberately
sacking many of its employees, and
against the Government’s expressed
intention to sack additional large num-
hers in the future, as this policy is
creating unemployment and hardship
and widespread feeling of insecurity
and unrest.

We wish also to protest strongly
against the action of the Government
in depriving mahy deserving single
unemployed persons of supplementary

help.
THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (Subur-
ban—Mitdister for Mines—on amend-
ment) (4.24]: The last time a member

of this House moved an amendment o the
Address-in-reply was in the year 1953, and
it was done by Mr. Loton. On that oc-
casion the amendment was passed, and
those of us who had the privilege of doing
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so, proceeded to Government House
where we presented to His Excellency his
own Speech in an amended form. I do not
know what happened after that. I do
not know whether the Government re-
garded it as a censure, because if it did
it did not resign.

The Hon. E. M. Davies: That will be the
day, when a Government resigns!

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Nothing
happened except that the railway freights
stayed up.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Do you think
they may go up in the next three years?

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: If the hon.
member will put that gquestion on the
notice paper he will get a considered reply.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: You assured
us that they would noi.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: They went
up again from the year 1953. When Mr.
Loton moved that amendment to the
Address-in-reply he did so because he
wanted to show his feelings in respect to
the action taken by the Government at
the time.

I had a look through the Hansard re-
port to see what took place. Mr. Strick-
land secured the adjournment of the de-
bate, but I cannot find where he subse-
quently answered the case. I think it was
eventually handled by the late Gilbert
Praser. But in that set of circumstances
there was an action which was not really
a debatable one, because the fact was there,
namely, that rail freights had heen in-
creased, Mr, Loton objected to the in-
crease, and that was that.

The result of his motion did not bring
about any change in the rail freights or
in the Government’s attitude. On this
particular occasion the hon. Mr. Strick-
land has moved an amendment to the
Address-in-reply, which I hope will not
be carried, -because I venture to suggest
that the speech he made surrounding the
words does not purport to be a true story
of the case. I propose to tell the true story
of the case to the best of my abilily in
the period of time that lies ahead of me.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: You mean
the real facts.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I think this
must be the second step taken by the
Opposition in respect to a plan to defeat
the present Brand-Watts Government; it
is the second step. 1 think probably it was
planned in the party room of the Labour
Party when it was said, “Well, Mr. Strick-
land, you will have to do something ahout
it in the Legislative Council. What can
we do? I know, we will move an amend-
ment to the Address-in-reply; that will
give us some publicity.” I suggest that we
will have something along these lines also
happening in the Legislative Assembly, be-
cause the Labour Party feels that it will
give them some publicity. I can imagine

2 hue and cry taking place in the Assembly,
similar to that which oeccurred here when
Mr. Strickland alleged that a certain set
of circumstances existed.

The motion is in two parfs, I am
going to leave the second part of this
to my colleague, because he is the Minis-
ter for Child Welfare and it was out of
child welfare funds that this money was
being taken. Mr., Logan is fully ac-
quainted with what has taken place so,
as I have said, I would like to leave the
second phase of the motion to him. How-
ever, I propose to deal with the first stage
this afternoon. I refer to the fact that
this is the second attempt to bring about
the downfall of the Brand Government,
because the first time, in the reported
words of the ALP. Statc Secietary, and
the uhdefeated Federal President of the
Labour Party (Mr. F. E. Chamberlain)
“The first steps towards defeating the
Brand Liberal Government was the pro-

_test meeting which was held down on the

Esplanade round about June 12th, 1959.7

The Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: Is this re-
port from The West Austiralian?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: No, it is
from the Datly News.

The Hon. F. R. H. Lavery:
nearly as bad.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: He said that
the stop work meeting was a first step in
an overall drive to unseat the Liberal Gov-
ernment. ‘This is a political dispute with
the Liberal Government as the employer
and as a Government,” he said. Therefore,
I repeat, this is a move by Mr, Strickland
to unseat the Government. It is the second
step.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: For what
reason do you think it was moved? Not to
pat you on the back!

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: This is not
going to have the effect of defeating the
Brand Government, because in the last
three months the Brand Government has
established itself and is more safely in
office than it was on the first day; and
if it continues to improve it will become
mare safely enfrenched as time goes on.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Say, three
years.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: We have
been told by Mr. Strickland that nothing
is more degrading than—

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: That is right.

; The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: —for a man
0—

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: I said that
nothing will bring about degradation more.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Thank you.
He says that nothing will bring about de-
gradation more.than a man losing his job.
I agree with him. The present Govern-
ment went to the poil on a number of

That is
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phases of its policy. One was that it would
bring down a redistribution of seats Bill.
We have dispensed with that one, I am
glad to say. Another was that it would
change over from the day lahour policy to
one of tender and contract, and that in
future, as far as possible, Government
work would be let to private industry on
a tender and contract basis; and it desired
to make this changeover as gradual as it
could. 'The Premier made this clear in
his policy speech.

