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Questions and Answers.

'"HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY.

Wednesday, August 8, 1962.

The SPEAKER (Hon. T. C. Stott) took the
Chair at 2 p.m. and read prayers.

QUESTIONS.

ROLLING STOCK. .

Mr. FRANK WALSH: Today, a newspaper
report on the Commonwealth Budget states:

South Australia will be granted £1,300,000

for the purchase of 12 diesel-eleetric loco-
motives and 100 waggons to transport ore on
the Broken Hill to Port Pirie railway.
Can the Premier say whether this Government
intends to eonstruct any of these diesel-eleetric
locomotives and waggons at the Islington
workshops?

The Hon. Sir THOMAS PLAYFORD: The
answer to the honourable member’s question
could well be ‘“‘yes and no’’. Dealing with
‘Qiesel-electric locomotives, the Government
carefully inquired to see whether the loco-
motives could be constructed in South
Australia. In fact the calling of tenders was
delayed for a considerable period while we
investigated what was involved in the con-
struction of the locomotives and whether South
Australia could usefully secure such an
industry. We found that many components
required for the locomotives had to be imported
irrespective of where the locomotives were
constructed.  Further, the Railways Com-
missioner  strongly recommended against
adopting such a course in South Australia.
As far as locomotives are concerned, the
answer is ‘‘No’’, and in relation to waggons
L‘Yes!1.

Mr. BYWATERS: I was disappointed to
hear the Premier’s answer. He said that the
Railways Commissioner had been consulted in
this matter. A number of men in the Railways
Department have told me that in the past
these large locomotives could be built here
satisfactorily, that in fact the Bluebird
railear was built here, and that it was their
opinion that these locomotives could be built
in South Australia by our workmen. Will the
Premier ask the Railways Commissioner for
a full report on the possibility of these
locomotives being built satisfactorily in South
Australia’?

The Hon. Sir THOMAS PLAYFORD: The
position regarding these locomotives is the same
as that which applied with the Bluebird railears
the honourable member has referred to. The
framework for those railcars was made here,
although the power units were not made in
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Australia at all but imported from overseas.
They are a complex machine, and for the
number that would be made here the tooling
up would certainly be completely uneconomie.
It is a question not of whether we eould
build the locomotives but of what the
cost would be, whether it would be economie,
and, indeed, whether we could have continuity
of the industry if we produced them here. This
matter was the subject of the closest scrutiny
by the Government: an investigation involving,
I think, two months took place before the
contract was let. Ultimately the firm that got
the contract, although it did not undertake to
make locomotives in South Australia, under-
took to establish a worthwhile permanent
industry here. It is a large organization with
other irons in the fire, so to speak, and it is
establishing an industry here that will benefit
us. I shall be happy to get the information
the honourable member seeks.

DRUG SALES.

Mr. JENKINS: A report in this morning’s
Advertiser states:

The National Health and Medical Research

Couneil will recommend that the pain killing
drug phenacetin be obtainable only on a
doctor’s preseription.
The report also states that 53 deaths have
probably been caused through use of this drug.
Will the Premier consider whether this drug
should be supplied in South Australia only
on a doctor’s prescription?

The Hon., Sir THOMAS PLAYFORD: A
Bill has been introduced in another place
dealing with the control of drugs. I will
submit the honourable member’s specific ques-
tion to the Minister of Health and obtain a
reply as soon as possible.

GAUGE STANDARDIZATION.

Mr. HUTCHENS: Last night I listened to
the Budget speech and was disappointed with
the treatment South Australia received. West-
ern Australia is to receive £4,300,000 for
rail gauge standardization, whereas South Aus-
tralia is to receive only £1,300,000 for the loco-
motives and waggons mentioned earlier by the
Leader of the Opposition. In view of these
figures, and the announcement concerning them,
can the Premicr say whether it is correet to
assume that gauge standardization in South
Australia has been postponed indefinitely?

The Hon. Sir THOMAS PLAYFORD: Yes.

I received a letter from the Prime Minister
to that effect early this week.
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Mr. CASEY: Will the Premier make avail-
able the contents of the letter, as it direetly
concerns my electorate?

The Hon. Sir THOMAS PLAYFORD: I
see no reason why it should not be made
available. It is a public letter, not a classified
letter. I will let the honourable member
have a copy of it.

SOUTH-EAST ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES,
"Mr. HARDING: Can the Premier say
whether the work on the powerline to the South-
East is proceeding according to schedule, and
also’ whether there has been any increase in
the use of and demand for eleetricity at Mount
Gambier, Nangwarry and throughout the
district?

The Hon. Sir THOMAS PLAYFORD: The
honourable member was good enough to inform
my Secretary that he wanted this information
and I have a report that states that the
132,000-volt powerline to the South-East is pro-
ceeding according to schedule, and that the
amount of power delivered by the Mount
Gambier and Nangwarry power stations in
July, 1962, was 5,834,000 units, which was a
record: the previous highest monthly figure
was 5,368,000 units in May, 1962.

CHOWILLA DAM.

Mr. CURREN: At a recent meeting of the
Industries Development Special Committee at
Renmark, submissions were made regarding
timber stands, primarily of red gum, that
would be inundated because of the building of
the Chowilla dam. Will the Minister of Agri-
culture see whether this timber can be made
available to milling interests for milling as
railway sleepers?

The Hon. D. N, BROOKMAN: I will
examine this question. I point out, however,
that the projeet is by no means sufficiently
definite for people to arrange for disposing
of timber, and that in other cases where
reservoirs have been constructed arrangements
have been made to dispose of the usable timber
before the reservoirs have filled. I do not
think this would be overlooked in connection
with this project, but I will take the matter
up with the appropriate authorities to aseertain
the position.

POULTRY CONFERENCE.

Mr. FREEBAIRN: The conference of the
World’s Poultry Secience Association will soon
be held in Sydney. ¥as the Minister of
Agriculture authorized any of his officers to
attend and, if so, how many?

The Hon. D. N. BROOKMAN: Yes, some
officers are going, but I am not sure of the
number. I will get details for the honourable
member as soon as possible. '

OLD BELAIR ROAD.

Mr. MILLHOUSE: A few months ago I
made submissions to the Minister of Roads
about the Old Belair Road with a view to its
improvement because of the great amount of
traffic it carries, even though it is not at
present classified as a main road. The Minister
replied at that time that he was having
investigations made. Will the Minister of
Works ask his colleague whether those investi-
gations have been made and, if they have, will
he ascertain with what result?

The Hon. G. G. PEARSON: Up to this
point I have mot received any communication
from my colleague, but the honourable mem-
ber’s remarks will now come before him and
I will receive a report in due course.

MELBOURNE EXPRESS TIME TABLE.

Mr. NANKIVELL: On July 25 T asked the
Minister of Works whether he would obtain a
report from the Railways Commissioner to
determine whether or not the time table of the
Melbourne Express could be altered to permit
the train to stop at Coonalpyn if and when
requested to do so. Has the Minister obtained
that report?

The Hon. G. G. PEARSON: My colleague,
the Minister of Railways, informs me that the
great majority of patrons on the Overland
travel between Adelaide and Melbourne., In
July, 1960, the provisional stops at Cooke
Plains, Coomandook, Coonalpyn and Tintinara
were discontinued to improve the schedule of
this train and to emsure punctual arrival at its
destination, This action was essential to retain
patronage and preserve the character of the
Overland as an express. It may not be realized
that each stop involves eight to ten minutes, and
if a request is granted for a provisional stop
at one place, stops will no doubt be requested
at a number of other places. The stations
between Tailem Bend and Serviceton are
provided with a daily railear in each direction
and a night passenger train three times weekly
in each direction. This service is a good deal
better than that enjoyed by most other country
districts. The Commissioner regrets that he is
unable to agree to the request that a provisional
stop be made at Coonalpyn.
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ABORIGINES. institutions also. It has always been a prob-
Mr. RICHES: Last week I asked the lem to obtain employment for them when they

Minister of Works, as Minister in charge of
the Aborigines Department, to inquire whether
any organization had been set up in South
Australia to assist natives in obtaining employ-
ment, or, if there had not, whether it was
anybody’s specific responsibility to see that
employment was available for our aboriginal
children as they left school. I consider that
to be one of the most important factors in
the general policy of assimilation. Has the
Minister a reply to that question?

The Hon. G. G. PEARSON: I have a report
from the Acting Secretary of the Aborigines
Protection Board, which bears out the informa-
tion that I gave the honourable member last
week but which contains additional informa-
tion that I think he would be glad to have.
The head of the department reports that
activity within the department has been
expanded recently to emphasize the employment
aspeet more. The department has been some-
what short-staffed for some years but not
long ago it was fortunate in securing the
services of an officer who had recently come
to the department from overseas and whose
particular duties in the serviee in which he
had been engaged overseas concerned personnel
and industrial relations. He has now been
given the task, amongst other things, of con-
centrating on employment and it is proposed
now to set up within the department, and
centred around this officer, a small employment
section, I continue by quoting from this
report:

In continuance of the arrangements recently
made by the honourable the Minister with
other Cabinet Ministers, the officer in charge
of this section will now visit all large employers
of labour, both Government and private
industry. These visits will be undertaken with
a view to ascertaining the employment potential
of the various concerns, and every effort will
be made to eéncourage those employers who
have not hitherto employed aborigines to do so.
When the survey has been completed the officer
in charge of the section will travel to all areas
within the State in order to meet and diseuss
the employment of aborigines with employers
in the remoter areas and to familiarize himself
with conditions to which he is at the moment
unaccustomed.

I think the honourable member will see from

what I have said that the department is

emphasizing this aspect of its work.

Regarding the employment of juniors, we
lLave a considerable number of children who
are in the homes of foster parents maintained
by the department financially, and in other

complete their education, be it primary or
secondary, and leave school. I would inter-
polate that quite a few, I am glad to say, are
going on to secondary education and doing
well. But the time comes when they leave sehool
and we have laid special emphasis always on
this point in obtaining employment for them. I
think we have been reasonably successful in
that regard. It is a eritical time in their
development, and we are loath to see a return
to the camp or outback conditions from which
they eame originally. The department is
always anxious to see that they ecan be
employed—in other words, that the training
they have had as youths or girls up to the
adolescent stage is not lost by their return to
more primitive conditions. We have made
every effort, and with, some degree of suecess,
in that direction.

PORT PIRIE DAMS.

Mr. McKEE: Has the Premier a reply to
the question I asked last week about the liguid
waste dams at the rear of the Port Pirie
uranium treatment plant?

The Hon. Sir THOMAS PLAYFORD: The

" Director of Mines reports as follows:

The tailings dams at the Port Pirie Chemieal
Treatment Plant were never patrolled even in
the days of full production. There is much
less liquor in the dams now than over the past
seven years, but the liquor is highly acid and
certainly dangerous if in contact with persons
or clothing. Children have never frequented
this area and they are not often seen near the
dams at the present time. The only certain
way to keep children clear if they were intent
on entering would be to totally enclose all
dams with a proper security fence at an overall
cost of approximately £5,000. The dams are
clearly marked on all sides with prominent
signs, which read, ‘‘Danger, Poisonous Liquids,
Keep Clear of Dams, S.A. Department of
Mines.’’ Parental control appears the most
likely method of keeping children elear of the
area. Publicity recently given this matter in
local and the Adelaide press should assist in
drawing parents’ attention to the problem. A
Mines Department officer will visit homes near
at hand to the tailings dams and ensure that
parents are aware of the danger.

HEART DISEASES.

Mr. HUGHES: In view of the fact that
the Department of Public Health issues a
valuable booklet relating to the general health
of the people, will the Premier take up with
the Minister of Health the matter of his eon-
sidering the production, for the benefit of the
people, of a booklet setting out in non-technieal
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terms the present information of the mediecal
profession as to the causes of the various types
of heart disease?

The Hon. Sir THOMAS PLAYFORD: The
department issues, I think monthly, a booklet
on public health. I will submit the honour-
able member’s sugzestion to the Minister of
Health to see if the matter raised can be
included in the publication.

. FISHING.

Mr. FRANK WALSH: Early in June I
received correspondence from fishermen at Port
Lincoln. I communicated with the Minister of
Marine, who represents the area, and in a
letter I got from him on July 17 certain
matters were mentioned, which information had
been obtained from the Minister of Agriculture.
There is one portion of the letter on which I
desire eclarification, if that is possible. I
quote:

Regarding the three matters specifically men-
tioned in your letter, I understand the legal
minimum length of whiting is at present under
review. This applies also to the question of
licensing. The possibility of dividing ecom-
mercial and amateur licences is being considered
from all aspects.

Can the Minister of Agriculture say when a
decision is likely to be reached on the three
points?

The Hon. D. N. BROOKMAN: If there
is a decision to make about an alteration to
any of these matters, I cannot say when it will
be taken. The particular matters mentioned by
the Leader are subject to the most intense
disagreement, particularly the question of the
legal sizes of fish. Everything is a matter of
opinion and practically nothing ecan be proved
one way or another on whether an
alteration should be made. That makes
it tremendously difficult to alter the sfatus
quo without some fairly strong evidence.
We are trying to determine that now, but I
cannot say how long it will be before we can
do so. I should like to be able to give a
firmer answer, but I think I would be doing
a disservice to the industry if I did.

SLUM CLEARANCE.

Mr. HUTCHENS: I have received the
following letter from the Town Clerk of the
Hindmarsh  Corporation  regarding  slum
elearance:

You are well aware of the housing conditions
within the area of the Municipality of Hind-
marsh, particularly in Bowden and DBrompton
wards. The couneil is most anxious that
some steps should he taken to put in hand as
soon as possible with the object of clearing
'some of the area of the very unsatisfactory

conditions. The council therefore passed the
following resolutions on July 30 last, and- I
have been directed to request that you -com-
sider taking action along the lines set ouf.
The resolutions are:

That the Corporation of the Town of
Hindmarsh views with alarm the practice
cf charging exorbitant rents for what
can only be described as slum dwellings
and urges the Government to eommence
such active steps as it deems necessary
to put in hand a vigorous slum clearance
progect within the metropuiiiau area.

