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JOINY COMMITTEE ON PUBLICATIONS ' !

Standing Order 36 of the Senate reads, in port;
36—-(1) A. Publications Committee, to consist of seven Senators, shill be
at the commencement of each Parliament, with power to confer or
munIothommtteownhanmﬂuCommmee of the House of
Representatives,

* ° L » *

(3 ) When confcmng with a similar Commnttee of the House of Rzgrescn'
umves, Abe. Cospmitte¢ shall dsélmve power; | o
(a) to mqmre into and repoxt on the pnnnng, pubhcatwn and distn’buuon
of Parhamenta:y #nd ‘Goverament Publications. ln?i on such mattere
as aré reférred t0 it by the relevant Minister, and

(b)«to send fohpersmx, pqpers and reobrds. . ﬂ! R ;;\

Standing Order 28 of the Hpu.n; ?l Rq:;mnx,auves reads, in part:
28. A Publications Cobyiiitiee, to coudist of seven Members, shall be appointed
at the commencement of each Parliament with power to confer with a similar
committee of the Senate In addition, when conferring with a similar
committee of the Senate, the Committee shall have power—
(a) to inquire into and report on the . printing, publication and distribution
of Parliaméitary add Goverriment Piblicationb’and on such matters as
are referred to it by the relevant Minister, and
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INTRODUCTICN
The backgronnd
1. The Pink Pages telephone directoties are published by the Post Office lo
provide. & customer service, to encourage the use of the telephone syatcm, and to
provide a source of revenue to the Department.

2. There. are two separate operations in the production of the di ies; the
gathering of the advemsmg material, and the printing and distribution of the
directories, Both operations are camed out for the Post Office under separate
contracts let by public tender,

3. The advertising contractor, at bis own cost and expense, obtains all advertise-
ments and edvertising entries, collects all advertising accounts, and conducts all
correspondence in respect of the advertisements, entries and accounts,

4. The principles to which. advertising material must conform are prescribed by
the Postmaster-General’s Department and all advertising matter is submitted by the
contractor to the Department for approval before being forwarded to the printer.
The:fatés paid by subscribers for all advertising matter in telephone directorics
are also fixed by the Department.

5, The existing advertising contractors are:

Advertising contractor Directorles under contract
Edward H. O’Brien Pty Ltd New South Wales and Victoria
Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd, Queensland, South Australia. (including

Northern Territory) and Tasmania
Pink Pages Publicity (W.A.) Pty Ltd Western Australia -

6. The existing contracts are for periods of seven years and expire with the issues
of the directories published during the 1972-73 financial year.

7. Public tenders for the rights for a further period, commencing with issues of
the directeries to be published during the 1973-74 financial year, were called in
December 1971, and contracts for three year periods only have been let, as follows:

Advertising contractor Directories under contract
Edward H. O'Brien Pty Ltd New South Wales
Directories' (Aust.) Pty Ltd, Victoria, Queensland, South Australia

(including Northern Territory),
Western Australia and Tasmania

The dispute

8. As a result of the new contracts let, Edward H, O'Brien Pty Ltd lost the
contract for the Victorian directories which it had held since 1924, The new con-~
tractor for the Victorian directories is Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd, a wholly-owned
subsidiary of the General Telept Dil y Company of the United States of
America.

9. Newspaper reports which were brought to the Committee’s attention indicated
that Edward H. O'Brien Pty Ltd, supported by the Amalgamated Postal Workers®
Union, disputed the correctness of the Post Office’s decision to award the new
contract to Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd.
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The Inquiry

10, The standing orders of the Senate and of the House of Representatives
empower the Joint Committes to initiate its own inquiries within its general terms
of reference, viz., ‘the printing, publication and distribution of Parlismentary and
Government Publications’,

11, On 21 July 1972 the Committee resolved to inquire into Post Office arrange-
ments for the printing and publication of the Pink Pages telephone directories,
with special reference to the circumstances of the granting by the Post Office of the
new advertising contract for the Victorian directories,