After the Government hagd heen elected,
it began to put into operation the policy
upon which it had been elected, and 1
think the Premier said it would probably
take two or three years before the whole
phase of the changeover would be brought
about, but that the men would be put off
gradually and that as many as possible of
them would be absorbed somewhere else
in order to create the least possible amount
of unemployment.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland:
Government be able to direct private en-
terprise to employ these people?

The Hon. R. F. Hutchison: Fancy de-
liberately bringing about unemployment!

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon, A. F. GRIFFITH: Of course,
Mr. Strickland knows that as well as I do.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: I am asking.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The hon.
member knows the answer before asking.
The Government cannot, thank goodness.
And I hope that in this country that never
happens.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: How are you
going to ensure that they are employed?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Let me give
the figures up to date. One hundred and

thirty-one men have bheen put off from’

the Public Works Department from the
day labour force. Of these, 58 have been
absorbed into private industry already, due
to the efforts of the architectural section.
They are not forced inte other employ-
meni but are helped to get other jobs in
private industry. In answer to a question
this afternoon, I said that 68 had not re-
gistered for unemployment relief. It is
reasonable to assume they have other em-
ployment because the Public Works De-
partment has checked up on them to see
whether they have registered or not.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Has it
checked to see whether they are employed?

The Hon. R. P. Hufchison: Have you
any proof?

The Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: They have
their addresses.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I have just
said that the department has checked up,
and 58 are employed and the others have
not registered, and therefore it is reason-
able to assume that they must have found
employment, because we could not find

Will the .

anything te the contrary. In addition, 72
of them have left of their own accord
and have gone into private employment.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Naturally
they would rather get out of their own
accord.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Therefore
we have a situation where, in addition to
the 68 who have not registered, 15 at the
moment cannot be accounted for. These
figures are what have induced the Leader
of the Opposition to cause a hurly-burly
and say that the present Government is
bringing about a terrific state in the com-
munity, and forcing people inte unem-
ployment.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Seventy-two
men cannot be accounted for.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: What
brought about this set of eircumstances?
The Hawke Government came into office
in 1953 and in March of that year there
were 1,191 day lahour workers attached
to the Public Works Department. By
Qctober, 1953, there were 1,471

The Hon. H, C. Strickland: The works
programme had been introduced.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: The Gov-
ernment had introduced a works pro-
gramme all right, and it was to be car-
ried out by day labour. They absorbed
all those people from private enterprise.
They had taken them out of their employ-
ment. They must have done, because
where else could they have come from?

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: They were
carrving out your Kwinana project.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: They were
not all engaged on that.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Most of
them.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Let us ¢on-
tinue with the progress of the fieures. In
October, 1954, there were 1,568; in Octo-
ber, 1955, only about seven more—1.,575;
in June, 1957, there were 1,474; in QOcto-
ber, 1957, there were 1,519; and in Octo-
ber, 1958, there were 2,145,

The Hon. F. R. H. Lavery: Because
they built 13 high schools. That is why.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: I venture
to suggest that we cannot argue with the
figures.

The Hon, F. R. H. Lavery: We can
argue about the works that were done.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: These
people were employed somewhere before
they were employed by the Public Works
Department. I suggest they were taken
out of private industry to build up a Gov-
ernment machine of employment of which
the previous Government was very proud.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: But you will
agree that they ecould have come from
unemployment.
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The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I agree that
some could have. I do not know how many
and neither does the hon. member.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: You will
agree that it is possible they could ail
have come from unemployment.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The same
Government which employed those people
was obliged to put them on the labour
market. There were 217,

Several members interjected.
PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: And the
hon. member says there is nothing more
degrading than to see a man lose his job.
But did his Government make any attempt
to see that these people obtained other
employment?

The Hon. H. C, Strickland: ¥Yc3, we took
them back.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Did it
make any attempts—

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Yes.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: What did
it do? A week after the school vaca-
tion when 2all the school teachers went
back happily together, they found them-
selves on the labour market.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Depart-
mental.

The Hon. A. FP. GRIFFITH: Depart-
mental! What a shocking state of affairs!
It ill becomes the hon. member to say it
was "“departmental.”

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Like your
State Engineering Works.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Why does not
the hon. member face up to the fact that
I know the Minister for Education at
that time blamed the department or the
head of his branch and said he did nof
know it was going on? It is a very strange
thing that it happened in a lot of depart-
ments.

The Hon. R. F. Hutchison:
were not breadwinners.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. A. F, GRIFFITH: The amount
of public reaction that occurred at that
time made the Government regard them
as breadwinners because in no time they
put them back to work. Nobody is better
able to whip up meetings than the people
behind this sort of thing.

Several members interjected.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: 1 know that
this is smarting. I realise that when the
truth is told to some people they do not
like it and they protest. Therefore there
will be protests now because this is the
truth. Tt is not “do as I do” but “do as
I say.”