The Government is also urged to study
legislation and to consider whether it
would be prepared to hand necessary
authority to local government to handle
slum eclearance, as it has no power at
present to enter this field of activity as
compared with overseas, where local
government makes a sigmificant contribu-
tion to slum clearance.

Will the Premier accede to this request?

The Hon. Sir THOMAS PLAYFORD: The
letter refers to two matters, the first of which
is rents charged for slum dwellings. Legisla-
tion has been on the Statute Book for some
time that enables the authority—the Housing
Trust in this instance—to deeclare a building
substandard and to fix a rent in acecordance
with its value, taking into account that it is
substandard. It was used widely towards the
end of the war and it led to substantial
improvements in the standard of many houses,
because the owner of a house which was
declared substandard and which as a conse-
quence had a low rent fixed for it immediately
took steps to see that renovations were made
and satisfactory conditions were established.
However, I am not sure that the legislation
goes as far as the problem requires, but the
Housing Trust has been given specific powers .
under it. It hias power to acquire and pull down
slum areas, and to re-establish them. If I
may digress, the problem is that the land is
not owned by the Government or the Housing
Trust; it is privately owned, and, the moment
any action is taken to acquire it, the cost
suddenly becomes exorbitant. The Vietorian
Government took up this work actively, and
in some instanees land which had previously
had slums on it assumed a value of £40,000
an acre. This high price meant that the only
type of housing that was feasible was high
density housing—flats of eight or 10 storeys.
That is expensive. Heavy losses are assco-
ciated with it and it provides a type of
accommodation that this House generally has
never supported. We believe that the best
type of housing for people, particularly those
with families (and those are the ones we
have to ecater for more especially at the
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moment) is where there is some ground
space with the possibility of having a little
bit of living area around the cottages con-
cerned. As to the second part of the ques-
tion, it is true that local governments over-
seas have made a contribution to housing, but
I doubt whether it is within the financial
ability of any council here to shoulder that
work at the moment. Personally, I have no
objections to it if councils were able to stand
up to the financial obligation required, but
I doubt whether they are in that position.
Many of them are in diffienlty in carrying
out their present services, though I do rot
mean that to apply particularly to the Hind-
marsh Corporation. - I do not know its finan-
cial position; but speaking generally, South
Australian councils are having the greatest
difficulty in keeping pace with development
and maintaining satisfactory roadways and
other facilities within their scope.

ENCOUNTER BAY WATER SUPPLY.

Mr. JENKINS: Last week the Minister
of Works in reply to my question in relation
to the Encounter Bay water district said he
expected that the new water scheme would be
in operation by November next. I am pleased
about that and so are many of my con-
stituents. Discussing the matter with them
at the week-end I was informed that they
had been told by a departmental officer that
the water scheme could go into operation all
right, except that electricity was mnot yet
connected and that it would not be possible
to operate the new pumps, owing to the lack
of power at Goolwa, where the pumps are
gituated. Can the Minister say whether there
is any basis of fact in that statement and
if so will he endeavour to take steps to
remedy the position? I had a look at the
scheme during the week-end and everything is
ready to link up the wiring to the electricity
transformer.

The Hon. G. G. PEARSON: The answer that
I previously gave to the honourable member
‘obviously took into account difficulties of every
kind. Whether they related to electricity or
to the physical matter of constructing or com-
pleting the pumping station or the mains,
I did not know. In any case, whatever
the problem at the moment the department is
hastening to overcome it. I will make inquiries
whether it be the Electricity Trust or the
Engineering and Water Supply Department
which is required to finish its particular part of
the job. Both departments are well known
for attempting to do their best at all times.

ADDRESS IN REPLY.
Adjourned debate on the motion for adop-
tion, which Mr. Frank Walsh had moved to
amend.

(For wording of amendment see page 182.)
(Continued from August 7. Page 423.)

Mr. JENNINGS (Enfield): Before I con-
clude my remarks, I should like to apologize
to the House for a misunderstanding that
occurred yesterday afternoon. While I was
speaking my Party Whip came to me and said
something, mentioning 5.15 p.m. I assumed
from that that an arrangement had been made
with the House to adjourn at that time. I
found out afterwards that what he had said
was that if I were still speaking after 5.15 p.m.
the member for Chaffey (Mr. Curren) would
then be able to secure the adjournment, thus
saving him from starting his speech late in the
afternoon. I regret any inconvenience it might
have caused the House, but I cannot conceive
that the inconvenience was great.

The first of the remaining few things I wish
to speak about concerns a district matter—the
sewage farm in my electorate. I understand
that for 40 years promises have been made
that the farm will be removed, and it appears
that we are getting somewhere now and that
it will be moved into a more appropriate area.
Recently, I asked the Minister of Works a
question about this and he gave a satisfactory
answer, but I wish to insist, as far as I may
insist that when the sewage plant is removed
from Islington the land on which it stands
should under no ecircumstances be made avail-
able to speculators. I believe that the farm
is in an area where the land would be valuable
for industrial purposes because it is in a
largely industrial areca, However, as it is also
in an area surrounded by a thick population,
I believe that some of that land should be made
available for recreational purposes. I make
that plea hoping that the Minister will give
it due consideration, because I believe this is
an important matter in that area, which is
surrounded by Ferryden Park, Duilley Purk,
Kilburn, Mansfield Park, Dry Creck and Wing-
field,. and they are all densely populated. If
some part of the sewage farm could be kept
as open spaces that would be a great boon to
residents in that distriet.

The other district matter that I mention
concerns the Gepps Cross hostel. This is one
of the few places left in my electorate that is
a real eyesore and, in faet, it has all the ear
marks of an eyesore. The Gepps Cross Hostel
is a dismal place: it is a heart-breaking and
depressing place. I asked the Premier a
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question about the hostel during the last session
and he then agreed that it was the type of
housing accommodation that we should be
getting rid of, '

‘Mr. Lawn:

Mr. JENNINGS: I think we have almost
got rid of the Government, but that will take
care of itself in a limited time and I hope the
same will apply to the hostel. In answer to a
" question today the Premier, when speaking
about multi-storey flats, said that most of us
favoured the type of housing where people had
a little privacy. I assure the House that that
does not apply at the hostel. Once you walk
out of the front door—there is no back door—
you are right in the open. The children have
nowhere to play. They walk out into dust
in the summer and into mud in the winter, and
nine times out of ten rush out on to the roads.
Fortunately the roads there are so bad that
cars cannot travel fast and accidents are
thereby avoided.

Like the Government!

In the past people who have stayed in the
hostel for several years have been unable to
transfer into proper accommodation and have
gradually given up hope, resigning themselves to
spending the rest of their lives in this sort of
accommodation, thereby beecoming not quite the
assets to the community that they normally
would be. I know attempts have been made to
improve conditions at the hostel, -but the place
has deteriorated to such an extent that the
only way to improve it would be to pull it
down. I realize that the hostel was first taken
over from the Commonwealth Government by
the Housing Trust, as the agent of the State,
as a political stunt.

The Premier, realizing that the people there,
dissatisfied as they were with the hostel when
it was run by Commonwealth Hostels, were
most likely to vote against the then Liberal
members for Sturt and Prospect, thought they
might be mollified somewhat if they received a
slightly better deal in the way of stoves in
their flats and a little more privacy than they
had when they dined together in dining halls.
That political stunt rebounded and the Liberal
members for Sturt and Prospeet lost their
seats.
stunt in the beginning it has now reached the
stage where the Government should say to the
Commonwealth, ‘‘This is really a Common-
wealth matter anyway. ~We unloaded the
difficulty off you, in the first place. Can you
give us some kind of financial assistance to
rehouse these people, because over 300 families
live there?’’ I agree with the Premier’s

Hl

‘Therefore, whilst it was a -politieal

answer last session that the place should be
pulled down but if that were dome without
provision for extra housing then there would
be an even bigger drain on houses built by the
Housing Trust. I wonder whether that matter
could be taken up.

I wish to refer to some of the remarks made
in this debate by the member for Burra. I
believe we had all expected in the circumstances
a rather vituperative speech from the honour-
able member in reply to what he himself called
the ‘‘chidings’’ he had received from this side
of the House in regard to his recent activities.
Rut this was not forthcoming. Like Harold
Holt’s Budget his speech turned out to be a
bit.of a damp squib. The honourable member
was very objectionable, I thought, when he
accused members on this side of the House of
repudiating their Oath of Allegiance to the
Queen. The fact that the Opposition did not
attend the presentation of the Speaker to His
Excellency was no reflection whatsoever on the
Queen’s representative, nor could it reasonably
be construed as such; nor was it, indeed, a
personal reflection on you, Mr. Speaker. It was
a gesture we made as a protest at the whole
sordid business of dismissing for political
reasons a perfectly good Speaker and replacing
him with one who might prove to be just as
good but who was put in that position for the
basest of reasoms. As a consequence, we
believed that we were not obliged to assist in
the introduction to the Governor of a Speaker
we did not support and did not want.

Mr. Harding: What has that to do with the
medal business?

Mr. JENNINGS: We on this side of the
House do not repudiate our oaths mor do we
break our pledges to our Party. Perhaps
loyalty, like charity, should begin at home
and then burgeon into wider spheres. I believe
the member for Burra, who is a man with
many admirable attributes, has certainly not
shown much loyalty to things that he has been
associated with in the past. The member
started off by saying:

I have realized—and I think all other hon-
ourable members have realized—that I am
continually under fire. I do not mind that;
it is part and parcel of the life of Parliament
thdt eriticism is offered, and if it is justified
it can be accepted. I accept all the criticism
of my actions and do not apologize for any
one of them. The action that I have taken
regardmg this Parliament and this Govern-
ment is something that I will always be proud
of. "If honoursble members think that they
can justly criticize me-for that action, 1.accept
that.in. the spirit in which it is meant. . But
there is, sometimes, just a little cr1t101sm that
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can hurt, and 1 do not think any honourable
member should hurt dehberately in that way.
I'am not referring to myself .in this instance;
I <o not think anybody can hurt me very
much,
What he was referring to was another most
regrettable incident relating to the subjeet
matter of the last interjection. I shall not
pursve it, because I think it could develop into
an ugly situation. He concluded by saying:
I ha.e been aceused by the member for
Ade'aide (Mr. Lawn) of having applied to join
the Liberal Party.
I imagined that this reply was prompted by
one of the member for Adelaide’s exploratory
interjections, but apparently it was not,
because Mr. Quirke said:

I have not applied—as yet—but my point
is this: if I did join, T would remove. from the
Opposition its .majority of one, and then it
would be ‘‘all square’”’. T have been chided
all the time and I think that, sconer than stand
it any longer, I shall have to take some steps
because I will not tolerate it any longer. There
is a limit to what a man can withstand.

I think it is obvious from that statement that
the member for Adelaide must have had some
information because the admission is eclearly
that the member for Burra is seeking admission
to the Liberal Party if it will have him.

Mr. Frank Walsh:

Mr. JENNINGS:
must have.

Mr. Frank Walsh:
decision today.

Mr. JENNINGS: It must be hard up, then.
I cannot say that it will remove the majority
of one from us because we have not got it now.
We have never had a majority while he
has been in the House It will do nothing
but make his position clear. I read somewhere
that someone once said, ‘T don’t know whether

e has already applied.

It seems as though he

The Party made its

that bird is a duck but if it Waddles like a

duck, if it quacks like a duck and if it swims
like a duck, then as far as T am coneerned it
is a duck.”” As far as I am concerned, seeing
that the member for Burra talks like a Liberal,
and behaves like a Liberal, he is a Liberal and
might as well be on the other side of the Ilouse
with the Liberals.

I intend to refer to a matter that will not -

surprise members because they all have a copy
of the document from which I shall quote.
The letter is over the signature of Dr. Gillis
and' I am particularly interested in it because
it seems as though an injustice may have been
done him, Dr. Gillis is a constituent of mine,
and Morris Hospltal of which he is the Medical

Supermtendent is'in my electorate, so I believe"

I am Justlﬁed in quotm,g some of this corres-
pondence Incidentally, I have spoken with
Dr. Gillis over the telephone about this matter.
He states in his letter:

I am writing to you, as everybody knows it
is the responsibility of each individual member
of Parliament, irrespective of Party (and I am
not aware to which Party some I am writing
to belong), not only to wateh the interests of
his own’ eonstituems, but also to guald the
rights of cvery individual eitizen. It is the
very fact of the existence of Parliament in a
democratie country, with its individual members,
that protects the citizen against arbltrary
injustice and victimization, whatever his p051—
tion in the community happens to be.

Apart from the obvious rights of thé publie
in the matter, as patients and as taxpayers, I
have been denied my clear rights under the
Public Service Act to the -appointment of
Assistant Medical Superintendent, Northfield
Wards, Royal Adelaide Hospital. I know there
can be mo true evidence against me, beeause
none exists, and, when I inquired from every
person with 1espons1b111ty for this appointment,
what evidence, if any, with proof that it was
true, had heen produced to them against me, I
was positively refused any information. In
addition, the Minister of Health has been 80
misdirected that he has now thrcatened me
with disciplinary action if I, a senior profes:
sional officer, try to prevent mlsrepresentatlons
being successfully passed on to him and other
high officials before he and they got the trnth
from me.

Only. last night, the senior magistrate, Mr,
L. F. J. Johnston, is reported as having stated
that the important thing was that no man was
to be convicted unless his guilt was established
beyond reasonable doubt. ‘It is this ‘beyond
reasonable doubt’ that distinguishes us from
some countries overseas, where the word of the
official is always rlght”, Mr. Johnston sald
Implieit in this statement of Mr. Johnston i§
of course the other fundamental difference—
that the official has to produce his evidence
with reasonable proof of its truth, and the
evidence is never withheld from a cltlzen 80,
that he cannot refute it.

You will see from the enclosures that I am
entitled to this appointment from every poinf
of view—overwhelming. superiority of qualifica-
tion, a record of absolute loyaity to the
authorities and the patients in the carrying out
of my duties, all the rights under the Public -
Service Act, and ordinary fair dealing. In
addition, the public, are entitled to the best
qualified person that can be obtained for them,
thereby the money available to the authonhes
being spent to the best advantage for the public
and the patients, and not wasted.. You will
sce that no evidence of any kind has. been
produced against me, not even at the hearing of
the appeals board. You could check on this for’
yourself on the tape recordmg that was taken
of the hearing.