The submissions and witnesses
12, Written submissions were received from:
o Australian Post Office
o Edward H. O'Brien Pty Ltd
o Amalgamated Postal Workers’ Union of Australia
« Union of Postal Clerks and Telegraphists

13, Directories (Aust.} Pty Ltd did not make a detailed submission but indicated
their willingness to answer specific questions,

14, The Committee held a public hearing in Melbourne on 10 August 1972 and
took evidence from witnesses representing the interested parties,. viz.:

o Australian Post Office

o Edward H, O'Brien Pty Ltd

» Amalgamated Postal Workers’ Union of Australia

o Union of Postal Clerks and Telegraphists

o Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd

THE ISSUES
Conditions of tendering

15. The latest tender schedule (C,6911 Revised) for the sole right of supplying
advertisements for insertion in the official telephone directories contained the
following specific items on which the tenderers were required to quote:

» Bstimated value of gross sales.

o Percentage of the value of gross sales to be paid to the Commonwealth,

e Minimum guaranteed payment to the Commonwealth,

» Proposed expenditure on sales promotion.

This tender schedule basically followed the principle of the previous schedule and
contained the following more spsciﬁc new features:

(a) Tend were ired to indi the sales they expected to achieve in
each year of the contract period. Previously tenderers were requested to
submit only the percentage of their sales which they were willing to remit
to the Department. The Post Office submitted that, by securing the
tenderers’ proposed sales levels and applying to them the percentage
return offered by the tenderers, the Department was. able to assess the
offers more meaningfully in relative and absolute terms.

(b) The opportunity was provided for tenderers to vary the return to the
Department and- their minimum guarantees according to the volume of
sales. Tenderers were not obliged to offer. increased percentages. as the
sales increased nor were they obliged to increase thejr minimum guarantees
each year. But, as expected by the Post Office, both Edward H. O'Brien
Pty Ltd and Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd offered increasing percentages
and minimum guarantees,

{c) On this occasion, offers were sought on a three, four or five year basis,
as. against the previous five or seven year basis, because the Post Office
considered that shorter term contracts (i) make it easier for future sales
levels to be assessed, (ii) maintain incentive, and (iii) enable the Depart-
ment to obtain the benefits of calling earlier competitive bids in the
expanding market.

16. Bdward H. O’Brien Pty Ltd submitted that changes in the tender requirements
resulted in the level of minimum. guarantees assuming a much greater significance,.
and that this tended to favour the large corporations with resources sufficient to
allow them to take risks in setting high levels of minimum guarantees or even to
sustain initial losses in order to win the contract, Edward H. O'Brien Pty Ltd,. it
was submitted, did not have the resources to sustain the heavy losses that could
occur if optimistic sales targets on which minimum guarantees were based could
not be met because of unforeseen circumstances such as economic downturns,
and, therefore, were placed at a disadvantage in competing for the contract against
Di:ectoﬁés (Aust.) Pty Ltd who have large overseas financial backing.

17. The: Post Office’ denied that the tender conditions were loaded or weighted
against the small Australian tenderer, but suggested that t.he alleged advantage of
the Jarge orgamsation coiild be claimed to have been present in the previous tender
conditions just as much.



Assessment of tenders

18, Three tenders were received for the contract in Victoria, The Post Office, in
assessing the tenders, considered that the tender by Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd
submitted the highest estimate of gross sales, offered the best overall percentage of
gross sales as payment. to the Commonwealth, offered the highest minimum
g dp to the C alth, and proposed the highest expenditure
on sales promotion, An examination of the tenders, which were lodged by the Post
Office with the Committee, supports this assessment.