The Hon. R. F, Hutchison: That is what
we are doing.

But they

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member will
have an opportunity to speak later. There-
fore will she please keep order!

The Han. A. P. GRIFFITH: And bhe-
cause we have not done as they said,
we have an amendment to the Address-in-
reply, from which the hon. member hopes
to gain sufficient puhlicity to help in the
second phase of the destruction of the
present Government.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: We object
o your policy.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: Of course
they object to our policy. I would not
expect them to do otherwise, but we have
been elected on that policy.

The Hon, H. C, Strickland: No.

The Hon. A. . GRIFFITH: And
is the policy that we are going to put
into operation.

The Hen, H. C. Strickland: And create

all this turmoil.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: All this
turmoil has not been created by the people
who have been retrenched by the present
Government,

The Hon, L. A, Logan: There are only
15 of those.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH:. And the
men who waited outside the Public Works
Department two months ago were not men
who had been put off by Mr, Wild, but by
some one during the regime of the pre-
vious Government, and they had remained
unemployed.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: How about
those who were threatened?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am not
for the moment talking about those who
were threatened. I am talking about those
whom the previous Government put on the
labour market, some of whom are still
there. I am not talking about the men who
are not included in this number. And
what happened?

The Hon. R. F Hutchison: How do you
Know?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The Aus-
tralian Labor Party, in the words of
Mr. Chamberlain, said that this was the
first phase in a programme to defeat the
Government. They tried to whip the
wo_rkers up to a point where they were
going to march on Parliament House.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Not Mr.
Chamberiain!

The Hon, A, . GRIFFITH: Al right. T
do not know who it was, but God forgive
him! They were going to march on Parlia-
ment House. What happened? The whole
thing went off just like a “'fizzog” because
they could not get the support of the
rest of the unions.

The Hon, H. C, Strickland: Nor the
support of the AL.P. either.

that

ilaw
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The Hon. G. E. Jeffery: Not issuing a
challenge, is he?

The Hon. A, ¥, GRIFFITH: No, I am not
issuing a challenge. I am just relating
the facts. I believe Mr. Thornton arrived
at the same time, and ecverybody knows
what colour jersey he wears. He came
‘over here but nevertheless those peaple
B8 W=

The Hon, F, J. S. Wise: You would be
glad to see him.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Those
people saw that there was little purpose
in coming here with an organised march,
because they had not the backing of those
who were trying to cause the trouble; yet
the hon. member would say it was the
Government which was trying to cause
the trouble. Briefly, the facts are these:
This Government, of which I am proud
to be a member, was elected because of
the stagnant situation in which this State
found itself prior to the last election. That
will make Mr. Strickland laugh, but it is
the truth. The people of Western Aus-
tratia liked the policy that we put forward
better than that of the previous Govern-
ment. In 1953 the position was the re-
VErSEe.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: His Excel-
lency's Speech does not support that.

The Hon. A, P. GRIFFITH: It is a re-
cord of what has taken place—

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: And the
future is mentioned.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It also, to
some extent, points to the future and what
is intended; but in the main it lets us know
what has taken place. This State still
has on the statute book—I am looking
forward to the time when I can introduce
legislation to get rid of it—an Act the
nature of which is to restrict trade; and
because of that legislation, during the six
vears that the previous Government was
in office nothing in the way of trade or
industry came here.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Only about
500 factories.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The hon.
member counts every little point; bhut I
am talking about industries that really
count—big industries and projects such
as Kwinhana.

The Hon. E. M. Davies: And now tell
us about Medina and Calista.

The Hon. H. C, Strickland: Those white
elephants!

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Those white
elephants came about during the last six
years, because no further industry came
to Western Australia. Provision has been
made to attract industries to this State
and the present Government is endeavour-
ing to have them brought here and, with
the energy of the present Minister for

Industrial Development, I am sure that
industry will be attracted. If it is not,
it will not be for lack of trying on the
part of that Minister. I do not for one
moment say that the previous Govern-
ment did not endeavour to attract indus-
tries, because it did—unsuccessfully.

The Hon. R. Thompson interjected.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: The hon.
member has not yet made his maiden
speech, and all I say to him is that if
he wants to make his speech, sitting
down—

The PRESIDENT: Will the Minister
please address the Chair?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I was only
saying that if the hon. member wants
to make his maiden speech sitting down,
that is all right.

The PRESIDENT: The Minister
better get on with his speech.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: The Minis-
ter interjects consistently. Why does he
object to other people interjecting?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I do not
object. However, let us get on with the
debate.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Tell us how
you justify the sacking of people.

The Hon. A. ¥. GRIFFITH: Let the hon,
member tell us. Tell us how his Gov-
ernment justified the sacking of people.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: With us it
was a matter of no money, but with you
it is a matter of policy.