I finally appealed. to His Excellency, the.
Governor and the Executive Council. This
appeal was acknowledged by His Excellency.'
through his secretary, and by Mr. King, signing
as Clerk to the Executive Council. But I haye;
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received no answer to this appeal either from’

His Excellency the Governor or from the
Executive Council through the Clerk to the
Executive Council, Mr. King. On June 9 I
wrote to Sir Lyell McEwin, in answer to a
letter he had written me through Mr. King,
signing as Under Secretary, and I emphasized
that I was in no way implying a eriticism or
reflection on the conduct of the actual hearing

of my appeal by the appeals board, and stressed -

that I was only saying that a mistake and
only a mistake had been made.

I received no answer to this letter. After
six weeks, I wrote asking all the people who
will be responsible for the final appointment
what evidence against me had been produced
to them. The replies ircluded some that
indicated that the authors had not taken
part in any proper consideration of the matter
at all; one that said that the person concerned
was not required to justify his decisions;
and others that refused the information on
the grounds of secrecy. Nobody would deny
that certain deliberations of boards or com-
mittees must, of course, be confidential. On
the other hand, nobody can have any legitimate
grounds for saying that the matter in q:estion
is one that needs to be secret or confidential
in any way.

The SPEAKER: Order! I assumed that
the honourable member intended to quote from
that letter. He cannot read the whole letter.
T realize that this is a case of alleged injustice,
and I do not want to interfere unduly with
the honourable member, but this is a lengthy
document. The honourable member may inter-
sperse it with argument, but he may not read
it all. He may quote from it.

Mr. JENNINGS: I understand that, and
I am going to intersperse it with some of my
comments soon. I have almost completed
quoting this part, and I hope that you, Mr.
Speaker, will bear with me a little longer.
The letter continues:

I was not asking to have any confidential
deliberations revealed to me, only what evi
dence against me had been produced to the
members of these boards and the Executive
Council so that I could have the eommon
justice of being able to refute it and show
it up as false. I am sorry that the Minister
of Health should have been so misled as to
feel as insulting the paragraph I had ineluded

to show that 1 knew there could not possibly -

be any true evidence against me. It was not
so, of course, and not intended as such, and
not stated as such by the other people, includ-
ing the Premier, who answered my letter.
You will see, Sir, that the Premier must have
a more efficient secretary than has the Minister
of Health. The letter continues:

Apart from other very serious matters involved, |

in one matter it has been proved and recorded

on a Hansard transeript that incorreet faets :
and misrepresentations have been put and left .

on official files by two officials, who have also
passed on misrepresentations concerning myself

to the Director-General of Medical Services and
others, even to the extent of causing, as long
ago as 1960, an official threat of a charge
under the Public Serviee Aet against me on
false evidence, which one or hoth of them
supplied, and both knew to be false.

Then follows a paragraph which I shall leave-
out because it is repetition. The final para-
graph reads:

It is well known that I am a senior professional .

publie servant, just carrying out my work
conscientiously, with a great interest in my
work, and having done nothing wrong whatso-
ever. I am therefore appealing to each
member of Parliament, as an individual
administrator, separately and together respon-
sible with the Government for fair dealing and
good faith with all officers, who do an honest
and conscientious job for the State. I appeal
to you not to be fobbed off by any execuses or
explanations that have or will be given to
the Government, for which the proof has not
been supplied, nor an opportunity given me
to refute them, but separately to take positive
action to see that this whole matter and this
appointment is reetified,
My only point in reading as far as I have
done was to get the matter recorded in
Hansard, and 1 shall not read any of the
enclosures because every member has had a
copy of this correspondence distributed to him,
So far as we have been able to see, from
what Dr. Gillis has sent us, there is a pos-
sibility that an injustice has been perpetrated,
and therefore I ask the Government to look
again at this matter at Cabinet level in order
to sce whether the allegations Dr. Gillis makes
can be justified.

I wish to say no more in this debate except
to refer once again to that very excellent edi-
torial that was read out in full by the member
for Wallaroo—the editorial of the News of
July 17. I agree with every word of
the editorial, as all members on this side
of the House do and as, I think, many mem-
bers opposite would if they expressed their
real feelings. The only thing I disagree .
with in the editorial is the heading, which
says, ‘‘Come off it, Sir Thomas’’; I believe
it should have been headed, ¢‘Get out of it,
Sir Thomas’’.

Mr. CURREN (Chaffey): Mr. Speaker, I
rise, for the first time, to support the motion for
the adoption of the Address in Reply as proposed
to be amended by our Leader. In doing se,I join
with other speakers in expressing sympathy to
the relatives of the former members who passed
away recently. Although I did not have the '
pleasuré of knowing them personally, I meét
some of them on occasions and found them to
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be fair and honest men, I offer my sincere
condolences to the widows and children of those
departed members.

" At this juncture, seeing that our loyalty has
been questioned, I reaffirm my loyalty to the
Crown. On the question of wearing war medals
during the opening of Parliament, I wish to
say that I inadvertently left mine at home,
and if some of the younger members opposite
had taken the trouble to find out the real
reasons why some newer members did not wear
war medals they would have found out the truth
before casting aspersions in this House. I join
with other members in expressing pleasure at
the forthcoming visit of Her Majesty the Queen
and her Consort to this State. Although the
visit will be very short, I trust that at some
time during the visit Her Majesty will find time
to visit some country districts, On the last
Royal Visit the people of Renmark and the
Upper Murray district had the chance to see
the Queen in person. Although I doubt whether
that distriet will be so favoured during the
forthcoming visit, I trust that some other parts
of the State will have that honour.

During his remarks the member for Hind-
marsh (Mr. Hutchens) referred to myself
and my family and our efforts to win this seat
of Chaffey, as I was successful in winning it
on Mareh 3—although there was a period of
suspense after that. I think it is well known
that my late father contested the seat in 1938
and again in 1941, and that my elder brother con-
tested the seat in 1956 and 1959. This bears
out the old story that the third time can be
lucky. It was certainly not as the previous
occupant of the seat thought: that there must
come an end to Currens one of these days.
Tncidentally, that thought was not appreciated
by many people.

One pleasant feature of the closeness of the
result was the publicity that was given our
distriet: it really got the spotlight. That, of
course, was of great benefit to our district.
My final majority was 15, but that in itself
does not tcll the full story, becanse three years
before that the sitting Liberal and Country
League member was elected with a majority of
1,140 in a total vote of a little over 7,000.
There was a big percentage swing, with 570
electors changing their minds in three years.
T greatly appreciate the honour bestowed on me
in being elected to represent the people of
Chaffey, and I .shall endeavour, to the best of
my ability, to represent their interests in this
House.

During the short time I have been in the
House, I think the questions T have asked

indicate the problems facing the people of my
electorate. The major problems at present
are concerned with wine grape prices and
their payment. Payments at present are
delayed, We have finally extracted various
reports from the Premier, after many questions
as to when they would be available. I should
like to make a case for the growers I represent,
and in doing so I shall quote firstly from the
1960 rcport of the Prices Commissioner, tabled
on February 12, 1960, which states:

Main grounds of complaint by growers are:

(@) Since 1952 wine grape prices have
declined whilst wine prices have
increased.

(b) Survey carried out by the Bureau of
Agricultural Econonies in 1954 indi-
cates that current prices are unprofit-
able to many growers. .

(¢) Growers - are econtinuing to
increased costs. ‘

(d) Representations to winemakers for both
increased prices and improved or
speedier methods of payment have
been unsuccessful.

I quote further from page 5 of this report,
paragraph 11, where, in the final subparagraph
(e), it says:

It is considered that growers should be paid
in full by June 30 each year. It is not sug-
gested that all wineries should immediately
adopt this policy as to do so, in some cases,
could involve hardship. Proprietary wineries,
however, should gradually condition their busi-
ness activities to achieve this objective. The
department is satisfied that a case exists for-
an increase in wine grape prices and that
relief in a number of cases is urgently
required.

Now we come to the increased prices recom-
mended by the Prices Commissioner. In the
case of the irrigated area the increase of

incur

"£2 13s. 1d. (say £2 10s,) a ton appears a

most equitable solution.  Apparently, the
Prices Commissioner has based his assumption -
for that £2 10s. on 6d. a gallon increase to
the grower, and that in simple arithmetic
means that 100 gallons a ton is recoverable.’
I have checked this with the greatest wine
firm in the State, one of whose officials
informed me that the minimum recovery from
a ton of grapes would be 125 gallons, and -the
overall average would be about 130. So once
again the Prices Commissioner’s recommenda-
tion is a little off target in that respect.

The major problem at the present time is
the deferred payments system adopted by most
large winemakers for the 1962 vintage which
was put into operation after completion of the
intake of grapes. This practice was adopted
by winemakers and in most instances is con-
trary to the undertakings given to growers by
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the buying agents of winemakers. Hardship
and serious finanecial embarrassment have been
caused to many growers. As the economy of
the Upper Murray area is dependent on fruit
production, any deferment of payment naturally
has repercussions on all business activity, and
alarm has been expressed by one chamber of
commerce as to the possible effects on business.

In his latest report the Prices Commissioner
claims that reasonable methods of payment are
practised at present to a certain extent. I
agree with the Commissioner that it is only
for this present season, where there has been
an extra big crop and all grapes have been
taken, with' little exception. A few tons was
not. As regards the reasonableness of these
payments, one winemaker has proposed and
initiated payment by monthly instalments,
which is causing grave coneern to many growers.
The fear held by representatives of growers’
organizations is that this system may be
adopted by other winemakers, and I have been
requested by a growers’ organization to discuss
a suggestion with the winemaker.concerned to
find a solution to this problem, which solution
may ease the present unsatisfactory state of
affairs,

_ The whole set-up of the wine grape purchases
is something that will have to be put on a
much firmer basis. You, Mr. Speaker, have put
forward proposals for a single purchasing
authority to operate between growers and wine-
makers. I consider that is good but I fear it
may take some time to arrange. In the mean-
time a system. of individual contracts signed
by both-grower and winemaker or hig aceredited
agent, clearly stating all the necessary details
such as tonnages; quality, prices and terms of
payment, could operate for the next and sub-
sequent vintages and would thus overcome most
of the causes of the unrest that arises from
the present system of purchasing.

To overcome some -of the difficulties being
experienced by wine and brandy makers in

disposing of the large stocks they mow hold;

I suggest that an approach to the Common-
wealth Government for a further reduction in
the excise levied on brandy would help greatly.
Several years ago the excise on brandy was
reduced, and this resulted in inereased: sales
and no reduction in total revenue. -

- I now turn to the reports available, and the
question of their secrecy. On every occasion
this matter has been raised—and I understand
that the member for Murray (Mr. Bywaters)
had to ask on six occasions to have the first
report made available—the Premier’s answer

t

has, apparently, been that secret information
was contained in those reports. But I have a
section’ among my papers that deals with that
aspect. Section 15 of the 1960 report, under
the heading ‘‘General Comments’’, states:
Section 7 of the Prieces Act limits the contents
of this report to those of a general nature
and in arriving at its final assessment the
department is precluded from explaining in
detail certain factors which have contributed to
the recommendation in view of the information
given in confidence,
That deepened the mystery of why the reports
were not made available. There was nothing
confidential in them. The Prices Commissioner
says that, and it is a matter of months of
questions being asked in this House before
the reports are made available. In my opinion,
and in the opinion of many growers to whom
I have talked about the matter; the secreey
with which these reports have been surrounded
is unnecessary and has caused them to be
regarded with much suspicion by the growers
in my area. There are other reports. The
report of the Fruit Canning Industry Inquiry
Committee has just been tabled. That was
asked for last Oetober by the member for
Murray and on that occasion, too, the Premier
declined to make that report available because
it contained secret information. The secrecy
has at last been removed and the report in
an abridged form has been tabled, with
references to individual canneries being
omitted. I welcome its tabling because I have
had many requests from leading members of
the Canning Fruitgrowers Association for the
report to be made available. They are
responsible members and want .to give a
lead to other members. Fruitgrowing is not
an annual crop affair. If the crop is not good
the grower does not plough it in and hope for
the best next year. It is a long term matter.

In addition to this matter of wine grape
prices, the growers have had hanging over
their heads the matter of the European
Common Market. At a meeting last night I
was asked whether I could indicate what is
likely to happen when Great Britain enters
the Common Market. With other people I
wished I had been able to give information
on the matter. Statements have been made
by the Prime Minister, following on his return
from Great Britain, that production in my
district would be affected. I understand that
dried and canning fruits weré mentioned on
two occasions as being produets most likely
to be affected by Great Britain joining the
Common Market. “Althongh various theories
are held about what the entrance will mean tg
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Australia as a whole, Mr. Bury, the Common-
wealth Minister who was sacked, may be right
in his opinion. At present it is all a matter of
‘eonjecture. I do not say that he is right,
because there is no telling what will happen.

Various proposals have.been put forward
‘for the general development of the Chaffey
.district. Some were submitted at meetings
held recently in the Upper Murray area by
‘the Industries Development Special Com-
mittee. One suggestion was that cotton be
grown in the area on a commercial scale. I
believe that the matter was referred to the
Minister of Agriculture and it was recently
"annougged that cotton would be grown experi-
mentally at TLoxton by the " Department of
Agrieulture.

Another proposal was the provision of a
stock and domestic water supply in the Over-
land Corner area. I have been interested. in
this matter and have contacted various land-
holders in the area. .Most of them are inter-
ested and if the cost of water is economic
to them they will support the proposal. I am
told that such a. supply would enable 50,000
to 60,000 acres of serub land to be brought
into production in the area mnorth of the
Morgan-Barmera road.

- Another suggestion was that a good road
should be construeted between Pinnaroo and
Bordertown: The matter was first discussed
several years ago and if the work were done
it would- enable growers in the Upper Murray
to take their produce by a shorter. route to
the South-East and to. western Victoria.