19. The Post Office submitted that the combination of the higher percentage
return offered by Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd and the higher gross sales proposed
by that Company (which the Department considers achievable) is equivalent
to a revenue gain to the Department of $3.4m, representing a net surplus of $1.8m
to the Department after it meets printing expenses. The minimum guarantee (an
expression of the tenderer’s fid in his pl d sales level) offered by
Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd for a three year period was $1.5m more than the next
highest offer.

20. For these reasons, the tender submitted by Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd for
Victoria was accepted by the Post Office. In fact, the Post Office revealed that this
company submitted the most attractive tender for all States for either a three or
five year contract. However, as a matter of policy the Post Office considered that
a contract should be allocated to the next most attractive tenderer to maintain
the viability of that tenderer to provide for future competition. As a result, Edward
H. O'Brien Pty Ltd were awarded the contract for New South Wales, representing
some 40 per cent of the total market. The period of the contracts was also limited
to three years to give the Department an earlicr opportunity to again call
competitive bids.

21. Edward H. O'Brien Pty Ltd criticised the Post Office assessment of the tenders
on the grounds that it appeared that the Post Office had placed too much emphasis
on the levels of minimum guarantees and projected sales. This tenderer held that
the Post Office should have given greater consideration to the percentage bids and
the proven ability to perform and meet obligations. Further, it was claimed that
the minimum guarantees did not necessarily represent the ultimate benefits the
Post Office would get from this kind of contract.

Ovwnership of tenderers and preference to Australian-owned tenderers

22, The ownership of Edward H. O'Brien Pty Ltd is wholly Australian, whereas
Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd is a wholly-owned subsidiary of the General Telephone
Directory Company of the United States of America,

23, Edward H. O'Brien Pty Ltd submitted that it had been led to believe that
continuation of its Australian ownership was important to the Post Office, but
that, in fact, it was clear that' the Post Office in assessing ‘the tenders had dis-
regarded the factor of the Company being Australian owned and managed,

24, The Amalgamated Postal Workers’ Union submitted that it was undesicable
for long term economic and political reasons to allow this activity and other
Australian economic activities to be in the control of overseas commercial interests.
This argument was strongly supported by the Union of Postal Clerks. and Tele-
graphists who contended. that the Post Office should always. award contracts in the
interest of Australian industry.
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25, The Committec noted the explanation of the Post Office that it was a well-
established principle that no distinction was made in letting contracts on the
grounds of ownership. All resident Australian firms are treated in the same way and
compete on exactly the same basis for Government business,

The growing inff of foreig d companies and muolti-national corporations
26, There is evid of a growing invol by overseas interests in the Aus~
tralian telephone directory advertising market: Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd, pre-
viously an Australian-owned company, was taken over by the Gepéral Telephone
Directory Company of the United States of America in 1966; the Australian con-
teactor for Western Australia was taken over by ITT World Directories Inc, in
late 1969; and Edward H, O'Brien Pty Ltd, which had been the largest operator,
itself received takeover offers from both ITT World Directories Inc. and the
Reuben H. Donnelley Telephone Company, a large United States advertising
contractor, both of which it had rejected. This trend has now been accentuated by
the award of the Victorian contract to Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd.

27. The Union of Postal Clerks and Telegraphists submitted that the policies
and working programmes of the Post Office had been directed against Australian-
owned firms. in. favour of foreign-based corporations. This submission, and the
claim by this Union that the multi-national corporations have been able to exercise
great power and influence over the Post Office were not satisfactorily substantiated,

28. The Committee accepted the assurance of the Chairman of the Post Office
Tender Board that the Tender Board operated without any direction or outside
influence whatsoever.