The Hon. A, P. GRIFFITH: The hon.
member says there was no money,

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: With us.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: There was
no meoney in October, 1958, but inh January,
1859, there was money with which to put
the school teachers back. I appreciate
that it is a different vote—

The Hon. H. €. Strickland: According
to you people, you will not have any money
for years to come.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It was a dif-
ferent department and a different vote, but
what a change just because there was an
election coming on. Those teachers were
very smartly put back into their places. I
was not a member of the Government at
that time, but Mr. Strickland says there was
1o money. What brought about that state
of affairs? It was brought about by the rise
from 1,191 to 2,145 in the number of day-
labour workers. That is what brought it
about; taking men away from employment
in private industry and putting them into
the Government fold until the point was
reached where they could not be paid any
longer.

It is most revealing that the Treasury
warned the then Government that it was
getiing into very deep water. The Treasury

had
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said to the Government, “If you keep this
up you will not be able {to continue paying
these men.” It warned the Government
that something would have to be done, and
s0 the Government got rid of the men.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: I tell you
.there was no money.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: While I
admit that these men were working cn
State enterprises and tenders were not
being called to any great extent and no
major contracts let, the Government was
doing all the work and private industry
was being starved into the ground. That
went on until the stage was reached where
the people had the opportunity of effect-
ing a change of Government. Mem-
bers know, if they have their ears close
to the ground, that there is abroad in
Western Australia teday a much greater
feeling of confidence in this State than
existed three months ago when the elec-
tion took place.

I have, coming into my office, men from
overseas, looking for investment in this
country, and they say, “We have heard
of the result of the election in Wesfern
Australia. There is a greater feeling of
confidence abroad now than there was
previously and we are glad that there has
been a change of Government; because you
people have said what you are going to do
and you are fulfilling the undertakings you
gave.”

The hon. Mr, Strickland talks about the
white elephants of Medina and Kwinana,
but already the Cockburn Cement Co. is
going to spend another £100,000 to in-
crease and develop its plant there.

The Hon. E. M. Davies: What about the
Swan Cement Co.?

‘The Hon, A, F, GRIFFITH: What about
it? What does the hon. member want to
know about it?

The PRESIDENT: Order! I think the
Minister had better take no notice of inter-
jections, or we will never make any pro-
gress.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: 1 thought
I was making very good progress. I do
not know what is meant by the reference
to the Swan Cement Co. I was not talk-
ing about it, but was referring to the
Cockburn Cement Co. and pointing out
that it has sufficient confidence now—
which it did not have previously—to make
a further big investment in Western Aus-
tralia. There are people coming here and
beginning to inquire about Western Aus-
tralia, as they think this State now has a
good future. I went to the Eastern States
prior to the last election and in conversa-
tion with business people over thetre I
found that confidence existed in States
such as South Australia and Victoria—

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: What has
that to do with the motion?

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: At that
time, when returning to Western Aus-
tralia, one found that Eastern States
people were saying, “We are worried about
Western Australia. The Government in
that State is too socialistic. It is carry-
ing out all its works by day labour and is
starving private enterprise out of esxis-
tence.” The result was that they were
not interested in coming here, but I am
quite satisfied that there is a new feeling
of confidence ahroad mow. Not long ago
I picked up a newspaper and read, on the
front page, of the building projects now
envisaged in Western Australia. The fu-
ture was said to be bright, but Mr. Strick-
land, in moving his motion, would try to
present to the public of Western Australia
the view that things are bad; that the
Government. is set on seeing men sacked
and thrown into the street.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Isn’t that
your policy?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It is not
the case, We have to correct this feeling
of dejection among the people. Qur hope
is instead to create a feeling of enthusiasm,
so that people will go out to work for
themselves and employ their enthusiasm
and capital in avenues from which they
can get a profit and in which they can
make their way, thus creating a stable
market for ocur rural produce, as well as
bringing secondary industry to Western
Australia, because we realise all the time
that, although ours is & primary-producing
countrly, we must have secondary industriea
as well.

During the term of office of the pre-
vious Government we went through a
period of stagnation from an industrial
point of view, but the present Government
is doing everything it can to attract new
industries to this State. I believe that
a2 motion of this nature is a poor aftempt
to smear the Government which, after all,
has been in power for only three months.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: It is a pro-
test against your policy.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The Govern-
ment has heen in office for three months
only, but the hon. member would attach
to us the blame for things for which he
knows his own Government was respons-
ible. I am suggesting that if the present
situation had not been built up by the
previous Government, with the employment
of 2,000 odd day labour workers, and if the
wherewithal to earn money and create em-
ployment and give opportunity had not
been taken away from private enterprise
and planted in the lap of the Govern-
menfi—

The Hon. H. C. Sirickland: Now tell
me—

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I will make
my own speech and tell the hon. member
anything he likes afterwards.
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The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Tell me
why private enterprise does not build
houses and why you do build them.