- A few -days ago in.this place I referred. to
the need to line earthen channels in the Ral
Ral Division of the Chaffey . irrigation area.
The settlers are concerned about the matter
because plantings adjacent to the earthen chan-
nels are being damaged. TUnless the channels
are lined they will prove ineffective in relation
to the drainage scheme now being proceeded
with.

I wish to thank all the voters in the Chaffey
distriet: who elected me to Parliament. I
thank also the active supporters who worked so
well on my behalf. I express my appreciation
to members on this side in particular for their
kind and thoughtful help since I took my seat
i this House. I alsc thank members opposite
and you, Mr. Speaker, for help to me. Also,
my thanks go to members of the staff of Par-
liament House because they have assisted me
wonderfully. I would be remiss if I did not
thank my wife for her great assistance, not
enly during the election ecampaign but during
the last two or three years when I endeavoured

to land ;valuétions.

to get.to know the people of the Chaffey dis-
triet better. This disrupted our family life
to a certain extent. I thank my wife and the
other members of my family for their active
co-operation. I was born and bred.in the

‘Chaffey district and I assure the people there
‘that anything I do here will be not only in

their interests but in those. of myself and my
family. I trust that I shall at all times earry
out their wishes to the best of my ability, I
support the amendment to the. motion,

Mr. CASEY (Frome): I support thé motion
as proposed to be amended, because the time
is well overdue for -a more realistic approach
The sooner it is done the

better for everybody. I offer my -deepest

_sympathy to the families and relatives of

deceased former members of Parliament. I
join with previous speakers in welcoming the
four new members to this place. I am sure
that they will be an asset to Parliament. My
congratulations go to the Minister of Educa-
tion (Sir Baden Pattinsbn) on the very high
honour bestowed on him by Her Ma_)esty the
Queen,

I am pleased that Ier MaJesty the” Queen
and Prince Philip will visit this State in the
near future. It has become common for the
Royal Family to visit Commonwealth cduntries,
and I am sure that the people of Australid
are looking forward to welcoming the Queen
(as the head of the Commonwealth of Nations)
and her husband as they should be weleomed.
I am-also pleased that the King and Quéen of
Thailand will be coming to ‘this ¢ountry, .and
particularly- that they will be coming to this
State. I think Australia is destined to-become
the leader in the South-East Asian sphere. As
soon as the Australian people realize that, and
knuckle down to a realization that as we are
in this vicinity we shall have to live with: these
people in the future, understand- their way of
life and.deal with them in every .way we
possibly can, Australia will be a better place
in which 1o live.

About- five months have passed since the
State elections, when the people of this State
voted overwhelmingly in favour of a Labor
Government. I have noticed during this session
that a change has come over the majority of
members oppdsite; they have lost that sureness
which was So prevalent last.session. -However,
this change is understandable in.view of the
trend of the voting in March. Their winning
of the seat of Frome was, in the opimion of
miembers opposite, a foregone conclusion. While
they were iin the electorate during the eieetion
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tdinpaign they calléd in théir big guns. The
Prémier went all around the Far North and
{hé member for Onkaparinga and the member
for Albert were also there, but I shall mention
that later. The result was a great blow to
the prestige of members opposite, as it showed
thit the people in the electorate had the same
onfidénce in the ability of the Labor Party
to govern as the majority of people in other
parts of the State had. A statement made in
thé edmpaign needs clarification, and I am
sorry that the Premier is mot in the Chamber
to elarify it. The Adwvertiser reported that at
Le1gh Creck on February 23 he said that
Parlramentary representatives had neglected the
Frome dlstnct I consider that to be a serious
‘fecusdtion. Who were the Parliamentary
tepreséntatives thé Premier mentioned? Was
Hé réferring to meéembers of the Northern
Distfiét in another place or to the two members
Who hivé fépresented Froime in this House$
Ag the members of the Northérn District in
dndther place are all Government supporters,
orié Being the Chief Seeretary, I think it is
most unllkely that the Premier was referring
t6 th&m; 86 He Gould have been referring only
to mémbers in this House. if that is so, I
&n think of nothlng S0 desplcable as an attack
6‘n 4 man who was not able to defend himself-—
the tats M+, O’Halloran having beeén dead for
4t least 18 months then. If the Prémier was
aéeusinig: me, I can say only that the people
of Frome showed conclusively that they were
" Hgré than satisfied with, and préferred, &
Labof répresentative.

-1 Ao tiith to matters affectmg miy elébtorate.
Wher ‘T entered th1s House I was under the
fiipréssion that Ministers read through the
spééehes made in thig debate and answered the
%veétmns taiséd. I thask the Minister of

ForKd for replymg to cértain matters I
ﬁientloned in my maider speech. More sealed
roads and an 1mprovement to ex1st1ng roads are
disential; thlﬂ work should be ngen a hlgh
pﬁonty My eléctorate; which ig the blggest
in area in South Austraha, has the huge total
of aboﬁt 10 riles of dealed road—and that has
Bésh &bhistfucted only ifi the last 12 months!
M publlelty has beér givén loca]ly and jn
Sibier Srtates to hé beauty of thé Flinders
l’tang@s.‘ Thls subgect has beén dédlf with heré
&ef&re, aid T fentionéd it last year in thls

d60a08 afd i questions.  Beéausd of fthis
ﬁ’lﬂ)lfé“‘t’y, the Flindérs Ranges Hive become a
Widfor natiral beauty attracfion. 1¢ 1§ rlght
thal ¢ i§ 90 Bééduds, inl my Spinion And in

k8 Spiicn Hf many othets, thioss rané"es aré’
st Rave s8416d roads

PERGAET. Fowevss, wé

to thé area. i have spokern to hundréde of
tourists who have visited the arei;, and they
hdve all complained about theé long distanees
they have had to travel on dusty roadd. The
loeal district council is doing a magnificeiit
job but is fighting a losing battle.

Mr. Pollnitz and the staff of the Tourist
Bureau are to be commended for the work
they are doing to assist the tourist indistry,
and Mr. Kevin Rasheed is to be commended
for his enthusiasm in catering for people who
travel to the Flinders Ranges. The road
through the Pichi Richi Pass is d typieal
éxample proving that the Government is doing
nothing to help Quorn. Beforé the Corimon-
wealth railway line was taken oa anothér
route which by-passed the town, Quorn was a
thriving community. I believe that, if the
toad from Port Augusta had beén sealed
before the railway line was shifted, Quorn
would have remdined a thriving community,
That view is held not only by me and by thé
member for Stuart but by hundleds of people
living in the aréa. Thé people in the town
and district fought back with everythmg at
their disposal to hold the town together.
They have shown the true spirit and dogged
determination possessed by the northern people
and inheritéd from their forefathers who first
opened up that country, and who were responsi-
ble in & large measure for the development of
the State. Therefore; I ask the Minister of
Koads to make available more equipinent and
men so that thé road can -be eompleted this
year. The distancé involved 1s only 25 mlles,
approx1mately 10 fnilés or &ver a httle more
of which has already been completed bt the
Distriet Couticil 6f Kanyaka, which ig under-
takrng this work, can complete only about two
or three mlles a year at the miost, and at’ that
rate it will take atiothdr four of dve years to
finish the job. Lét us geét oo with. it and finish
it niow.

Quérn is growing in populanty ew/ery year.
with tourlsts The corporatmn is to be eom-
mended for the éxéellent amenities- it has pro-
vided. Some time ago I attended a speclal
meetmg at Quorn called by the corporatlon and
thie drstrrct counml Inv1tat10ns were sent to
all Soiith Australian and Commonwealth mem-
bérs of Parhament coficérned. The aim was to
get s*uggestmns £or the estabhshment of an
industry that would bensfit the town, va‘here
the people were prepared to accept anythmg
that éould b Sfféted. On fhat occasmn the
COMmGnWeath Govérnmétt member sid that He
cbdld 5f&F no snggestmn whatsoev ¥, N tl.ll'ﬁ‘t:

16 Whs s6¥y that Bé could ot find an} §lution
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to their problem. What a defeatist attitude
to be adopted by a member of the Common-
wealth Government. That Government should
be asked to encourage the establishment of
industries in our country towns by granting a
period of from five to 10 years free of taxation
in order that industries could be established.
That would be a real incentive and a challenge
to our secondary industries and would help to
stop the drift of young people to the ecity. I
see no reason why such a scheme could not be
accepted, because such - schemes have been
employed in other countries. The Common-
wealth Government granted tax concessions to
the cattle industry in the Northern Territory,
so why cannot it grant concessions to secondary
industries? .

Roads are of high priority in the north.
During the election campaign at Burra the
Premier said that the sealing of the road from
Adelaide to Broken Hill was a top priority. As
I mentioned before, there are only about 10
miles of bituminized road in F¥rome. Last
year the Peterborough Businessmen’s Progress
Association wrote to me and asked if I would
ascertain from the Minister of Roads whether
it was the Highways Department’s intention
to continue the bituminized road under construe-
tion between Jamestown and Mannanarie direct
to Peterborough, if there was no further devia-
tion. The Minister assured me that tliat would
be done and he also told that to people at
Peterborough when he visited that town some
months before. The letter went on to ask
whether it was the department’s intention to
continue the road through Peterborough to
the Burra and Qodlawirra junction, as origin-
ally planned when Mr. Jude interviewed the
association’s representatives at Peterborough.
The letter was dated April 11, 1961. I under-
stand that the Minister visited Peterborough
and interviewed the Businessmen’s - Progress
Association and informed it that the road would
go through Peterborough on to the Oodlawirra-
Terowie junction. The position is.that the
Highways Department is not continuing the
bituminizing through to this junection, but is
stopping at Peterborough, and that the gang
is to be.removed south to Bute or thereabouts.
It is omne thing for the Minister to tell the
people one thing and another to turn around
and do what he likes. The people up north
are getting a little fed-up. Such action is not
cricket.

In 1950 I can remember a survey being
made for a sewerage scheme for Peterborough,
and looking through Hanserd I notice that
the. former . member for Frome (Mr.

O’Halloran) asked many questions in the
House as to when the scheme would be a
reality. I understand that the designs were
endorsed by the Public Works Committee.
Subsequently, the scheme wag gazetted, but
not proceeded with, because funds would not
permit. I ask the Minister of Works to look
into this matter to see whether Peterborough
has a priority for this work.

Now I come to the question of Radium Hill,
which no longer exists. Strangely enough,
while I was in Sydney a few months ago and
attending a mnewsrecl, - suddenly there was
flashed on the screen the dying moments of
Radium Hill. Some time ago I asked the
Premier a question regarding the water main
from Umberumberka to Radium Hill, because
of the Premier’s statement at Burra that
beeause of the top priority of bituminizing
the road to Broken Hill they must have water;
apparently, water is not available underground.
So, the main from Umberumberka to Radium
Hill would have been necessary. After I had
mentioned the fact to the Premier I noticed
that tenders had been called for the sale of
this main, It was in a very bad state of
repair, -and therefore was sold. The report
of the Public Works Committee on the Radium
Hill water supply, dated 1953—nine years
ago—said that the main would be construeted -
with six-inch galvanized pipes, unlined, and
that they would be buried in shallow trenches.
The work, it said, could be carried out in
about three months, The Broken Hill Water
Board was prepared to enter into an agree-
ment to sell approximately 50,000,000 gallons
annually, and the agreement was to be for
a term of 10 years, with the option. of.
extension. It was also said that the country
through which the proposed main would pass
did not present any engineering difficulty, and
was good from the point of view of external
erosion. If necessary, eclean sand would be
placed -around any sections of doubtful soil,
and the pipes were expected to have a life of
at least 20 years. .

That occurred nine years ago and the pipes
have rusted out. When I inquired into this
matter I found that new pipes were not used:
Secondhand pipes were used, although the,
estimated cost of the pipeline was based: on-the
use of new pipes. - The use -of secondhand’ plpes_
supplies the reason why the pipeline between
Umberumberka and Cockburn has -caused - so
much trouble. The north-eastern part of this’
State up to Cockburn has, over the years, been‘
hard hit through lack of water and much- water’r
is carted to the various sidings. "This sho:_tagej
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has affected Mannahill, Olary and even Cock-
burn, and the Highways Department has to
draw water from railway supplies. The depart-
ment must receive permission to obtain the
water ‘from the Railways Department, which
will not supply it unless supplies are adequate.
The Highways Department could not obtain
sufficient water for the bituminizing of the
road. I regard the Radium Hill pipeline
episode as a blunder on the part of the
Government because it did not use new pipes.

The Premier was approached some time ago
by the President of the Stockowners’ Associa-
tion of South Australia for the provision of
drought rélief for certain areas around Oodna-
datta. The centre of Australia, particularly
the areas around Oodnadatta, has been hard
hit by drought and no rain of any consequence
has fallen in that area over the past five years.
I have visited that region twice in the last
18 months and its condition was the same on
both occasions. The area is mainly devoted to
cattle raising but, strangely enough, many
sheep are also raised.” Many of the station
owners who run sheep have not. raised a lamb
in two or three years. I made no secret of
my displeasure at the direet approach by the
Stockowners’ Association to the Government
and T told representatives of the association of
my displeasure. I told them that they should
have approached the member for the district,
and I referred to the member for Whyalla
because people in his district and others in
the far north-west of the State are affected.

- The Hon. D, N. Brookman: Surely they are
entitled to act under their own steam.

Mr. CASEY: I told them it would have
been better if they had approached their dis-
trict members instead of making a personal
approach to the Premier. The Premier
refused the association’s réquest and con-
sequently a letter was written to the Common-
wealth Government by the member for Grey.
In due course he received a reply from the
Hon. Gordon Freeth, Minister for the Interior,
which stated:

The . proposal that freight concessions be
applied for the benefit of graziers was recently
the subject of an exchange of correspondence
between the Prime Minister and the Premier
after the S.A. Stock Salesmen’s Association
had raised the matter with the Premier. The
Primie Minister said that he understood that in
times of drought the Governments of Queens-
land and Western Australia have provided
rebates in respect -of the cost of transporting
starving stock and fodder. Similar rebates
have been introduced by the Northern Ter-
ritory . Administration’ for the benefit of
pastoralists within the Territory. The Prime

Minister went on to point out that the Com-
monwealth does not, however, direetly partiei-
pate in these arrangements which are left to
the State or Territory administrations con-
cerned. Accordingly, he informed the Premier
that consideration of the proposal for con-
cessional freight rates was really a matter
for the South Australian Government.