Interests of the employees of Edward H. O’Brien Pty Ltd
29, The Committee was aware that the threatened unemployment of the Victorian
employces of Edward H. O’Brien Pty Ltd was a related issue in the dispute over
the contract. Having held this contract since 1924, and as almost the Company’s
sole raison d'ére, it is understandable if both management and employees con-
sidered th lves to be an adj or virtual extension of the Post Office itself.
In Victoria, at least, the Company had been operating solely as a contractor to the
Post Office for 48 years, In these circumstances the future of the employees rightly
became a matter of concern to the Post Office, which assured the Committee that
it took all possible action to ensure that the rights of these employees would be
safeguarded, The Managing Director of Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd stated his
interest in employing O'Brien personnel, as follows:

I had a meeting with about 100 of O'Brien’s staf . . . and I intend to

employ as many people as qualified into our company. We intend to start with

120 people and we would be very interested in the O'Brien personnel,

30. Under a competitive tendering system, and especially when the contract work
is the sole business of the contracting firm, there can be no guarantee of continuity
of employment.

Capability of the Post Office to produce the Pink Pages telephone directories

31. The Committee accepted the proposition that the Post Office might itself

arrange the advertising for the. classified telephone directories as a valid alternative
5



to the central issue 28 to which commereial enterprise should be awarded the
contract,

32. Both the Amaigamated Postal Workers' Union and the Union of Postal Clérks
and Telegraphists submitted that the Post Office has the managerial and other skills
needed for the preparation and publication of the Pink Pages telephone directories,
Further, the Amalgamated Postal Workers” Union held that if the Post Office did
carry out this function itself in each State it could have turned its net loss of $1.6m
for the financial year 1970-71 into 2 net profit.

33, The Post Office view was that this type of function was more properly and
satisfactorily performed on its behalf by private enterprise, there being more
affinity between the work of seiling Pink Pages advertising and-a sefling organisa-
tion in the private sector than thets is between that function and: the work of the

Post Office in the. public sector. The Post Office did not believe that there would

be increased revenue and profit to the Post Office if it carried out the operation
itself, ¥t was. the Post Office view that private enterprise, being competitive, would
be more likely to achieve the optimum result,

CONCLUSIONS

34, The Committee’s role in this Inquiry has been purely investigatory. Having
no executive power, the Committee approached the Inquiry not with any intention
of acting as an arbitrator in the dispute, but rather with the purpose of investigating
the criticism publicly made of the Post Office, and to report its findings on the
validity of that criticism and satisfy itself that proper arrangements have been
made for the publication of the directories.

35, In line with this approach, the Committee makes the following observations:

(@) In the opinion of the Committee, the decision of the Post Office to award
the Victorian contract to Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd was in accordance
with accepted practice. Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd submitted the best
tender for the Victorian contract in every respect. The minimum guarantee
of Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd was 13 per cent higher than the guarantee
of Edward H. O’Brien Pty Ltd in terms of the net return to the Post
Office. If both tenderers were to achieve their meximum projected sales
there was a net advantage of 25 per cent to the Post Office in accepting
the tender of Directories rather than O'Brien's.

(b). While smaller firms may be at some disadvantage when tendering for a
cortract, there is no evidence that in this tender Edward H. O’Brien Pty
Ltd was placed at any special or unuswal disadvantage by the tender
requirements.

(c) The Post Office Tender Board had not received any Government direction
to give preference to Australian-owned tenderers.

(d) There is. no evidence to suggest that the contractor’s foreign ownership
will be detr | to the production of the directorie

(¢} The dependence by a contractor on setaining one contract which is subject
to periodic competition by public tender is an unfortunate aspect of this.
situation, There. is no evidence to suggest, however, that the Post Office
can be held responsible in any way for the hardship that may now be
caused employees of Edward H. O'Brien Pty Ltd. But it can be envisaged
that the same hardship will recur each time the contractor is changed if
the contractor has been relying or specialising on the work of the contract.

(/) Whether the national interest would be better served if a degree of pre-
ference was given to Australian-owned industry is a matter to which the
Government should give its urgent attention.

G. D. ErwiN

Chairman
September 1972.