The PRESIDENT: If hon. members per-
sist in interjecting we will never conclude
the debate. I do not wish to be harsh,
but I may have to be.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Private
enterprise, of course, does build houses,
and the hon. member knows it.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: But why
do you have to build them? It is socialis-
tic.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The State
Housing Comimission deals, as the hon,
member well knows, with a certain
section of the community—people who
perhaps are not able to find houses far
themselves. They are dealt with on a
strict priority basis. Let me tell the
hon. member, without being interrupted
again—

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: On a point
of order—I did not say a word.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I thought
the hon, member was going to prevent me
from carryving on my speech. The State
Housing Comrmission builds houses for the
class of people I have mentioned, and it
is subject to an Act, as the hon. member
knows. ‘There are manhy hundreds of
houses built outside the scope of the State
Housing Commission and I would like to
see more of them built in that way.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: Will you
agree that you are the greatest landlord
in the State?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITII: I wish I
were, but I am not. I have one block of
land and one house in which my family
lives, and I am happy about that. My
speech has been prolonged by these in-
terjections.

The PRESIDENT: The Minister has no
right to take any notice of them.

The Hon. A. FP. GRIFFITH: There is
not much more that I wish to say. I ap-
preciate that no matter what I say in
- connection with this motion, Mr. Strick-
land will not agree with it, because he
deals with the question from a different
point of view. As a Government, we feel
that the right course of action to take is to
open the field of labour to free enterprise
and have people employed in that way.

The Hon. J. J. Garrigan: Full em-
ployment?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: We feel
that, if the Government employs fewer
people than it does at present, the others
will go back into private enterprise and
the State will be better off because of
that. The motion is a futile attempt to
smear the activities of the Government
and make the people of this State think
that we are sacking workers right, left
and cenire, which is not the case.

The Hon. H. C. Strickland: But which
your Government promises to do.

The Hon. A. . GRIFFITH: That is not
so, nor do the retrenchments which have
taken place compare in any way with the
activities of the previous Government.
With members of the previous Govern-
ment it is not a matter of “Do as I do,”
but of "Do as I say.” I hope the House
will not agree to the motion, for I can
tell the hon. member now that it will
not be accepted in any form but as an
amendment to the Address-in-reply, al-
though I do not for a moment suggest
that the hon. member had not a perfect
right to move the motion. However,
couched in the terms in which he pre-
sented it to us, it could have no pur-
pose other than to achieve some publicity
in the second phase of a scheme to de-
feat the present Government,

THE HON. F. R. H. LAVERY (West—on
amendment) [5.01: In speaking to the
amendment to the Address-in-reply, and
on the Government’s intention to dismiss
a large number of Government workers
in the future, I point out that it is all very
well for the Minister for Mines to eulogise
the Liberal-Country Party QGovernment
on its policy speeches. I do not think
any person in the community had any
idea that the promises contained in the.
policy speech made by the Hon, D. Brand
on the hustings would be carried out;
namely, that if his party were returned
to office the Government would change
over from the day labour system to the
systemm of contract by private enterprise.
Further, no-one had any idea that the
policy would be implemented in the man-
ner in which it has.

When I read the propaganda issued by
the Liberal Party to the effect that the
changeover would be made gradually over
a period of three years, I felt that neither
I nor anybody else could quarrel with that
policy. However, there are ceriain ethics
that have to be followed in this matter.
That is, the Government should keep its
promise that it would implement its policy
over a period of three years. If the Gov-
ernment had shown that it intended to
do that, there would not have been,
amongst the members of various unions,
the dissension which Mr. Griffith has said
wastwhipped up by the Australian Labour
Party.

The result of the action taken by the
Government to date is that many people
are now deprived of their livelihood. I
am not speaking of the persons who had
their 17s. 6d. a week taken from them, but
of that body of men which rendered ex-
cellent service to the Public Works Depart-
ment who were emploved under specific
awards; and one of the clauses of those
awards provided for long service leave being
granted to them, not after 20 years’ ser-
vice as it is now, but after 10 years' service,
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The principal tragic effect of the action
taken by the Government to date is that
there are approximately 2,000 women who
are now wondering which of their hus-
bands will have a notice in their next pay
packets to the effect that their services are
no longer required.

I know that in the past, as a worker,
orie of the things that I and my fellow-
workers worried about most was the fear of
whether we would still he in a job the
following week.

Many of the people who have already
heen affected, and also those who are
likely to be affected in the future by the
action of the Government, are paying off
their homes. In many instances, too, there
are men who have only 18 months to go
before they become eligible for long ser-
vice leave, or only 18 months to serve he-
fore they reach retiring age. There seems
to be no logical reason for this move by
the Government except the extremely in-
adequate one published in the Press. What
do we find as a result of these men being
.dismissed? In one case the first worker in
question had his photograph, two celumns
wide, published in the Press.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon:
columns wide.