These people are asking only that they should
receive the ordinary concessions granted for
the movement of livestock and that the coneces-
sions should apply when they bring stock fodder
into the area. That is a reasonable request,
because similar concessions are granted in the
Northern Territory and the same line is used.
This is a form of drought relief and in some
cases the station owners in South Australia live
just inside our border, but their friends live
over the border. Their friends receive the con-
cessions but they do not receive them. We may
even have a case of a man with property on
each side of the border, and if he wishes to
move cattle in his Northern Territory area,
because they are drought-stricken, he ean
receive the Commonwealth concession, but if he -
wishes to shift cattle from the South Awus:
tralian section he eannot receive the concession,
The position is silly.

Mr. Hutchens: It is very disappointing.

Mr. CASEY: It is disappointing for the
northern people and I told them that I was
prepared to press their claims once again.’
If the Premier is prepared to diseuss these
things with me I shall be happy to explain the
position in more detail in an attempt to come
to an understanding and arrange for him to
meet these people.

The Hon. D. N. Brookman: How are we to
implement this concession you speak off

Mr. CASEY: The Minister of Agriculture is
agking me. I have fixed ideas on the matter,
but the Minister is a member of Cabinet and
should be able to formulate his own ideas.
Recently I had the opportunity to visit the
Department of Agriculture in Queensland after.
noticing an advertisement in a newspaper relat-,
ing to farmers building tanks on their proper-
ties. The Queensland Department of Agricul-.
ture, apparently, has received hundreds of
inquiries relating to the building of these
tanks and I was able to obtain full information.
on the subject. I spoke to the Director of.
Agrieulture in South Australia and told him
that I had procured this information and was
prepared to let him have it. If the Minister"
of Agriculture wishes to peruse-this material
before I hand it to the Diréctor I shall let him

examine it. The provision of tanks may benefit -
o ¢
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daity farniérs operating on small acreages and
it may help many other small property ownérs.
~ During the eléction campaigh the question of
éléctrmlty was uppermost in thé minds of
people in ihe Fromse electorate, especially as
tlie Labor Party contended that country tariffs
should be ecomparable with those applying in
thé inetfopolitan arca. The member for Albert
{Mr. Nankivell) visited Hawker and told the
people there that no reason existed why they
could not get Electricity Trust power from
Quorn When T got to Hawker members of
the local council said to me, ‘‘What can you
do about our electricity supply? We have been
promised—*’
Mr. Nankivell:
- Mr: GASEY: This is what I was told.
Mr. Naskivell: You get your faéts right!
Mr. CASEY: They told me that the honour-
able member had said that electricity could be
brought from Quorn to Hawker. I told them
to ring the Premier and ask him to substantiate
thab claim; but unfortunately the Premier was
a.bsent in the South-East. This type of thing
was going on in the Frome electorate during
the last election campaign. I must confess that
[ Wi sifprised that the miembér for Albert,
#1d & mémber from the T.egislative Couieil,
ghould g6 to Hawker and say tho$é things: I
afi garé they will not waiit to return to
Héwker; but if they do they will liavé to take
their own powerlines with them.

Thére was no promise at all.

Gockburd, in my élecforafe, is the starting
pomt in South Australia for thé great . gauge
standardization scheme that we have hedrd so
thich about. During thé Fromeé by-eléction one
could 9‘.111'1'0’5’6 s‘é‘e ﬂle dog's' Bé‘ing arix‘:e‘u int‘(’)‘
scheme was the gredtest hoax ever put forward
by the Preniier. Hé referred to it at length at
a méeting in the Peterborough TFown Hall; buf;
. wda§ an untruth and had no foundation:
Co¢kbiirn’s popilation i a-bo_uf 270, including
those on the New South Wiles side of the
border. It tmust be one of the few places in
South - Augtralia that las not a 24-hous elec-
tricity servieé. It will not be long before diesel
ldeomiotives pase thfough Gockburn from
Broken Hill, snd in this twentieth century
thése pecplé should have a £4-héour servies.

- ¥f ¥ éan obtain the Prentier’s blessitg; I i
prépared {6 approach the Néw South Wales
éleétricify atithority to inquire whethér & Powér
hn@ dantiot- Be éoiistruéted betwesn Brokéw Hill
a¥dl Cockbtirs, If 4 mén ¢4 be pit
thrgdgh (hére 1§ Be Féason why a powerlnie

éannot be put through. Somé years ago i
request was madé for a powerliné from Raditita
Hill, but that was a greater distanés. My
présént proposal could be institutéd if there
wére understafiding between the Staté Goverd-
ety conééined, After all; New South Wales
people live in Coekbiirh, although oii théir
tide of the bordet théy eall it Burns: Thé
present power is supplied from & D.C. motot
operated by the South Australiai Railways
Department which does not déem it nécéssary
to provide two motors because the load om
the present motor during the day is not siifficient
and is detrimental to the motor. Power is
switched on only in the evenings at céertdih
times;

Mr. Hutehens: Does thit medn that fefri:
gerators are out of commission during the day§

Mr. CASEY: Céckburn hds no &lectrié
reftigerators or fans. Cockburn gets exttémely
hot in the summer, with temperdtures of up to
110 degrees. It is oné of the Hhottsst towns

. in South Austfalia.

Mr. Nankivell: What hia§ thé D.C. éurrent
got to do with it4

Mr. CASEY: If is on for oniy 4 cerfain
period People will not purchase expenswe
items, such as iroms, when they cannot be used
durlng theé day. They have kerosene and gas
refrlgerators, and some have installed théir own
33.volt lighting. if the member for Albert
can help thé people of Hawker I expect him
to back mé up in this case and he]p me to
get some power for Cockburn, even if 1t -comes
from New South Wales:

Mr, Jénnings: You must want it badly if
you wdnt his help!

Mr. GASEY: A touchy duestion, '§o far
a§ the Ministér of Agrlculture is, concerne&
réidtes to the abatfoirs. A speclal cotimittes
wag estabhsf\ed some titme ago €6 examing
the questlon of abatt01rs, biit thé Ministér )
kds not tabled its reporf yet. Und‘ou’bted]}'
g sobil will, because if e does not w‘e wﬂf
bé a‘klflg fiini why. )

The Hon. D. N. Brookman:
tolid you why.

Mr: CASEY: ‘Wé d6 fiot tike “no” fé; %
aféwér of thid sids.

- The Hon: D. N, Brookmaﬁ Neither
T told you Why’ . . :

Mr: Nenkivell: B y‘d\f wz'mf; to. ‘gee it ‘e’l'cisléél‘ ‘
downt ,. :
* Mr, CASEY: Fhé member for Al bért in:
Wiy shead oﬁ e, i havé 16t evén sta‘i‘t*éd‘i
yeE - :

I have already

‘o 1,
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Mr. Nankivell: I am waiting for you to
gtart; - - )
Mr. CASEY: The honourable member is
surmising— '

~ Mr. Shannon: ‘‘Surmising’’ is the word!
Mr. CASEY: We have galahs by the
thousand in Frome, but I did not kiow they
were so prevalent down here.
Mr. Nankivell: Frome has one representing
Mr, CASEY: I believe that the weight and
grade method could be instituted in our

abatteirs, This system has operated in other
parts “of the world—in Argentina and
Ameriea—and could work here, although I

jwou'ld suggest that whereas elsewhere the
beasts are weighed live weight they eould be
wéighed on the hook here. At present when
the primary producer—and the member for
Albert is a primary producer-as am I-—sends
beasts to the abattoirs he has no control over
the prlces he receives for them.

"Shannon: Exceept public competltlon
Mr‘. CGASEY: Here we go again!

Mr. Shannon: All right. You will dedy
that, of coutse.
Mr, GASEY: I do.-

Mr. Shannon: I thought you would.

THE SPEAKER: Order!

. M¥, CASEY: I know that people who send
their produee from the courntry to the abattoirs
are disgusted with the prices they receive for
it. I will give the member for Omnkaparinga
4n eXgmple and, strangely, I was at the bad
énd of the'stick. This is a matter I men-
tioned to the late Mr, O’Halloran. I sent two
calves down from Peterborough, one of which
I thought would bring about £18 and the other
about £15. That was not ouly my opinion, but
ﬁhe» opinion of the auetioneers who were celling
i§he‘ beasts for me, yet I received a cheque for
only £3. T estimated that the price of veal that
T received was about 3d. alb. I also understand
that some people today are bringing down their
livestock, particularly pigs, and are not selling
them at the abattoirs but keeping thein in their
trucks and asking the wholesdlers for their
price. . That is what the pesition is céming 6
at the Metropolifan Abattoirs today.

. In the country the sét'up is somewhat dif-
ferent When we take our livestock to a market
we do siot have to sell it unless we get & pncg-
that we- think is fair. However, if we send
our stoek to the Metropolitan Abattoits we have
to.take what is offéring, and nine tinies out of
fen we'dre dissatisfied. Only recently & farmer

‘sent down a calf one week and received £20,

and the next week he sent down its twin gister

‘and reeeived £10. Can anyone say that'is fair?

Under the weight and grade method there is
no reason why that producer could not ask to
have his stock slaughtered at the abattoirs,
graded according to quality and weighed, and
then be paid accordingly. I think that is a
very fair way of doing if. The abattoirs would
have to install & properly refrigerited meat hall,
and under this system there -would probably
have to be two éstablishmerts, one i cater
for the soutliern end of the metropolitan area
ag far as, say, Hallett Cove, and the othet,
which cotlld be somewhere fiear the abattoits,
or even at the abattoirs itsélf, could cater for
thé notthérn area ag far as Gawler. I kiow
that cértain memmbers of the Abattoirs Board
definitely favour this proposal. Of ¢ourss,
the wholésalers do not favour it, but there is
““pie’’ buying going on today, in the way the
Wool Board discovered it.to be going on in the
wool industry.

~ The Hon. D. N. Brookman: Would you. cut
down the deliveries by the Abattoirs Bbard?,

~ Mr. CASEY: Not necéssafily; that would
have to be gone into also.. The Minister is
getting away from the point. I mainfair that
the questién of this weight and grade method
would have to be gone into by a speeidl
committee. I do not see that théré i§ any-
thing wrong with if at all.. Three years ago, on
Wednesday, July 29, 1959, the Preniter, in
reply to a question, said: ,

Some considerable time ago the Government
desired the grading of meat to be undertakei
and offered to provide £7,000 to the Abattoirs
to permit the grading and strip ‘branding of
meat it'met with muck opposition from
thie industry concerred and it did not appear
to meet with any support on the econsumer’s
side.

E suggest that if we asked the produ(‘:’er and
the eonsumer about it we would find that they
wotld weleome this systeiii with open arms. -

Mr. Nadnkivell: Have you looked iite this
yourself ¢ ) ’

Mr. CASEY: Yes, I have.

‘The SPEAKER: Ordér! Thls 1§ mot qués-
tion time. The honourable member for Fromé.

Mr. CASEY: The majority. of péople in
goufh Austraiia rely mostly on- reports‘ whlch
dré éntitled to an unbiased re’port on a,l‘l
tiatters which come before this Parligment. In
my Gpinfon, newspapers havé a mordl duty {6
the cofimurity to overeomé anmy false 1mpres-
sions that eould arise in thé minds of tHé‘
readers, ‘by priting the- trath - afl‘waﬁ‘ :
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Mr. LOVEDAY (Whyalla): I wish first of
all to join with other members in my expres-
sions of sorrow at the death of some of
our - colleagues sinece we last met, and to
express my appreciation of the very fine work
that they did in their various spheres of office
over ‘many years. It is remarkable how quickly
the faces have changed in this Parliament dur-
ing the last few years. I extend my eon-
gratulations to the mover of the motion for
the adoption of the Address in Reply (Mr.
Freebairn), whose speech showed that he has
great promise in this Ilouse as a speaker.
What he had to say was forthright and clear,
and I am sure that he will become a great
asset to this House. I add my congratulations
also to the other members who made their
maiden speeches on this occasion. All of them
have shown considerable ability and confidence
in making speeches in this House for the first
time. We on this side of the House are very
happy to have such able new members to assist
us in our work.

Mr. Shannon: You badly needed them.

Mr. LOVEDAY: A short while ago I
received a notice which once again illustrates
that in this session we have seen many things
happen which, may I say, are almost unprece-
dented. I ask your permission, Mr. Speaker,
to exhibit on the notice board the notice that
I have here. ‘

The. SPEAKER: No, that is completely out
of order.

Mr. LOVEDAY: We learn now of a great
shock to the people of South Australia: a
so-called Independent member of this House
has joined the Liberal Party.

' Mr, Shannon: That upsets you!

Mr. LOVEDAY : No, it does not upset me. at
all; in fact, it is no surprise, because the
member concerned indiecated as much when he
spoke here only yesterday. As far as the
Opposition' is concerned, I think the only
change that we shall notice is that probably
he will' be occupying another seat in the House.

Mr, Shannon: In other words, you will not
get his vote; you never have had it. ;

The SPEAKER: Order! The "honourable
giember for Whyalla.

‘Mr. LOVEDAY : - A number of thmgs that
have happened . in.this House probably have
no precedent. -For example, we have seen a
Government . brought. into office by a minority
of electors, and we have seen you, Mr. Speaker,
elected under rather unusual circumstances.

Mr. Shannon: By a vote of Parliament;
that. is' not unusual.

Mr. LOVEDAY: I said ‘‘elected’’.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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Mr. Shannon: That is not unusual.

Mr. LOVEDAY: The circumstances are
unusual, and I shall proceed to show why.
We were accused by the member for Mitcham
Millhouse) of doing something very
reprehensible.  The member for Mitcham,
referring to the ocecasion when we did not
follow you, Mr. Speaker, to Government House,
said that that was a very reprehensible thing.
Ag T listened to him I could not help
imagining what his attitude on this question
would have been had the position been reversed,
had we then done what the Government did
and had he been sitting on this side and
commenting upon the position. I could
imagine his going along and consulting on
what had been done in the past under, shall X
say, somewhat similar circumstances in the
House of Commons.