APPENDIX I

EXYTRACTS FROM MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS
FRIDAY, 2i JULY 1972

at Canberra, A.C.T.
(Twenty th Parli —32nd Meeting)
Present:
Hon. G. D. Erwin (Chairman)

Senator Cameron Mr Keogh'

Senator Davidson Dr Solomon
Apologies:

Senator Bonaer Mr Corbett

Senator Durack Mr Foster

Senator Georges Mr Hamer

Senator Mitliner Mr L. R. Johnson

Senator Withers

1 Post OFFICE ADVERTISING CONTRACT FOR THE VICTORIAN PINK PAGEs TELEPHONE
Directories; Mr Keogh drew attention to a press report (Financlal Review, 20
July 1972) concerning a dispute over the Post Office contract recently granted for
advertisements in the Victorian Pink Pages Telephone Directories.

The Committee deliberated.
The Chairman instructed the Clerk to- obtain advice on the competence of the Com-
mittee to inquire into the matter,

» * * LJ

3 Post OFFICE ADVERTISING CONTRACT FOR' THE VICTORIAN PINK PAGES TELEPHONE
Direcrories: The Committee heard advice from the Clerk that it was competent to
inquire into this matter,

Resolved, on the motion of Mr Keogh:

(1) That the Committee inguire into Post Office arrangements for the printing and
publication of the Pink Pages Telephone Directories, with special reference to the
circumstances of the recent granting by the Post Office of a new contract for
advertisements in the Victorian Pink Pages.

(2) That the Clerk obtain a. written statement from the Post Office on this matter
for the information of the Committee and invite submissions from other
interested parties, )

(3) That the Committee hear evidence from the Post Office and such other interested
parties as the Chairman considers desirable.on a date to be fixed by the Chair-
man.

4 ApjournMENT: The Committee adjourned.

g A S

E——
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THURSDAY, 10 AUGUST 1972
at Melbourne, Victoria

(Twenty-seventh Parli 33rd Mi
Present:
Hon. G. D. Erwin (Chairman)
Senator Cameron Mr Hamer
Senator Milliner Mr Keogh
Dr Solomon
Apologies:
Senator Bonner Mr L. R. Johnson
Senator Davidson

1 MiNUTES: The minutes of the meetings held on 20 and 21 July 1972 were read and con-

2 INQUIRY INTO Post OFFICE ADVERTISING CONTRACT FOR THE VICTORIAN PINK PAGES
TeLerHONE DirECTORIES: The Committee deliberated,
Press and public admitted.
The following wi ing the A
and examined together:
Mr Alexander Maxwell Smith, First Assistant Director-General (Telecommunica-
tions);
Mr Francis R d McN. a, Deputy Assis Director-General (Supply)
and Chairman, Post Office. Tender Board; and
M Patrick Francis Connell, Deputy Assistant Director-General (Sales).
Resolved: That the written submission of the Australian Post Office, dated 27 July 1972,
be incorporated in the Minutes of Evidence.
“The witnesses withdrew,
‘Mr Michael an Rollins, Company Secretary, Edward H. O’Brien Pty Ltd, was called
and made an affirmation; and
Mr William Alfred Eric Nielsen, Acting Victorian Manager, Edward H. O'Brien Pty
Ltd, was called and sworn.
“The witnesses were examined together.
Resolved: That the written submission of Edward H, O'Brien Pty Ltd, forwarded on
27 July 1972, be incorporated in the Minutes of Evidence.
“The witnesses withdrew.
e followil i ing the A jian Post Office, were recalled and
further examined together:
Mr Alexander Maxwell Smith, First Assistant Director-General (Tel
tions); and
Mr Francis R d McN: 2, Deputy Assistant Divector-General (Supply)
and Chairman, Post Office Tender Board.
“The witnesses withdrew.
“The ing wi
ﬁ_mher examined together:
Mr Michael Tan Rollins, Company Secretary; and:
M William Alfred. Eric Nielsen, Acting. Victorian Manager.
“The witnesses withdrew.
Mr Geoffrey Halstead Blunden, Assistant General Secretary, Amalgamated Postal
Workers' Union, was called, sworn and examined.
Resolved: That the written of the Amal d Postal Workers’ Union,
dated 28 July 1972, be incorporated in the Minutes of Evidence.
“The witness withdrew.