Four

The Hon. F. R. H. LAVERY: That man
was to be put off in the normal manner
provided, and had ho job to go to. However,
he had a job to go to provided he gave the
Daily News a story. That man made that
statement at a public meeting; and he
would not say that at a public meeting if
it were not true. That is the sort of pres-
sure that has been exerted on this man.
+ is actions such as that which have in-
stilled fear into the wives of the men who
are still employed. They have a feeling
of insecurity in that they do not know
whether their husbands will be next.

Many of these men have commitments
to meet, such as instalments on a motor-
car or some domestic appliance. One of
the speakers at the Liberal Party confer-
ence said these men were all capitalists
because they were buying motorcars and
refrigerators. However, let him think that!
How are these men to keep up their pay-
ments on such items when they have a
false sense of security?

In addition, many of these workers have
saved their money and planned how they
will spend their long service leave. They
have made arrangements toc leave their
children with relatives so that they may
spend their holidays in the Eastern States.
But what is the position now? Those
people are frightened to spend that money
on a holiday because they have o use
their savings for sustenance unless they
can prove to the Social Services Depari-
ment that they are in want and are eligible
for benefits.

It is all very well for the Minister to
suggest what will happen under his Gov-
ernment now that they are {in office; that
private enterprise will be encouraged to
establish industries here and so absorb
those men who are dismissed from Gov-
ernment employment. I am a proud Aus-
tralian and Britisher, and I ask the Min-
ister: Why have we not had a number of
industries established at Kwinana?

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: You tell us!

The Hon. F. R. H. LAVERY: Because
the refinery at Kwinana happens to be
British-controlled. I would point out that
in Victoria five industries have been es-
tablished mainly because the refinary
there is controlled by American interests.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: What has that
to do with the position?

The Hon. F. R. HL LAVERY: It has a
lot to do with it. The industries that
are established in the Eastern States are
subsidiaries of the companies that control
the American refineries. Because of that,
those subsidiary companies will not estab-
lish themselves here in association with a
British-controlled company. That is an
aspect to whichb we should give some con-
sideration. I{ is a pity that such indus-
tries cannnot bhe established in the
Kwinana area because at Calista and
Medina there is a fine school of 17 or 18
rooms, and also an excellent high school,
It is only recently, however, that some em-
ployment has been found for junior work-
ers at the refinery and the steel rolling
mills.

Communities such as Calista and
Medina will ecome into their own only
when large industries such as those al-
ready established begin to employ the
youngsters who are leaving the high
schools, in the districts. Members should
not think that the Labour Party did not
{ry to achieve that object. When the
trade mission went overseas last year it
met representatives of industrial concerns
which are extremely interested in estab-
lishing branches here. In fact, one con-
cern has already established itself, at a cost
of £180,000, in Rome-rd., Melville, but this
is not widely known because the site is in
a side street, and is not noticed by many
people.

That is one industry that has already
taken steps to commence operations in
this State; and it is only one of the 500
that have. Therefore, there is no need
for the Minister to make political capital
of the fact that by virtue of his Govern-
ment assuming office more employment
will be created.

I agree with him that certain persons
in the community are trying to whip
unionists into a frenzy, but if the Gov-
ernment handles this problem in the pro-
per way it will accede to the request of
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the AL.P. and deal with the problem by
constitutional methods. There is no need
for the Minister to mention that Thorn-
ton is our friend, because he is no friend
of ours whatsoever. We do not want him,
and I am sure the Minister does not want
him, either.

The Hon. A. P. Griffith: You’re telling
me!

The Hon. F. R. H. LAVERY: The Min-
ister also complained that the Public
Works Department drew in workmen from
private enterprise. I made the interjec-
tion that we had built 13 high schools in
the period the Labour Government was in
office. Those high schools were of such &
fine type that I know Mr. Cunningham
would like two or three similar ones built
in Kalgoorlie. Among them are the John
Curtin High School, Medina High School,
and Tuart Hill High School; and there is
now one being bhuilt in Thomas-st., Subi-
aco, in the Modern School grounds.

The Hon. G, €. MacKinnon: They are
all in the city.

The Hon. F. R. H. LAVERY: The hon.
member has a very fine high school at
Narrogin.

The Hon. 1. A, Logan: He does not be-
long to Narrogin.

The Hon. F. R. H. LAVERY: This body
af workmen was built up gradually, and
the Government, if it is intent on carrying
out its policy, would do well to consider
following the same practice by gradually
absorbing these men into private industry.
It could effect that gradual process by
leaving the men who are now employed
on the R. &. I. Bank huilding in their
present positions until the first floor of
that structure is completed. There would
be no need to dismiss any man until the
private contractor was prepared to take
over. By that time that eontractor would
probably he only too happy to continue
employing those men.