In reference to this matter, I thought that what
the member for Enfield (Mr. Jennings) had
to say this afternoon was particularly apposite.
I thoroughly endorse all he had to say on that
question, with which he dealt so aptly. In view
of what I thought the member for Mitcham
(Mr. Millhouse) might do had the position been
reversed, it is rather interesting to notice that,
whenever an instanee of this sort ocecurs, in so
far as members of the Labor Party are con-
cerned, always there is an effort to put some
sort of smear on us in regard to our loyalty to
the Crown or our behaviour with respect to
Parliamentary procedure.

Mr. Shannon: You have earned that.

Mr. LOVEDAY: The honourable member
may not have so much to say when I have
pointed out the House of Commons procedure m
these matters. I should like ‘also to draw’ the
attention of the House to what the member for
Angas (Hon. B. H. Teusner) had to say when
he spoke. I was happy to hear him on the
floor of the House because that was the first
occasion since I have been in the House that
I had the pleasure of hearing him out of the
Speaker’s Chair, The honourable membér had
this to say:

As honourable members know, our procedure
and Standing Orders are based on the practice
of the House of Commons. I refer in particu-
lar to Standing Order No. 1, which says that,
if there is nc provision in'Standing Orders in
respect of a particular matter, then regard
must be had to the practlce of the House of
Commons. . . Lo
I should now like to turn: to the eminent
authorities on this question and see what they
have to say about House of Commons procedure
relative to the Speaker. Let me say in déaling
with this that I have no reflection whatever to

T
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cast upon you, Mr. Speaker; I am dealing
merely with House of Commons proecedure as
set out in all the authorities. May’s Parlia-
mentary Practice, which is so often quoted as
an authority, at page 249 says this:

Confidence in the impartiality of the Speaker

is an indispensable condition of the successful
working of procedure and many conventions
exist which have as their object not only to
ensure the impartiality of the Speaker but also
to ensure that his impartiality is generally
recognized.
Josef Redlich, who wrote The Procedure of
the House of Commons, has many similar things
to say. In regard to the Speaker and his office
and authority, he says:

This authority is securely based omn the
Speaker’s absolute and unvarying impartiality,
which is the main feature of his office, the law
of its life. His impartiality within the House
is guaranteed by a number of arrangements to
which other Parliaments provide no parallel.

Mr. Riches: Nothing could be more
important to a Parliament than impartiality.

Mr. LOVEDAY: Then on page 36 he says:

The complete aloofness from polities imposed
upon the Speaker received its full extension
during the 19th Century when it came to be
considered that he must keep himself free from
all political action outside as well as inside the
House, even in his own constituency.’
I turn next to Sir Ivor Jennings who, in his
book entitled Paritament, in 1939, says this:

The Speaker is normally chosen from the
Government majority.
The present Government had no majority and
had to obtain the promised support of both
Independents (so-called) in order to have a
majority, one of whom was appointed Speaker,
the Speaker’s vote being essential to the
obtaining of a majority. On the question of
a -Speaker’s impartiality, we are now faced with
the situation that we have a Speaker who has
assured us that he will support the Govern-
ment on anything that the Premier declares
to be a vital issue. Is this impartiality, in
those terms$ ’

"The SPEAKER: Order!
member is reflecting upon the Chair.
him to withdraw that.

Mr. LOVEDAY:
Speaker, I withdraw, but I have pointed out
previously that I am not reflecting on you at
zill; I am merely stating what these authorities
say on the question of the procedure of the
House of Commons. :

The Hon. D. N. Brookman: Would you
have mentioned a Speaker who came up to the
gualifications you cite there if he had
been a member of any Party?

The honourable
I ask

In deference to you, Mr..

Mr. LOVEDAY: I am not saying that. I
am merely quoting authorities on that matter
and pointing out the actual position in regard
to this House in view of what has been
said. Nothing concerning what I say has
been said can be denied. What is more, if
the Minister of Agriculture wants to look at
the definition of ‘‘impartiality’’, I advise him.
to look at Murray’s Dictionary, which is an
authority on the English language. It defines
it as ‘‘Not favouring one party or side more
than another’’, ‘

With regard to what Jennings has to say in
his  book entitled Parligment—which is a
recognized authority that I have already
quoted—I want now to quote what he says
in regard to a particular instance that .is
relevant to the issue, On page 55 he says:

Mr. Gladstone insisted in 1871 the Speaker
ought not to be taken from the Treasury
bench—

I am not suggesting that this was done—
because to resort to such a measure in
critical times would not be without a tendency
to lower the dignity of the Chair by giving
rise to a suspicion that the disposal of it had
been made use of to serve the purposes of the
Government. a
Those last few words are relevant. I hear no
interjection at thc moment from the member
for Onkaparinga. The same prineiple was laid
down by the Liberal Cabinet in 1895. Again
turning to the question whether it is usual
to re-elect the Speaker of the preceding Par-
liament, Jennings has this to say on page
57: :

But since then—
that was 1835—
the convention has been established that a
Speaker who wishes to continue shall be
re-elected, even if the Party from whieh he
came is no longer in office. In 1841 some.
members of the Comnservative Party were in
favour of opposing the re-elcetion of Mr,
Speaker Shaw Lefevre. Sir Robert Peel
declared himself in favour of re-election, for
five reasons. Co
I quote only three because the other two are
not relevant. These are the reasons he gave:

First, I do mnot think it for the publie
advaniage that the election for the Chair
should necessarily be made the object of a
Party. Secondly, I do not think it would be..
just towards a Speaker who has shown him-
self well qualified for his office and has in
my opinion acted fairly and impartially, to-
reject him. Thirdly, T think that the late
Speaker, if he be re-elected with the general
goodwill of the House, will have greater
authority and power to preserve order than
a Speaker elected after a party contest,
Mr. Speaker, I have nothing further to say
on this matter, except that the member for
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Mitqhaxg; (Mz. Millhouse) should be the very
last, person to talk about members on this side
sacrificing principle for expediency.

During this debate we have heard two or

thrée members on the other side say much
about the problems of primary producers, who
certainly have problems—no-one will deny that.
Of ‘course, over the years they have never
realizéd who their real political friends are.
Ag a matter of fact, if one ecares to look
through the history of the political party
that has assisted the primary producers
over the .years with the marketing
arrangements sgo. vital to their welfare, one
will find that the originator of these arrange-
ments has always been the Labor Party.
It is unfortunate that primary producers have
been go misled over the. years that they have
never recognized their political friends.

When you, Mr. Speaker, first came here
you had no doubts about the political friends
of primary producers. You came here when
they were right at the lowest ebb of their
fortunes, I éan- remember the time because
primary producers were fighting to get. a fixed
price for their wheat. Supporters of members

of the Party opposite set up another organiza-

tion to counter the one supported so strongly
by you, Mr. Speaker. It was called the Freedom
Association. Ft is strange that whenever people
endeavour to combat a democratic movement
seeking to better conditions for its members

they use the words ‘‘freedom’’ and ‘‘liberty’’.

This was no exception. I can recall that the
farmers were experiencing the worst features
of the depression and were pressing for what
turned out to be a miserable amount of 4s. a
bushel for their wheat, It was opposed by
farmers spurred on politically by this Free-
dom Association, which was supported by the
Party opposite. It is just as well that at
times' these things are recalled because the
memory of most primary producers in this
place is short indeed. Primary producers in
those days were in financial difficulties. The
finanee, authorities had no compunction or cow-
passion about the matter. They treated far-
mers as units. Aeccounts in the ledgers had to
be balanced irrespective of the humanitarian
aspect, ;and if the situation arose again the
same attitude would be adopted. Supporters
of the Party opposite who say that the Labor
Party does not understand the position of the
primary producers would see on which side
their ‘bread is buttered if a similar situation
_should ‘arise again.

Mr. ,Je_;y__lku;_s ~Whom are - you kxddmg?

- Mr. LOVEDAY With the Speaker, I went
through that period, and we know what hap-
pened. I can remember the organization set
up by Parliament to control the affairs of the
primary producers in financial difficulties try-
ing even to garnishee the baby bonuz paid to
the wives.. Can anyone contradiet this? I was
interested to hear one or two members on the
other side strongly oppose Australia having
a Commonwealth shipping line, even though
primary producers are faced with lower prices.
They demonstrated how the share of primary.'
pi’oduc_ers in the national income had been
deteriorating for a long time, and they were
aided by the member for Burra (Mr. Quirke).
They said they had no time for a Common-
wealth shipping line. The member for
Barossa (Mr. Laucke) said:

I believe that shipping is best left in the-

hands of competitive owners rather than that
it should be under State or national ownership.

Despite the difficulties referred to, these mem- .
bers were naturally concerned about what might
arise from the entry of Great Britain to the
European Common Market. They can see seri-
ous disabilities arising from the result_ingl'
arrangements. Bceeause of that, we must obvi-
ously have more control over our exports and
the premotion of sales. These people want us
to be at the mercy of overseas shipping lines
in relation to matters that are vital to Aus-
tralia’s future. History appears to have
taught them nothing. The member for Port
Adelaide (Mr. Ryan) proved to the mem-
ber for Rocky River (Mr. Heaslip) that there
was a national shipping line and that it was
paying its way. Then the member for Rocky
River objected to it. He said, by way of
interjection:

Any shipping line ean make a profit of
£1,000,000, and primary producers object. to:
thls
The interesting thing is that if it were a private.
enterprise shipping line he would expeect it te;
make a profit of £1,000,000, and if he were:
a shareholder he would grizzle if he did not
get a dividend of at least 10 or -15 per
cent.  Interestingly enough these people -
object to a national line making a profit of
£1,000,000.

Mr. Heaslip: I didn’t say that. I said “‘pay, .
for?’, not ‘‘object to’’, :

The SPEAKER: Order! The hoxi_ourab]en
member for Rocky River has already made. his
speech, and he is out of order.

‘Mr. LOVEDAY: I copied from Hansard the -
words used by the honourable member and I .
assure him that what I.quoted was precisely -
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what he sa1d Whenever we have a Govern:
ment institution members opposite complain
that it eannot make a profit, because it cannot
be run efficiently as a Government concern.
That sort of tling has been said for years. The
Commeonwealth Bruce-Page Government sabo:
taged the first national shipping line, yet it did
much for the forebears of the members opposite
durmg the First World War and prior to it.
Let members go back into history and see
what happened. "The farmers said the line
should not cease to operate because it saved
them much in freight costs, but supporters of
members opposite who say they are the friends
of the farmers sold all the ships. They virtually
gave them away. They rigged the board that
ran the line so that the profit was turned into
a loss, They were hostile towards it and con-
demned it because it was a national line. Now
the farmers are in a bad position but members
oppos1te still condemn any thought of having
such a line. Australia is practically the only
country in the world of such magnitude that
does not have its own ships to cope with its
shipping requirements. We are relying in the
future on the proper control of our exports and
promotion. '

Mr. Hall: This is hardly a matter to be
decided by this Parliament.

Mr. LOVEDAY : If it is not a State matter,
why did members opposite mention it? Mr.
Laucke introduced it. If members oppo-
site are so happy with a shipping line
being in the hands of private enter-
prise, particularly overseas private enter-
prise; let us see what such enterprise is doing
to help Awustralia with her export trade.
It i neeessary to quote only one or two
instances, Australia is charged £170 a ton
freight on steel to Singapore, yet the freight
from Singapore to Great Britain (twice the
distance) is only £120 a ton. We pay £173 a
ton freight to Indonesia, yet for the greater
distance from Great Britain to Indomesia the
charge iz only £163. This was complained
about even in the journal of the Broken Hill
Proprietary Company Limited, the great steel
monopoly in Australia. That company com-
plained about the diseriminatory freight rates
charged, by overseas combines, but members
opposite are happy to ignore all these facts.
They are still living in the dim and distant past
when everyone thought that anything the Gov-
ernment undeértook was inefficient.

Mr. Nankivell: Did you mean pounds or
shillings? That is.a high freight.

Mr. LOVEDAY: It is pounds. Since 1955,
freight rates for beef have increaged by 62
per cent, for lamb by 44 per cent and for mut-
ton by 34 per cent, but members opposite dre
happy not to have a shipping line! An inter-
esting sidelight is the putting into operation of
the Princess of Tasmania, a vessel that now
runs to Tasmania. At a conference of the
Australian Political Studies Association held in
Sydney in August, 1961, this was said: o

"The Princess has proved probably the most

lucrative vessel on the Australian coast;— .- -
This vessel was put into operation by the.
Australian National Line— s
this notwithstanding, private enterprlse was
not interested in a similar Sydney-Hobart ger-
vice. So it is again the Australian National
Line which has pians well advanced to operate
another ferry on that route, to reopen a ser-
vice private enterprise had not provided for
over 20 years.
Why has not private enterprise provided it%
Because it has found other avenues that are
more lucrative. The service does not matter;
all private enterprise is concerned with is the
maximum interest it can get on its money..
The Commonwealth Minister for Shipping and
Transport (Senator Paltridge) admitted this-
1 speaking on the old s.s. Taroona before it/
left on its last voyage on the Bass Strait run,
yet members opposite still say that we must
not have a national line to ship our goods even
in the present circumstances. It is amazing
that some people who are supposed to be sup-
porting primary producers have the nerve to
come here and tell us that we on this side of
the House take no interest in their problems
and make tnese accusations about us when they
are not sufficiently interested to see om which
side their interests lie.

The member for Gouger said there appeared
to be some form of hysteria in the country -
because of the activities of the Industries
Development Committee in going around the
country taking evidence on decentralization,
He said, too, that anything in the way. of
decentralization should be dome only on g -
proper economic basis. If he gives that a little -
thought he will realize that, if all things in the,
State that favour producers were done only. on, :
a proper economic basis, many of them would -
be discontinued. He should be wary of where. :
he is treading, as this may be put into effect
if his advice is followed. It seems to be
thought that industries established in Adelaide. "
do not receive subsidies, but they are getting.-
indirect subsidies all the time through the: ser- .
vices the Government has to. supply to enable. .
workers to get to work at a' price- they. ‘can;
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afford so that these industries can be supplied
with necessary labour.