Post Office, were called, sworn

Edward H. O'Brien Pty Ltd, were recalled and
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Mr John Sims Fleming Baker, General Secretary, Union of Postal Clerks and Tele~
graphists, was called, sworn and examined.

Resolved: That the wnttcn submission ot‘ the Union of Postal Cletks and Telegraphists,

dated 4 August 1972, be P d in the Mi of
The witness wnhdrcw
‘The follow p ing Directories (Aust.) Pty Ltd, were called, sworn

and examined together:
Mr lelmm Palnck Lyons, Managmg Director; and
MrR

d Edward W 7, Finance Director.
The witnesses wuhdrcw
e followi P ing the A lian Post Office, were recalled and
further. exammcd together:
Mr Al d 11 Smith, First Assistant Director-General (Telecommunica~
tions); and
Mr Francis R d M Deputy Assistant Director-General (Supply)

and Chairman, Post Office Tender Board.
The witnesses withdrew.
3 PUBLICATION. OF EVIDENCE:

Resolved: That, pursuant to the power conferred by Section 2 (2.) of the Parflamentary
Papers Act 1908-1963, this Committee authorises publication of the evidence given
before it at public hearings this day.

4 ApjournmeNT: The Committee adjourned.

WEDNESDAY, 13 SEPTEMBER 1972

at Canberra, A.C.T.
{Twenty th Parli 35th M
Present:
Hon. G. D. Erwin (Chaitman)
Senator Bonner Mr Corbett
Senator Cameron Mr Foster
Senator Durack Mr Hamer
Senator Withers Mr L. R, Johnson
Mr Keogh
Dr Solomon
Apologles:
Sepator Davidson
Senator Milliner
1M + The Mi of the held on 31 August 1972 were read and confirmed,

2 INQUIRY INTO THE PosT OFFICE ADVERTISING CONTRACT FOR THE VICTORIAN PINK PAGES
TeLEPRONB DIRECTORIES: The Chairman submitted his Draft Report, which had been
previously circulated,

The Committee ded to the ideration of the Draft Report.

Paragraphs 1-14, by leave, taken together and agreed to.
Paragraphs 15-17, by Ieave, taken together and agreed to.
Paragraphs 18-21, by leave, taken together and agreed to;
Paragraphs 22 and 23, by leave, taken together and agreed to,
Paragraph 24 amended and agreed to.

Paragraph 25 amended and agreed to.

Paragraphs 26-28; by Ieave, taken together and agréed to,
Paragraph 29 amended and agreed to,

Paragraph 30 agreed to,

i0

Paragraphs 31-33, by leave, teken together and agreed to,

Paragraph 34 agreed to.

Paragraph 35 amended.

Mr Keogh moved—That the h be further ded by the addition of the
following words to stand as sub-pasagraph (f):

“f) The difficuity could be overcome by the Post Office undertaking to secure
adverti for the tories iteelf, and the Commiltee recommends
that a more in-depth investigation be undertaken of the Post. Office’s
capability to undertake ail of the work of the contract itself.”

Question—That the amendment be agreed to—put.

“The Committee divided:
Ayes, 4 Noes; 7
Senator Cameron Senator Bonner
Mr Foster’ Senator Durack
Mr L. R. Johnson Senator Withers
Mr Keogh Mr Corbett
Mr Erwin
Mr Hamer
Dr Solomon
And s0 it was negatived.
Mr L. R. Johnson moved—That the h be further ded by the addition

of the following words to stand as sub-paragraph [
*(f) The Committee is of the opmxon that the national interest would be better
served if preference was given to Australian industry or if the work was