The information that I have, however,
is that the successful contractor is not
taking over even one of the .day labour
men embployed on the building. The work
done on the underpinning of the Town
Hall cost £60,000. The men employed on
that work were very highly trained and,
in my opinion, private enterprise should
be proud to obtain their services. Men-
tion has been made that a number of men
were dismissed from various jobs because
their services were superfluous. What
about the State Engineering Works in
Fremantle? Why were the services of the
men who were dismissed from that con-
cern superfluous? I would point out that
the State Engineering Works has made
£250,000 clear profit in the last five years.
Doing what? It was doing subcontract

work for private enterprise. It is all very
well for the Minister to smile, but I can
bring evidence and plenty of it.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: How much tax
did it pay?

The Hon.F. R. H, LAVERY: An amount
of £98,000 was made by this establishment
last year. There were 26 men sacked last
week and 29 this week., Not one wife of
the 200 men employed there knows
whether her position is secure.

The Hon. A. P, Griffith: And 217 per-
sons were sacked last October.

The Hon. P. R, H. LAVERY: I have no
argument withh the Government’s policy if
it wants to make a change. It says that it
has a mandate from the electors. I main-
tain it should bring about any change in a
humsane way. A number of these people
have not been able to get jobs. Because
they have heen thrifty and saved a small
sum over the years, they find they have to
live on their savings at present. The Min-
ister for Works has the address of every
employee who has worked in this depart-
ment, and it is easy to find out whether
70 or 80 of the men who were sacked are
working. The Leader of our Party could
tt.lhep be given the information which he

esires,

I do not want to take any mean advantage
of the Minister for Child Welfare by what
I am about to say, because he has not as
yet spoken.

The PRESIDENT: I hope the hon.
member will connect his remarks with the
amendment.

The Hon. F. R. H. LAVERY: 1 think
they are connected. If my remarks are not
so e¢onnected, I do not know what is. Of
course my remarks are connected with the
Child Welfare Department, as is the
amendment before us. A couple of years
ago when a slight recession set in through-
out the Commonwealth there was a great
number of unemploved in this State,

A number of them did not have sufficient
money on which to live, and the amount
provided by the Social Services Depart-
ment was not sufficient to enable them to
pay for the cost of a bed. Many meetings
were held in Fremantle. There was no
Communist influence attached to these
meetings, because neither Mr. Davies nor I
am a Communist. Mr. Davies did play a
very important part in the organisation of
these men who were out of work, with a
view to obtaining some benefits for them.
Many requests were made to the then Pre-
mier, and he Jlefi it to the members in
Fremantle to make some arrangements.

A great number of these people were
sleeping on the beaches at night and had
been picked up by the police for vagrancy.
They were being picked up for sleeping
behind the Church of England and the
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Catholic Church on vagrancy charges, and
sentenced to a week's imprisonment. These
were clean honest people who had pre-
viously had nothing to do with the courts.
We were asked to find a building in Fre-
mantle so that they could be accommeoda-
ted at night. The Premier gave an
assurance that if we could do this he
would find the bedding. Unfortunately
we could not find a building.

The Premier, through the Child Welfare
Department, made available a small amount
of money to these people—17s. 6d. a week
—to enable them to be provided with a
bed. During the two years when this plan
was in operation, 12,000 individual pay-
ments of 17s. 6d. were made. These figures
are approximate. Not cne of those 12,000
payments was made before ratification by
a very high officer in the Child Welfare De-
partment in the person of Mr. Mather,

These payments were made at the club-
rooms of the South Fremantle Foothall
Club. From 9 a.m. until midday each Wed-
nesday, the single unemployed were atien-
ded to. No-one with the slightest indica-
tion of intoxication received any payment,
and no-one received a payment without
Mr, Mather having certified his neediness.
Those people then went up to the cashier
and were paid 17s. 6d.

In the afternoon fthe married people
were attended to, and over the two years
when this plan was in operation 12,000
payments were made. Anyone who has
been in the public service for any length
of time will be aware of the integrity of
Mr. Mather. He was aaai=ant that any
person seeking relief, who had not played
the game, be sent on his way; and many
were.

If the Minister were o investigate the
set-up under which people were paid when
they were not entitled to receive payment,
he would find a very small percentage. It
might amount to 100 cases out of 12,000.
Some people may be able to put it across
Mr. Mather for one week, but not the next.
What happened in Perth, I have not the
slightest idea. My colleagsue and I in
Fremantle were most interested in the
unemployed people there.

On the very last day on which they re-
ceived payment—they had been given a
fortnight's notice of the suspension of
these payments—some 220 people were
attended to and received 17s. 6d. each by
lla.m. By noon, 300 people had been dealt
with, of whom 290 received payment and 10
were refused. All of the parliamentary
members in Fremantle were present that
morning. We inquired of various persons
recelving assistance as to their situation,
where they lived and what they were doing.
We asked one from here and there, and not
as they came through.