Mr, Hughes: This costs millions of pounds.

" Mr. LOVEDAY: This cxample can be multi-
plied in many ways, so do not imagine that an
industry is subsidized only if it goes into the
country; it is being subsidized in the city all
the time.
terms of momey to what extent it is subsi-
dized. - That would probably be too vast a
problem even for a mathematician, but mem-
bers have only to consider the matter to realize
that this is so. I shall now deal with the
aetivities of the Housing Trust and the Gov-
ernmert’s poliey in relation to it. If the Gov-
ernment had been really secized with the impor-
tance - of decentralization, what would have
been its attitude towards the activities of the
trust throughout the State? I (and. I think
most people) would say that to encourage people
to go to the country we must make housing con-
ditions there as good as, if not better than, in
the eity because, after all, the basie require-
ment of decentralization is that country econ-
ditions shall be, as nearly as possible, as good
as those in the city to attract people to the
country and keep them there. But what do we
find? The Government, through the activities
of the Housing Trust, built Elizabeth-—the
show place. Whenever visitors come to this
State they are taken there because it is an
example of what the Housing Trust does. Of
course, everyone knows that Elizabeth is vir-
tually an outlying suburb and that it is only
a matter of time before it becomes absorbed as
a suburb.

Do we really find the same attention to
design, lay-out, facilities and appearance any-
where else in the State where the Housing
Trust has been operating? With all due res-
pect to the trust, I say deliberately that we do
not: we find something. a little lower in the
"scale of things. We do not find such a varia-
“tion in design. I have cuttings taken from
the News and the Whyalla News in which com-
- plairts are made about the monotony of the
" Housing Trust’s designs-at Whyalla, where
there are 2,000 trust houses. Whyalla has the

most trust houses of any town outside Adelaide.-

It is 250 miles from Adelaide, and as the eity
is the natural centre of attraction because of

its many facilities, it is obvious that the dis--

tance militates against- people going there.
Hdwever, Whyalla has housing that is not as
good as that at Elizabeth, not only in appear-
ance but in other ways. There is less variety
of design, as well as less attention to facilities
and amenities. What has been done is just good

It is not possible to say exactly in.

enough to hold people employed by the B.H.P.
Company in the town. This is not the atti-
tude of people concerned primarily with
decentralization.

I turn now to another aspect of decen-
tralization—the price of land at Whyalla.
Here again the same sort of argument applies,
Obviously, if you can provide an incentive to
people to go to the country by providing cheap
land, it indicates that you believe in decentrali-
zation. I think that it is the obvious answer.
Whyalla is probably the only place in South
Australia where the Government had the
opportunity to divide up, for housing, Crown
land that was virtually valueless. It is pastoral
saltbush country carrying only one sheep to
20 acres. It could have been sold cheaply to
people who wanted to build their own houses.

The Minister of Lands in one of his letters
said that the first allotments were offered
under those conditions in 1940 and that the
prices were based, on land at £20 for a
quarter-acre bloek. That -sounds very good.
At that time I think prices ranged up to £100,
because these blocks were being sold by auction.
A deputation waited on the then Minister
and said that this was not the best way to
allot the land, and that the people should be
putting their money into furniture instead of
so muech of it into the land and the house.
He agreed that the land should be allotted
at £30 a block or thereabouts, and this was
done for a number of years. Under that
scheme the ratio of house builders and pur-
chasers rose very sharply. I think that at that
time a higher proportion of people were buying
their own houses than anywhere else in South
Australia. By 1959 prices had reached £70
and £80, and even that was still reasonable,
taking into account the change in prices during
that time; but from 1959 to 1961 prices
jumped from £70 and £80 up to £320 and
£340 a block, and it was hard to sell them.
Is this encouraging - house ownership and
decentralization? The Minister’s answer was
that it was considered that the prices were
reasonable, but they had no relationship to the
value of the land. Of course they did not,
because the land was almost valueless.

As to the answer that the prices were
reasonable, it depends on one’s interpretation
of ‘‘reasonable’’—whether it is reasonable
under the ecircumstances to charge £340 for
residential blocks of a quarter-acre which two
years before were being sold for £80. It was
pointed out that these higher prices included
the cost of roadmaking, which previously had
not been included. Assuming that one has
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a  22ft. .sealed road and that each house
owner:'is responsible for half the cost of the

:ivoad-fronting his property, including the kerb-

i

ing, footpaths, and gateway approach, the
total would be £100. So, if we add that to the
£80.:we get £180 as the prices these blocks

.should have been made available at, and this

would still show a handsome profit to the

. Lands Department, because the land was value-
',‘less.
7'£320 ‘and £340.
" Government that believes

Instead, the people were being charged

in the value of
‘decentralization and one seized with the import-
ance of making blocks available’ to people to

". build- their own houses?

A ‘ M‘ﬁny people arriving at Whyalla come from
_overseas,

I have heard members opposite say

. that  immigration is essential to the develop-

;ment of this country and I agree.

However,
many of these people arrive without a cracker

~in their pockets, and they go into a rental

., house, and usually stay there.

The Govern-

_ ment’s policy has not been in the best interests
. of deeentralization or with the aim to enable

people to get their own houses as quickly and

. cheaply as possible,

The member for Torrens (Mr. Coumbe) had
something to say about housing. IIc said in
reference to the Government’s announced new
deal to young married couples, that it would

" provide advances up to £3,000 to give them the

" ‘opportunity to build at a repayment rate of

- loan would be cancelled.

only 2s. 6d. weekly for every £100 borrowed;
and in the event of the breadwinner dying the
He also said:

This is one of the greatest examples of

- social legislation in our lustory—m’troduced

by the Liheral Party, mark you, and not the
Labor Party. It was announced by the

- Government bhefore the election as a plank of

“its  platform.

I did not hecar that type of

" thing suggested by the Labor Party.

If he had paid the same attention as the
member for Mitcham (Mr. Millhouse) to the
Labor Party’s booklet containing its platform,
he would have seen what our policy was in
this direction. I am surprised that he does
not pay a little more attention to these matters
before making such a statement. In our
platform on this subjeet it is provided that the
Party believes in the encouragement of work-
ers’ homes co-operatives for the purpose of
providing houses for the workers, and the
building of a sufficient quantity of multiple-

_ type houses; the establishment of a fair rents

court; and provision by insurance that, in

the event of the death of a breadwinner in a

State purchase house, the house shall become
11

Is that the attitude of a

‘sold by the

the freehold property of dependants without
further financial obligation.

If the honourable member cared to look at
our Commonweal:h platform he would see that
provision - was made for the supply -of cheap
interest money for. housing at preferential
interest rates. So, he was very much. off the
beam when he said that the Labor Party had
never put forward proposals of this character.
I can remember his speaking about this matter
several times. During the present debate he
said: B

The Liberal and Country League believes

in encouraging home ownership. Our friends
opposite seem to be opposed at ’tlnles to an
inerease in the number of people owning their
own houses, whereas the L.C.L. believes in
encouraging home ownership.
Let us see. whether his viewpoint squares up
with that of his Commonwealth counterpart.
This is what Mr. Bury, who until recently
was the Minister assisting the Commonwealth
Treasurer, had to say, as reported in the
Advertiser of July 6, 1962:

It is the natural desire of the States not to
beeame landlords. However, houses are often
States’ on small deposits, low
interest rates and long-term repayments. The
result is that the States offer terms which
private enterprise finds difficulty in matching.
So, the Minister is concerned about the
competition being afforded private  enterprise
by the State housing authorities. He does not
like it. The press report also included the
following:

This had resulted in an extra demand for
Commonwealth finance. It would be unreal to
assume that the Federal Government would
make extra money available for housing. The
States, by sclling houses, also reduced the
number of houses available for rent by people
in the low-income brackets.

Silence rules supreme on the other side of the
House. The press report continues:

The States should ecreate higher and more
rigid terms in the sale of houses to people who
could afford to pay the higher rates.

Of course that is in direct conflict with the
views expressed by the honourable member for
Torrens.

Mr. Coumbe:
ownership.

Mr. LOVEDAY: ‘‘The States should create
higher and more rigid terms in the sale of
houses to people who could afford to pay the
higher rates.””> And the honourable member
was eulogizing the lower and less rigid terms
that he says his Government will extend. Mr.
Bury went on to say:

This will enable extra money to be diverted
to slum eclearance.

Mr. Bury advocated house
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- Therefore, it is about time State members of
the Liberal Party brought their policy into line
with that of Commonwealth members of the
. Party.

Mr. Nankivell: Why should we?

Mr. LOVEDAY: Obviously, over the years
what the States have done on housing has been
bound up with and has, in a large measure,
been dependent on the treatment received from
the Commonwealth Government in. relation to
the sums granted and the interest rates payable.
In fact, according to press accounts of meetings
between the Premiers and the Commonwealth
Government, they have always battled on
the question of interest rates. This is one
reason why the cost of ‘housing has increased
so much over the years. Let us see what has
happened to interest rates under the beneficent
influence of the Liberal Party in control of the
Treasury benches in Canberra. The interest
rate for house-building has increased from
3% per cent in 1945 to 53 per cent in 1961,
and this is what Mr. Brodie (Chief Clerk,
Registry of Co-operative Housing Societies in
Victoria) had to say when the rate went to

3 per cent:

On a £3,000 loan the repayment of interest
would advance by 25s. a month at the new rate
of 5% per cent.

For every # per cent increase in the interest
rate we have a corresponding increase in rent
of at least 6s. a week.

Mr. Nankivell: What will the honourable
member do about it}

Mr. LOVEDAY: I am illustrating the con-
flicting viewpoint between members of the
Commonwealth Liberal Party and members of
the State Liberal Party and stating that the
position of the States in relation to housing
largely depends on the money they receive
from the Commonwealth and the interest
rate. In fact, on previous oceasions I said
that it was most unfortunate that the Premier
had to pay so much more for the money he
received from the Commonwealth Government.
I pointed out that it was wrong that the
Housing Trust should have to pay bond interest
rate on the money it received, and that there
should be a preferential interest rate.

The Hon. G. G. Pearson: If the honourable
member was the Commonwealth Treasurer what
would he do about the interest rate?

Mr. LOVEDAY: The Party has stated that
preferential interest rates should apply to
house building.

Mr. Heaslip: What about the primary pro-
ducers?

‘pertinent

Mr. LOVEDAY: Surely the honourable mem-
ber is not going to drag in the primary pro-
ducers again after what I said about bis
attitude on shipping. I have stated what I
would do; T am a member of the Labor Party
and I endeavour to carry out its platform.

The Hon. G. G. Pearson: Where would you
get the money from#$

Mr. LOVEDAY: That could be overcome if
reasonable control were retained over the banks.

The Hon. G. G. Pearson: You do not get
cheap money if you cannot pay a reasomable
price for it. .

Mr. LOVEDAY: The Minister must surely
know that if the Commonwealth Bank acts
properly as the people’s bank it can decide the
interest rate charged for its money. 1 refer
at length to housing, because it has been a .
feature of many speeches in this debate and is
an important question. Indced, members on
this side have regarded it as a fundamental
social question. I was interested to note some
remarks in the Awuditor-General’s
report on the activities of the South Australian
Housing Trust. If I say anything critical of
the Housing Trust I do not mean to imply that
my Party is not fully behind an organization
such as the trust.. We believe it is the only
way in which the needs of the community can
be met but, nevertheless, we believe that there
are grounds for ecriticism and that, if our
eriticisms are followed up, they can lead to
improvements in the trust’s operations.

We have listened far too often to the story
that this is the best- housing authority in
Australia, that it is without peer, and that
nobody else can touch it in its operations; but
much can be learned from the operations of
other housing authorities in Australia. I
noticed that, according to the Auditor-General’s
report, effective applications for rental houses
still held by the trust totalled about 8,000. The
Premier answered a question on this matter
only yesterday.

In the metropolitan area the waiting time for
a house is still about five years and I under-
stand that a tremendous demand still exists
for rental houses. We have just been told that
the poliey is not to build more double units
and that, I may say, from many points of view
is a good move but, nevertheless, surely some-
thing has to take their place. It has been said
that the number of people vacating rental
houses is sufficient to enable the trust to satisfy
the necds of those desiring those houses. That
assertion remains to be proved, and I question
its accuracy in view of the figures given.




Address in Reply.

[AugusT 8, 1962.]

Address in Reply. . 447

Let me turn to the sale of houses. According
- to the Auditor-General’s report, (page 7), the
number of applications received for the pur-
"ehage of houses from 1952-53 to 1960-61 reached
- its highest peak in 1954-55—3,873—but since
then it has steadily deelined. The decline has
not been econtinually progressive. The figure
rose from 2,750 in 1957-58 to 3,418 the follow-
ing year and then fell to 3,098 in 1960-61." One
would think that, with a Government professing
to be so concerned about the promotion of
- house ownership and having under its command
the best housing authority in Australia, the
number of people purchasing houses would
have risen, but that is not the case. It has
declined. On page 8 of the report the Auditor-
General states:

Applicants, before they can be allotted a
house, must have sufficient moneys in hand to

pay the necessary deposit and meet stamp
duties and other expenses.

Here again we have a conflict of policy
between the State Liberal voice and the Com-
monwealth Liberal voice. Here they say that
they want to promote house ownership, but
undoubtedly the applicants have been affected
by Commonwealth policy. The credit squeeze
and other factors have rendered it impossible
for many people to go ahead with their plans
Some interesting informa-
tion regarding the selling of houses is
contained in this report. The selling price of
a brick dwelling of five rooms—1,120 square
feet overall area and roofed with tiles—was
£2,880 in 1953, but £4,100 in 1961. The
Auditor-General comments in this regard:

to purchase houses.