undertaken by the Post Office.”
Questi ‘That the d be agreed to—put.
The Committee divided:
Ayes, 4 Noes, 1
Senator Cameron Senator Bonner
Mr Foster Senator Durack
Mr L. R. Johnson Senator Withers
Mr Keogh Mr Corbett
Mr Erwin'
Mr Hamer
Dr Solomon
And go it was negmived
Further consid of h 35 postponed
3 ApJoURNMENT: The Committee adjourned uatil Wednesday, 20 September 1972 at
1.00 p.m,
WEDNESDAY, 20 SEPTEMBER 1972
at Canberra, A.C.T.
(Twenty-seventh Parliament—36th Mesting)
Present:
Hon. G. D. Erwin (Chairman)
Senator Bonner Mr Corbett
Senator Cameron Mr Foster
Senator Davidson Mr Hamer
Senator Georges Mr L. R. Johnson
Senator Milliner Mr Keogh
Senator Withers Dr Solomon

1 Mm The Minutes of the meeting held on 13 September 1972 were read and con-
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2 INQURY INTO 135 Post Oerce Any ? " L
"HONE DIRECTORIES : The Committee resumeq consideration of the Draft Report,
Paragraph 35.yay further considered,

Senator: Oameron,moved—mc tlie'paramph bt further ded by the addition of
the following words to stand ay sufepy ph(f): ‘ . Baxer, 1.5, R,
“O) The Committes is of the opinion: tha¢ ihe national interest would be better- Bruwoew, G, g,
served if preference was given to Australian industry,»
Question——That the amendment be agresd to—put, . Connerr, p, B,
The Committee divided:
Ayes, 6 Noes, 7 Lyons, W, p,
Senator Camerop Senator Bonper McNavara, F. R,
Senator Georges Senator Davidson,
Senator Milliner Senator Withers NEisey, w, 4, E,
Mr Foster Mr Corbett Rotrmis, M, 1.
Mr L. R, Johnson Mr Erwin s M.
Mr Xeogh Mr Hamer MITH, A, M,
) Dr Sotomon
And 50 it wag negatived, Wantucrowioz, R, E,

Resolved, on the motjon of Segator Withers—That the baragraph-be further amended

ether the national inferey Would be better seryed i ,wde‘gm'; of preference
was given fo Austrdﬁan-o’wp’ed industiy isa matter to which the Government
should give its urgent aftention,”

“(g) Obviously, fowever, any difficulty conld be OvEcome by the Pogt Offics under.
ing to secure advertisements for the directorips itself
Question—That tgng amendment be agreed to—put, .

e Committee diyideg. .o
Ayes, 6 Noes,; 7
Senator Cameron Senator Bonnep -
Senator Georges Senator Davidson.
Senator Milliger- Senator Withers
Mr Foster Mr Corbett
Mr L, R. Johnspn Mr Erwin
Keogh Mrslzam
Dx Solom
And so it was negatived, . en
Pafagraph 35, ag amerided, agreed ¢o; - N

Resolved: That the Draft Report, ag amended, be the Report of the‘Comm]'ite"ef
Resolved: That the Minutes of Proceedings be an Appendix to the Report,

3 Avsournrany: Tre Committes a{djqpiéned. ‘
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APPENDIXY Iy
LIST OoF WITNESSES

General Secretary, Unjop of Postal Clerks ang Telegraphists,
Assistant. Secretary, Amal, d Postal Workens®

Union of 4 a.

Deputy  Assistane Director-Generay (Sales), Postmaster.
General’s Department,

Managing Director, Directories (Aust)) Pty Ltd,

Deputy Assistang Director-Generat (Suppiy), Postmaster-
General's Department; Chairman, Post Office Tender Board,

Acting Victorian Manamr,»Edward’H. O'Brien Pty 1.4q;
Company Secretary, Edward H. O'Brien Piy 1.4q

First Assistant Director-Generat (’l'elecommunications), Post.
master-General’s Department,

Finance Director, Directories (Aust,) Pty 1 t4,
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