When I was questioning these people
there was an officer from the department
present, and he can verify that what I am

now saying is correct. The first case con-
cerned a person over 45 years of age. He
was rather big in build, and was a clean
type of person. He is one who will
normally get a job when one is available.
He obtained a room and breakfast for £2
a week, and his fares were costing him 10s.
for travelling to find work. These fares
were for trips made to the meatworks at
South Fremantle, He walked to North
Fremantle and other places. In addition,
his other expenses included toilet requisites
such as soap at 1s. and haircut at 1ls. per
week. He did his own laundry but he sent
out one white shirt to be washed each week.
He could not pay anything towards the
Hospital Benefits Fund. His total expenses
came to £2 l4s, 6d. With the added pay-
ment from the State Government he was
receiving £4 2s. 6d. a week. Out of this
he needed £1 8s. for the other two meals
each day and for any other expenses.

The next person was asked the same
question. He was a young man about 24
years of age who had been in permanent
work in the woo! industry for a long time.
He had been iil, but on his recovery from
illness he could not obtain employment.
He lived at home and paid his mother £2
for board out of the £4 2s. 6d. he was re-
ceiving. He paid the usual fares and 4s. a
week to the Hospital Benefits Fund. Be-
cause his mother was very old he had to
send his laundry out, and that cost him
12s, 9d. a week. He had a surplus of a few
shillings. The two persons I have referred
to were behind in their union dues. They
did not have the money to pay.

In the third case, the person’s expenses
were £2 1s. a week. He did his own ecook-
ing, but he had to buy the keresene. He
had £2 2s. 6d. left, and he was really rich!

The fourth person interviewed had a
room costing £1 2s. 6d. a week, He cut
the lawn and did other odd jobs, and for
those duties he was supplied with break-
fast, free. These cases concerned ordinary
types of persons and not derelicts. This
person paid 3s. 3d. a week to the Hospital
Benefits Fund. He had £2 0s. 9d. left out

of his £4 25, 6d., s0 he was comparatively
rich.

In the fifth case the expenses amounted
to £2 2s. 6d. a week, and this person had
£1 16s. left, but he had to purchase quite a
guarlxjtliby of medicine, because he had heart

rouble.

Had we known the intention of the Gov-
ernment to discontinue these weekly pay-
ments of 17s. 6d. we would have invited
the Minister for Child Welfare to come to
Fremantle and see what was habppening.
I am quite sure that if he had done so,
he would have been satisfied that very few
people were putting it across the depart-
ment. As this is the middle of winter, the
least the Minister can do is to give serious
consideration to reinstating the payments
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of 17s. 6d. a week. If he agrees, we can
produce the needy unemployed, and Mr.
Mather can give him the full facts.

It is very difficult for the State to carry
on this good work without co-operation
and assistance from the Commonwealth
Social Services Department. If the
Minister were to call for an inquiry by
his department, he would be completely
astounded to find that the State had to
find the money for the rendering of this
sustenance through the Child Welfare De-
partment.

I have the permission of one of the
people mentioned by me to quote his name;
in fact, he wishes me to do so, but I do
not think that his name should be given
because he happens to be unemployed. I
can supply it to the Minister privately.

For some time, this chap was out of
work in Fremantle. He obtained a job
on the Commonwealth Railways out in the
never-never country and he stayed at this
job for 18 months, Finally he was a lead-~
ing ganger. He is rather a diminutive
type of chap, about 5 ft, 5 in. or 5 ft. 4 in.
tall. After heing outhack for 18 months
he began to feel the strain and considered
he was entitled to some sort of a break.
Therefore, he returned to the eity.

He was only back one day when he was
knocked down by a motorcar. Because of
that accident he was off from work for
five months. When he went back to the
Social Services Department to see if he
could obtain employment he was told that
he could go back to the job which he pre-
viously held. He pointed out to them that
he had been there for 18 months and that
there were gther fellows who had never
left Fremantle. He also told them that he
was living at home with his mother who
was T4 years of age, and he considered
that he should be given a job in the metro-
pol;tan area or, failing that, obtain the
social service benefit.

He was unable to get the social service
benefit and the Labour Government
assisted him with the payment of 17s. 6d.
I point this out in order that the Govern-
ment may know what is going on. I believe
that we should be Christian enough not to
make this a political matter.

We in the Labour movement believe the
unions, in their own right, should keep
their own cases away from politics alto-
gether. However, what did this Govern-
ment do? It made the situation a political
one by placing it on its platform. There-
fore, politics were brought into it. It is
against the milk of human kindness to
bring in politics to decide whether a man
getstfood or not. I support the amend-
ment.

On motion by the Hon. F. D. Willmott,
debate adjourned.

House adjourned at 533 p.m.

Fegislative Amspmbly

Thursday, the 2nd July, 1959.
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