During the above period land values, which

increased by £395, accounted for one-third
of the total increase of 42 per cent.
I have frequently referred to the fact that,
although better techniques are employed in
house building nowadays, the costs are not
falling and it is more difficult for a wage
earner to purchase a house. Although the
selling price of these houses has increased by
42 per cent over the period I have mentioned,
the basic rate has increased by only 21 per
cent and a fitter’s rate by only 32.7 per cent.
It is becoming harder for a wage earner to
- purchase a house under Liberal administration
throughout the Commonwealth. Higher land
valuecs accounted for one-third of the increase,
and these have been caused by speculative
" land transactions to which the Opposition is
opposed, but which are not ecriticized by
members opposite.

Mr. - Coumbe: No! The Premier has

- frequently spoken against them.

Mr. LOVEDAY: The people benefiting
from speculation are invariably supporters of
the Party opposite. The fact remains that it
is diffienlt to acquire a house, and it is becom-
ing more difficult as time passes. The fact
that housing loans are now ¢n a 40-year basis
instead of a 20-year basis is further evidence
of that position. When one examines what the
Leader of the Opposition said on this question,
one cannot help wondering how the wage
earner getting less than a skilled person’s rate
can buy a house if he has a family. The
Leader said, ‘ ‘Let us examine the financial com-
mitments of a couple under this scheme.’’ He
was referring to the Government’s new scheme
whereby an applicant had to be under 25
years of age—although later the age was
increased—and had to find the difference
between an advance of £3,000 and the cost of
his house. The Leader said that this differ-
ence could be as much as £1,500 and that in
addition the applicant required a surplus of
not less than £15 a week after he had met his
mortgage repayments of about £4 a week. That
puts such a commitment outside the seope of
many persons who do not get a tradesman’s '
rate. Indeed, even a tradesman would find it
difficult to purchase a house under those eir-
cumstances.

Mr. Jenkins: You are quoting the higher-
priced house; there are houses that cost only
£2,300.

Mr. LOVEDAY: I am quoting what the
Leader said. Let us examine the cost of houses
provided by the Housing Trust. A five-room
brick house costs over £4,000.

Mr. Jenkins: They are not all brick houses: -
there are other cheaper houses.

Mr. LOVEDAY: That is so, and I will have
more to say about them later.

Mr. Hutchens: He is referring to little
houses.

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member is entitled to be heard without inter-
ruption. '

Mr. LOVEDAY: If a person were purchas-
ing a house over a 40-year period he would
have to find about £4 a week. That is not
denied. However, the basic wage today is only
£14 3s. ’

.Mr. Coumbe: The tradesman’s rate is about
£19 9s.

Mr. LOVEDAY: Let us work on the basic
wage and assume that a man has a family of
two or three children. How ean he afford.to
buy a bouse under those conditions$

Mr. Jennings: He can starve!
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Mr. LOVEDAY: He is being encouraged on -

- every hand 0 pay a few shillings down on this,
‘that and the other thing for use in his house.
‘In fact, if he were not doing so he would be
told by the Premier, ‘‘Industry just cannot
carry on working if hire-purchase is eut out.”’
Mr. J ennings: It would dry up!
Mr. LOVEDAY: Yes, so the worker has to
- participate to keep industry going, and he
‘usually does. Ilaving in mind this burden on
- him, how can he buy a house under these con-
ditions?
‘ mathematician opposite who can explain to me
- how the man on the basic wage (or the man

five-room brick house, or something less than
'‘that, under the present arrangements—even
~ the - wonderful arrangements that have been
mentioned during this debate.

You are an optimist expect-
They

Mr. Jennings:

_ing to find a mathematician opposite.

" cannot add one and one and make two.
The SPEAKER: Order!

. Whyalla.

" Mr. LOVEDAY: The Premier, in speaking

on this question of single-unit houses in a

The member for

broadcast, was reported to have said, ‘‘Here I .:
Tarcoola?

believe we will have a housing programme unique
in the world.”’ He said that deposits would
be as low as £50 in appropriate -cases,
that loans would be repaid over 40 years,
and that weekly repayments would be between
“about £3 15s. and £4 a week. It is not a
programme unique in the world.
even unique in Australia. Surprisingly, we
have not examined what the other States are
. doing. . One would have thought that with all
the housing authorities in Australia there
. would at least be a constant interchange of
information on the subjeet of what each is

"doing and an interchange of officers. Definite
advantages would arise from such an
_ interchange.

The Western Australian Housing Commission
has a wonderful scheme and we could adopt
some of its methods here. I was privileged
last January to be taken around by a senior
officer of the Western Australian Housing
Commission and I was able to see what it was
doing. It does not believe in double-unit
housing. It is construeting single wunits, and
when I was there it was using 12 designs,
which are varied from time to time. I am
referring to five-room houses, almost all with
tiled roofs with great variations in the eolour

* and texture of the tiles. No corrugated iron
is used and only three or four per cent at the
most are roofed with ecorrugated asbestos.

I will listen with interest to any -

It is mot .

These are. all brick veneer houses. The best

- -quality jarrah is used throughout, including the
- floors.

All have three bedrooms, a modern
bathroom and a hot water unit; they are well-
equipped and well-finished throughout. The
finish of these houses "is far supérior to
anything the Housing Trust is providing in

- Whyalla, although I do not know~ what .is
" happening elsewhere because I cannot examine
. that. '

‘How is this achieved? Simply by more rigid
inspection. We had occasion in Whyalla some
time ago t6 lodge serious complaints about

' 'thé way eertain Housing Trust purchase houses
enjoying a small margin over it) can buy a -

were finished. Of course, it was regarded ‘as
being almost heresy to say such a thing, but
the complaints were substantiated and the

. houses, which were new ones, had to be repaired.

It was disclosed that the person responsible for
the inspeetions had the impossible task of
having to inspect not only the houses being
built at Whyalla at the rate of more than 300

~a year but also the houses the trust was

building as far away as Ceduna and Tarcoola.
That was an impossible task to impose upon
anybody.

Mr. Jenkins: How many would be built ‘at

Mr. LOVEDAY: Only an odd one here and
there, but the travelling time involved in
travelling that distance in the course of a
year—and I think the honourable member
knows the distance involved-—would be terrific.
After all, when a house is being built it nceds
frequent inspection. This was the task imposed
upon the inspector. This state of affairs
provides all the opportunities in the world for
these get-rich-quick contract builders, employing
labour at under-award rates through sub-
contracting methods—and this matter has been
dealt with during this debate—to put in work
that is not satisfactory. I have been told that
the inspectors in Western Australia have to
inspect no more than about 75 houses in a year
if they are in the country; if they are in the
city area they are respousible for the inspection
of 120 to 150 houses. That is why the finish
is so good in Western Australia. An interesting
feature is that the Western Australian houses
cost between £3,300 and £3,400, with a
maximum of £3,500, which is better than can
be done here. Of course, the Auditor-General’s
report referred to the fact that the cost there
was slightly less than here.

Mr. Jenkins: They have brick veneer houses
as against our solid briek.

Mr. LOVEDAY: I appreciate that, but if
the honourable member cared to inspect those
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houses he would.see that they were 100 per cent
satisfactory for a-house owner. They are a
beautiful job and, what is more, the appearance
of. those ‘houses, because of their finish and the
variety in-the tiles, design and so forth, is

completely different from anything we have in.

any country area. I exclude Elizabeth, because
that is a show place.

" Another * interesting feature
Housing® Comniission’s work was
maximum waiting time, if a person desired a

about this

special location and a special design or type’

of house, wa§ 12 months If a person- wanted
a' house™ stralght away ‘lie could -go ‘into one
straight vaway.
January of this- year.

an area he is not always certain whether he
wants to stay, 's0o he rents a house. He then
purehases his carpets, linos and other things.
If he does that when he goes into a double unit
such’ a8 we have ‘heré and he gets set, he is
not so keen on moving into a purchase house.

He has done all these things and his attitude-

i$ that’ beeause he has ‘put in mueh work he will
stay there. - If a person goes into one of these
houses in Western Australia he spends some
time gettmo set while he is paying rent.

Mr. Nanklvell. How much? -

.Mr. LOVEDAY: About £3 17s. If he
decides to stay in.-that locality he probably
decides to purchase the house. If he makes
this decision within the first six months he gets
the house at cost price; if he makes that deei-
sion after six months he gets the house either
at cost or market price less 10 per cent, which-
ever is the greater. That takes care of any
inflationary sitnation which may have occurred
since the house was built, and that is fair both
to the commission and the would-be purchaser.
I have already instaunced some of the tremen-
dous advantages of this. It is a tremendous
encouragement to house ownership. On this
question, let us compare that with what is hap-
pening here. We have heard much about the
promotion of house ownership. ‘The Housing
Trust in its last report states that it has built
25,997 dwellings for rental and 20,578 houses
for sale; in other words, less than 50 per cent
of the houses have been sold. The annual
report of the Western Australian State Housing
Commission for 1960-61, on the other hand,
states:

In the country areas, houses erected by the
eommission were predominantly for rental,
although on a State-wide basis over 80 per cent

that the’

’l‘hat was the position in-
These -houses could be
either “rented or 'purchased at the option 6f
the person concerned. "That is a tremendous’
advantage, because when a person arrives in"

of all homes erected during the year were dis- -,
posed of on a purchase basis. -
Over 80 per cent! I suggest that this poliey .
should be adopted here. Members on. this, side
of the House have said that the position regard
ing rental houses is still desperate, and it is
still desperate. The policy we have heard out
lined leads us to think that there will be no‘;
more double units and, apparently, no more
rental houses built. I suggest that 'if we are
going to have these houses built on the lines
indicated by the Government, they should be
available either for remtal or for putchase. I
say definitely that, in view of the experience
of Western Australia, that will not bé a barrier
to purchasing houses; in.fact, it will be a ‘fillip
and an incentive. What is more, it ‘will pro-
vjde an opportunity to a person to rent a house
if he wishes to do so.”

. Mr. Nankivell: How do the cheaper rentals
in Western Australia compare?

Mr. LOVEDAY: The Housing Commission
has a variety of houses, built earlier in its
experience going back a good many - years;
which' are -cheaper, in the same way as the
Housing Trust in South Australia has houses
that are cheaper than the ones now being
built. But, as the honourable member probably
knows, when a tenant leaves a house that was
built many years ago, the rent is raised to a
level "about that charged for houses . being
built now. Some houses in Western Australia
have lower rents than others, but I am talkmg
about the policy that has been followed by the
Western Australian Housing Commission for
some years. The driving force behind -this
policy was the Minister for Housing in the
Labor . Government in Western Australia
before the present Liberal Government
came into office—the Hon. Herbert Graham.
In fact, some flats are named after him im
Perth and, in my opinion, they are the finest
flats for pensioners I have seen anywhere.
There again provision is made that, if a
couple goes into one of.these flats and one of
the couple dies, the rent is redueed by half.
They are paying 87s. 6d. a week for pensioner
flats, splendidly equipped in every conceivable
way and beautifully designed.

Mr. Nankivell:

Mr. LOVEDAY: They are three-storey flats,
the top storeys of which are let to business
couples who pay slightly more than the
economic rent to offset the uneconomie rents
of the two lower-level flats. So, instead of
talking so much about priority and the superior
methods in every respect that we have in og}'

Are they multi-storey flats?
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housing arrangements here, we should be look-
ing round, exchanging information and trying
to discover whether there is anything better
in the other States that we could adopt. I
" am certain that what I have spoken about this
afternoon points to some particularly good
methods, better than those we are employing
in South Australia,

My last point concerns the opal fields in my
electorate. I refer first to Coober Pedy. T
had the privilege of opening a new school there
ré_cently and want to thank the Minister of
Education (Hon. Sir Baden Pattinson) for
being so helpful in getting that school estab-
lished. The native children who were attend-
ing school, first of all, in what is known as the
community hall on the opal fields have now
been transferred to a three-classroom school
and, although they have been attending school
for only a relatively short period, the change
in them is tremendous. In faet, one would
not know them for the same children as the
result of their having that comparatively short
period of education. It points to what should
and must be done for aboriginal children
throughout the State.

I should like to mention also the excellent
work being done by the departmental welfare
officer of the Aborigines Department (Mr.
Busbridge), and his wife. Although they have
not been there long, they have already achieved
wonderful changes in the native people there.
If we can appoint competent welfare officers
of this type elsewhere in similar situations—
and I believe that consideration should be
given to appointing one at Andamooka—that
will go a long way towards solving the difficult
problems confronting both these fields.

- The Hon. G. G. Pearson: The honourable
member realizes that we have to get the right
men?

Mr. LOVEDAY: Yes. I said previously
in this House that I thought attention should
be given to the training of the natives in this
work without reducing standards, I realize

that this presents difficulties but I am eertain ..
this is the way to achieve confidence, particu-
larly among the people being helped.

The Hon. G. G. Pearson: I do not know .

“whether we could go that far at the moment,

but the idea of having aborigines in responsible
positions in charge of other aborigines appeals
to me greatly. .

Mr. LOVEDAY: I think when one examines
what has been done in other countries in the
field of native welfare, countless examples
can be found of successful ventures in this
direction. It has frequently been said, ¢* What
does the State get out of the operations of the
opal fields?’’ I do mot want to elahorate on’
this except to reiterate that the opal produe-
tion and exports have again risen in the last -
year. Whereas in 1959-60 the exports of opal
were valued at just on £1,000,000 (of course,
these figures are always somewhat inconeclusive
and conservative because the statistics are not
full; they are obtained from only a limited
number of buyers) exports for 1960-61,

according to the Commonwealth Census and

Statistics Office, have risen to £1,122,000, which
shows that these two opal fields provide the
basis of a valuable export trade. They are
the only two fields from which a substantial
quantity of opal comes. The other opal fields
in Australia have virtually petered out, or at
least are not being worked. We have in this
State two valuable assets in these opal fields.

I take this opportunity of thanking the
Minister of Works (Hon. G. G. Pearson) for
his assistance in seeing that these two fields
were helped by water cartage during the dry
period in the last year. Having said this, [
have mueh pleasure in supporting the motion
for the adoption of the Address in Reply, as
amended.

Mr. LAWN secured the adjournment of the
debate.

ADJOURNMENT.
At 5.32 pm. the House adjourned until
Thursday, August 9, at 2 p.m.



